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MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD IN THE CITY OF 
BELMONT CIVIC CENTRE, 215 WRIGHT STREET, CLOVERDALE ON MONDAY 
12 MARCH 2001, COMMENCING AT 7.34 PM

PRESENT

Cr P R Passeri, JP, Mayor West Ward
Cr M H Blair, Deputy Mayor Central Ward
Cr M M Bass East Ward
Cr P Marks East Ward
Cr G J Godfrey East Ward
Cr L M Coops Central Ward
Cr M C Godsell Central Ward
Cr A T Richardson, JP West Ward
Cr G Doney West Ward
Cr A P Murfin, OAM, JP South Ward
Cr D J Symonds (until 8.37pm) South Ward
Cr R T Swann South Ward

IN ATTENDANCE

Mr B Genoni Chief Executive Officer
Mr N Hartley Deputy Chief Executive Officer
Mr S Cole Director - Finance
Mr R Lutey Director - Engineering
Mr N Deague Director - Development
Ms A Forte Human Resources Manager

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

There were 13 members of the public present.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Mayor opened the meeting and welcomed those in attendance.

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

2.1 APOLOGIES

Nil.

2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil.
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3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Coops declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.4.3 of the 
Works and Technical Services Committee meeting minutes dated 6 March 2001.  
The nature of the interest being that her son (who is currently residing with her) owns 
a house at 61 St Kilda Road, Rivervale, the area involved in the underground power 
project.

Councillor Bass declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.2.6 of the 
Works and Technical Services Committee meeting minutes dated 6 March 2001.  
The nature of the interest being that she lives in close proximity to the area in 
question.

In accordance with the City of Belmont's Code of Conduct, Councillor Marks declared 
an interest that could give rise to a reasonable belief that his impartiality may be 
adversely affected.  The interest being in Item 13.2 of the Ordinary Council meeting 
minutes dated 12 March 2001.  The nature of the interest being that he lives in the 
stables area.

4. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

Councillors are reminded that a presentation outlining the outcomes of the 
December 2000 "City of Belmont 2000 Strategic Marketing Research Study" and 
incorporating discussion on the future direction of the City of Opportunity marketing 
strategy, will be provided to Councillors from 5.30pm - 8.30pm on Tuesday, 13 March 
2001.

The Mayor also highlighted that Ascot Waters and the City of Belmont have been 
awarded the National Award for Excellence for the Ascot Waters Subdivision (for a 
subdivision under 250 allotments class) by the Urban Development Institute of 
Australia. He congratulated the Ascot Waters Consortium on this achievement for our 
City.
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5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE AT PREVIOUS MEETING

***7.39pm The Chief Executive Officer read the rules of Question Time for the 
benefit of the public present.

The Chief Executive Officer read the following questions and answers for 
the benefit of the public present.

5.1.1 Mr Peter Stewart, 3 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

Mr Stewart asked the following questions in regard to the “Springs Development” at 
the Council Meeting held on 26 February 2001, which were taken on notice. 

1. Why were Councillors only given part of landowners submissions; some 
detailed submissions could only be clearly understood when the 
documents were read in full in conjunction with Council documents?

The standard Council practice, is that a summary of each submission is 
provided in a schedule but if a Councillor so wishes, a full copy of the 
submission can be provided.  The summary schedule is also required by the 
Ministry for Planning together with full copies of all original submissions.

2. Why are some Councillors concerned at the prospect of a writ from the 
Scheme Manager, were the Scheme placed on hold and the Scheme 
Manager's contract terminated?

We presume because there needs to be a valid reason for termination of the 
Scheme Manager’s contract and to date, there is no justifiable argument to 
terminate the contract.  The Council could find itself liable for some form of 
damages, if the contract was terminated without reasonable cause.

3. Have Councillors been provided with advice that a writ from the 
Scheme Manager is the likely outcome, were the Scheme Manager's 
contract terminated?

No.

4. Has the City taken advice on the possibility of legal action by the 
Scheme Manager?

No.

5. Who drafted the contract for the engagement of the Scheme Manager?

Following briefing from Council Officers relating to the scheme project, the 
Scheme Manager provided a draft contract, which was reviewed by the 
Director of Development, Council’s Planning and Development Committee and 
Council’s Solicitors.
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Item 5.1.1 continued…

6. Did Council allow the Scheme Manager to draft their own contract, 
some ten months after Council awarding the tender to Urban Focus in 
1999 for Scheme Management (See Council Working Group minutes of 
meeting number eight, 13 January 2000; Item 5.2 titled 
City of Belmont/Urban Focus Contract Document quote:

"Colin Evans advised that the Draft Contract Documents have 
been prepared, including draft details of the timeframe 
anticipated for the project. The Contract documents will be 
forwarded to Council shortly’)?

As was outlined in our answer to question #5, the Scheme Manager provided 
a draft contract, which was reviewed by the Director of Development, Council’s 
Planning and Development Committee and Council’s Solicitors.

7. Did Council have the Contract for Scheme Management properly 
scrutinised by the Planning Department, Council's solicitors and the 
Planning Committee?

Yes.

8. Why did Council award a tender to the Scheme Manager before 
determining that any Scheme would be put in place?

It has always been Council’s intention that development would be co-ordinated 
through a Town Planning Scheme.

9. Will Council provide landowners in the Springs with copies of the 
contracts of engagement of Urban Focus, including the Consultancy 
entered into around 1994, the Project Management entered into around 
1997 and the Scheme Management Tender awarded in 1999, with the 
contract draft in 2000?

As per Council’s recent decision (26th February 2001) this information is 
available through a Freedom of Information application (and subject to the 
normal FOI privacy restrictions).

10. Given Cr Marks' concerns with legal action, will Council resolve to seek 
legal advice, if it has not done so already?

Council has not considered that legal advice is required at this point in time.
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5.1.2 Mr Ross O'Neil - 3 Glyde Street, South Perth

Mr O'Neil asked the following questions in regard to the “Springs Development” at the 
Council Meeting held on 26 February 2001 which were taken on notice. 

I refer to the minutes of the Planning and Development Committee meeting on 
7 November 2000; Item 8.3.1 "Forward Planning - The Springs" confirming 
that a meeting with the Minister for Planning had been confirmed for Thursday, 
14 December 2000. 

1. Why is there no record of this important meeting in Working Group, 
Planning Committee or Council minutes?

A verbal report was given to members of the Planning and Development 
Committee, however as there were no substantive outcomes, details were not 
incorporated on this occasion. The purpose of the meeting with the Minister 
was though, to inform him first hand of the progress that had occurred with the 
proposed City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No 13.

2. Would the Deputy Mayor please provide a verbal report of that meeting 
in response to this question?

As set out above, the meeting was for briefing purposes only. The Mayor or 
Deputy Mayor may however, be prepared to speak personally to you in regard 
to this meeting, if you would like to contact them direct.

3. Given that Council had explained to the Minister at the meeting that it 
had yet to respond to submissions on TPS 13; why did the Minister 
refuse to grant an extension to the period specified for making 
submissions, past the due date of 6 March 2001?

An extension of time had already been granted to the Scheme.  It was 
considered that the proper statutory process would be for the Minister to 
assess all submissions and then determine an appropriate course of action.

4. Is the proposed re-advertisement of TPS 13 by Council a response to 
deficits identified by the Ministry?

No.

5. Would Council please provide landowners with the Ministry's written 
response to the meeting held on 14 December 2000?

No written response was received.
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5.1.3 KH Morgan Jaspa Pty Ltd - Bentley Business Centre, 10/4 Queen Street, 
Bentley

Mr Morgan asked the following questions at the Council Meeting held on 
26 February 2001 in regard to the “Springs Development”, which were taken on 
notice. 

1. Has the City sought legal advice from Denis McLeod or McLeod and Co 
in regard to matters concerning Town Planning Scheme 13 "The 
Springs" since September 2000? If so, in what regard?

As far as I am aware, the City has not sought legal advice from Denis McLeod 
or McLeod and Co in regard to Urban Focus and TPS 13 since 
September 2000.

2. Can the Council assure ratepayers that the interests of landowners in 
"The Springs" will be paramount to any interests of elected members, 
public officers or employees of the City of Belmont?

Yes. The Council’s first responsibility however, is to the interests of all 
ratepayers in the City, while at the same time, being very mindful of the 
interests of affected landowners in the proposed redevelopment area covered 
by proposed Town Planning Scheme No 13.

3. Can the Council assure landowners that its actions in regard to TPS 13 
will be according to law and follow best practice guidelines of relevant 
authorities and professional bodies?

Yes. Council can assure landowners that its actions in regard to TPS 13 will 
be according to law.  Best practice is always a priority of the City’s activities 
and Council will be guided by the procedures of relevant authorities and 
professional bodies.

4. In seeking any legal advice, can Council assure landowners it has and 
will continue to follow policy Council has adopted as recommended by 
the Department of Local Government in Circular No. 11/2000?

Council adopted a policy, which generally follows the recommendations 
outlined in the Department of Local Government Circular No. 11/2000.  
Council can assure landowners, it will follow this policy.

5. Does the City of Belmont perceive any conflict of interest in protecting 
the rights of the ratepayers in "The Springs" or elsewhere when 
providing financial assistance to members and employees in connection 
with legal advice in the performance of their duties?

No.
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Item 5.1.3 continued…

6. Should there be conflicts of interest, will the Council declare the nature 
of the conflict. Secondly, how does it determine that a member or 
employee has acted reasonably before such legal assistance is 
provided?

Councillors and staff are bound by regulations that cover financial interests.  
The City also has a Code of Conduct that requires declarations of “interests 
affecting impartiality”.  Council’s policy provides that the assessment of 
reasonableness is to be a Council decision, upon written application.  
Reasonableness will by its very nature, depend on the individual 
circumstances prevailing at the time.

7. Will Council provide copies of all the legal advice it has received in 
regard to "The Springs" to the ratepayers of Belmont?

As per Council’s recent decision (26th February 2001) this information is 
available through a Freedom of Information application and subject to the 
normal Freedom of Information privacy restrictions.

5.1.4 Mahomed Badat - 132 Star Street, Carlisle

Mr Badat asked the following questions at the Council Meeting held on 
26 February 2001 in regard to the “Springs Development”, which were taken on 
notice. 

I refer to the Minutes of the City of Belmont's Resources and Policy Committee 
meeting of 21 November 2000; Item 8.6.1 headed "Local Government Inquiry 
Process", sub-heading "Officer Comment", point 1, and ask:

1. In regard to the example offered in the officers report, that of the City of 
Cockburn and the issue of Public Open Space (POS) monies, is the 
firm McLeod and Co, authors of the DEED between the City of 
Cockburn and the Mayor Grljusich controlled Peremate Holdings dated 
29 June 1998 for POS, connected to the Denis McLeod, nominated 
earlier in the Resources and Policy Committee November 2000 meeting 
as the City of Belmont's legal adviser?

Council uses the firm McLeod & Co as its primary legal advisors.  We are 
aware that McLeod & Co have had some involvement in providing advice at 
Cockburn, but we are not specifically aware of their involvement in regard to 
the City of Cockburn issue outlined.
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Item 5.1.4 continued…

2. Did the report of the inquiry into the City of Cockburn dated April 2000, 
at finding F52, conclude that the DEED drawn up by McLeod and Co 
was fundamentally flawed and contained major drafting deficits?

Council has a general awareness of the issues relevant to the City of 
Cockburn inquiry.  This specific question though, would be best directed to the 
Department of Local Government who managed the inquiry process referred 
to.

3. In regard to the City of Cockburn POS monies, did the report of the 
inquiry, at R6, recommend that the City in consultation with the 
Department of Local Government, seek further legal advice on the 
question of whether it would be lawful to treat payment of the sum of 
$222,934 by the City to Urban Focus as having been made from the 
interest accrued in respect of the City's section 20C account and to also 
pursue a solution to this problem that is lawful and proper?

As outlined above, Council has a general awareness of the issues relevant to 
the City of Cockburn inquiry.  This specific question though, would be best 
directed to the Department of Local Government who managed the inquiry 
process referred to.

4. Is the firm Urban Focus mentioned in the findings and 
recommendations of the report of the inquiry into the City of Cockburn, 
the same firm appointed Scheme Manager by the City of Belmont for 
"The Springs", TPS 13 in 1999?

Council is contracted to the firm Urban Focus, in regard to the Springs 
Development.  We are aware that Urban Focus have had some involvement in 
providing advice at Cockburn, but we are not specifically aware of their 
involvement in regard to the City of Cockburn issue outlined.

5. Has the City sought legal advice from Denis McLeod or McLeod and Co 
in regard to Urban Focus and TPS 13 since September 2000? If so, in 
what regard?

As far as I am aware, the City has not sought legal advice from Denis McLeod 
or McLeod and Co in regard to Urban Focus and TPS 13 since September 
2000.
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Item 5.1.4 continued…

6. Can the Council assure ratepayers that the interests of landowners in 
"The Springs" will be paramount to any interests of elected members, 
public officers and employees of the City of Belmont?

Yes. The Council’s first responsibility however is to the interests of all 
ratepayers in the City, while at the same time, being very mindful of the 
interests of affected landowners in the redevelopment area covered by the 
proposed Town Planning Scheme No 13.

7. Can the Council assure landowners that its actions in regard to TPS 13 
will be according to law and follow best practice guidelines of relevant 
authorities and professional bodies?

Council can assure landowners that its actions in regard to TPS 13 will be 
according to law.  Best practice is always a priority of the City’s activities and 
Council will be guided by the procedures of relevant authorities and 
professional bodies.

5.1.5 Michael Ryan - 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Mr Ryan asked the following questions at the Council Meeting held on 
26 February 2001 in regard to the “Springs Development”, which were taken on 
notice. 

I refer to the unconfirmed minutes of the Planning and Development 
Committee meeting on 19 February 2001; Item 8.3.1 "Forward Planning - The 
Springs" and the recommendation that Council hold Special Committee and 
Council meetings to make a resolution before 6 March 2001.

1. Given that Cr Bass seems to be the only Councillor willing to listen to 
landowners' concerns with TPS 13, why were Special Meetings called 
for Tuesday, 27 February 2001 when Cr Bass received a leave of 
absence some time ago and will be unable to attend either meeting?

Meetings are called as and when required to ensure that Council can best 
direct and control the local government’s affairs.  Those Councillors who are 
able to attend, will do so.

2. If a resolution is required before 6 March 2001, why is the resolution not 
being put at the Ordinary Council Meeting this evening?

It was necessary to hold a special Planning and Development Committee 
meeting, due to the extensive information to be considered.
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Item 5.1.5 continued…

3. Why are ratepayers being burdened with the additional expense of 
Special Meetings?

The meetings of Council are only called when necessity prevails, they are an 
expected responsibility of the governance of the district. 

4. If Special Meetings are deemed necessary before 6 March 2001, why 
can't they be held when Cr Bass is available after Wednesday, 
28 February 2001 and before Tuesday, 6 March 2001 to attend 
Committee and Council meetings?

Meetings are called as and when required to ensure that Council can best 
direct and control the local government’s affairs.  Those Councillors who are 
able to attend, will do so.  The business of Council does not depend on the 
presence of a single Councillor.

5.2 QUESTIONS ON WHICH WRITTEN NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN PRIOR TO THE 
MEETING

5.2.1 Lorraine Hitt - 85 Fitzroy Road, Rivervale

1. Why has Council determined to reject nine of the recommendations in 
the recent Respite Study conducted by Mr Bob Tomlins relating to 
people with disabilities?

The rationale for Council’s resolution is covered in the Administration & 
Community Services Committee Minutes of 4 December 2000. These Minutes 
provide comment on Council’s role versus that of the Disabilities Services 
Commission and provides the reason for the acceptance or rejection of each 
recommendation.

2. How can Council support seniors residing within the City of Belmont yet 
reject people with disabilities?

It should be acknowledged that the majority of support the Council provides for 
seniors is either partially or fully funded by the Commonwealth/State 
Governments under programs like the Home and Community Care Program 
(HACC). 
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Item 5.2.1 continued…

Far from rejecting people with disabilities the City has provided a number 
general and specific services to that client group. These include:

 Council supports and promotes the Focus Group for People with 
Disabilities.

 For a number of years Council has provided financial support for the 
Recreation Officer, People with Special Needs. For the financial year 
2000/2001 this was $26,992 and is an ongoing commitment by Council.

 Council’s Youth Services has and continues to provide general and 
specific support to young people with disabilities.

 Council adheres to a Disabilities Services Plan that not only underpins 
Council activities, but has also provided for a number of initiatives such as, 
disabled access at the Oasis Leisure Centre, chair lift on the Community 
Bus, self opening doors at the Library and accommodation in Council’s 
Aged Accommodation Units.

5.2.2 Paul Hitt - 85 Fitzroy Road, Rivervale

1. Do the present personnel who perform the tasks of manning the 
security patrols in the district of the City of Belmont have any statutory 
powers above that of City Council Rangers?

No.

2. How many arrests have the security guards made in the last year?

Nil, although, while no specific statistics are kept, on average approximately 
twice a month the patrols would detain (non physically) suspected offenders 
for police attendance.

3. Do their duties entail locking up Council premises?

Yes, the Patrol Officers open and close a number of Council’s public toilet 
facilities in an effort to minimise vandalism and damage to these community 
services.

4. Do they have a formal base from where they start and finish their 
working day?

Yes.
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Item 5.2.2 continued…

4(a). If the answer is yes to question 4, where are these premises located 
and what do they consist of?

The Patrol Officers change shift at Council’s Works Depot in Fairbrother 
Street.

5. How many security officers are employed?

Council does not itself employ any Patrol Officers. The service is provided 
under contract by a private company, NGS Guards & Patrols. While the 
number of employees of NGS Guards is unknown, there is one patrol officer 
for each of the three daily shifts in the City of Belmont.

6. How many shifts per 24 hours do they patrol?

Three shifts providing 32 hours of patrols every 24 hours.

7. Has the crime rate deceased since these patrols have been 
implemented?

Anecdotal evidence suggests this to be the case, although statistically it is 
impossible to be conclusive. It has been recognised that in all areas where 
security patrols have been implemented, the incidence of reported crime has 
increased. This is because the community are actively encouraged to report all 
crime, no matter how minor, so that ‘”hot spots” can be identified and the 
patrols targeted. The Police Department is very supportive of the City of 
Belmont's security patrols and our initiative in taking a lead role with 
Neighbourhood Watch. Both of these initiatives, we believe, are having a very 
positive effect on crime and anti-social behaviour. The City, along with the 
other Local Government Authorities operating patrol services, is currently 
involved in a Department of Local Government sponsored evaluation of the 
overall effectiveness of security patrols and the eventual report of this group is 
eagerly awaited.

***8.07pm BASS MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, that due to the large number of 
questions taken on notice and provided with answers this evening, 
Question Time be extended to allow questions (of which written notice 
has been given) to be put to Council.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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5.2.3 Paul Hitt - 85 Fitzroy Road, Rivervale

1. Will the City of Belmont give the residents of Belmont an undertaking 
that the area of land known as Parry Fields, be used and recognised as 
recreational in the future and the zoning of this land be kept to reflect 
this use?

The area on which Parry Fields or the Belmont International Baseball Stadium, 
was built is currently zoned “Urban” under the Metropolitan Region Scheme 
and “Mixed Use” under the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No 14.

Of the City’s 15.81ha of land in the Ascot Fields area, 9.97ha (nearly 2/3) is to 
be retained as recreational open space. This, when added to the additional 
approx 50ha of recreational open space created by the Ascot Water 
development has resulted in a huge increase in recreation land available.

Therefore because of the over-abundance of recreational land in this general 
area it is not a planning objective of the Council that the subject land be used 
for recreation.

2. The Parry Field site is at present being used as a builders' dump. What 
assurances can be given to the people of Belmont that no toxic 
substances are stored or have been disposed of on this site? As a high 
fence encloses the site, the public has no access to inspect this area to 
ascertain the facts.

The old Belmont International Baseball Stadium site is not being used as a 
builder’s dump. Selected fill material has from time to time been stored on the 
site for future reuse in the Ascot Waters area.

No toxic materials have been deposited or stored on the site.

3. How much financial support has Bristile given to the City of Belmont for 
the upgrading of Bristile Park as of 12 March 2001?

As at 12 March 2001 the City has received no financial support from 
Bristile Ltd for the development of Bristile Park.
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Item 5.2.3 continued…

4. Will the City of Belmont consider the removal of the Bristile Cottage to a 
more relevant site, the historical brick kiln site would be a suitable 
location?

Given that the old Bristile cottage has been on its present site since it was built 
in the 1930’s it would be as inappropriate to relocate the cottage to the kilns 
site as it would be to move the kilns to Bristile Park.
The cottage is to be moved sufficiently towards the river to ensure it is not 
demolished by future roadworks, and maintains its historical significance on 
the site and in relation to the highway.

5. Will the City of Belmont affirm that the redevelopment or development 
of Bristile Park does not include a public boat ramp?

No decision has been made to include a boat ramp in the development of 
Bristile Park.

6. Would the Council consider a less formal landscaping of Bristile Park to 
lessen the obligation of providing advertising space for Bristile?

Council will consider the extent of appropriate promotional signage at 
Bristile Park when it considers the approval for the detailed overall design of 
the park area.

5.2.4 Paul Hitt - 85 Fitzroy Road, Rivervale

1(a) Can the Belmont City Council confirm that the redevelopment of Ascot 
Waters was in part, subsidised by the Federal Government Better Cities 
scheme?

Yes.  

1(b) This funding was given on the condition that a percentage of this 
housing development, would be allocated to low income or social 
housing (Homeswest housing)?

No.  There was however to be a component of AFFORDABLE housing within 
the development.  By Eastern States standards the whole site is affordable but 
it was determined that some of the lots would be developed with housing on 
them that was affordable to a target group with financial resources just above 
the Homeswest qualifying level.  Agreement for inclusion of this component 
within the development is in place and has been approved and signed off by 
the Federal Government.
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Item 5.2.4 continued…

2. If this is correct, can the council provide proof that this (low cost 
housing) criteria has been met?

As stated above, the State and Federal Government have signed off on the 
Affordable Housing criteria for the site.

3. If the answer is no to question two, can the Council provide proof that 
these criteria will be met?

As state above, the State and Federal Government have signed off on the 
Affordable Housing criteria for the site.

5.2.5 Paul Phillip Anthony - 68 Williamson Avenue, Belmont

The footpath in front of my residence is sprayed for weeds annually and there 
is overspray and on two previous occasions for approximately nine months 
after the spray, the lawn edges along the footpath on my front lawn and the 
verge have a dead strip of lawn approximately five inches wide. When it finally 
grows back the annual spraying process begins all over again.

On two previous occasions I contacted the Council. I was asked to contact the 
contractor direct. When I contacted the contractor they were apologetic and 
assured me that my address would be noted and when they sprayed again it 
would be turned off when they passed my address.

Well February last, after the annual spray, another strip of dead lawn 
appeared on either side of the footpath, so I again contacted the Council and 
this time I insisted on a letter recording my complaint and that something be 
done about it.

This time, Mr B Wall, the Manager of the Parks and Gardens section of the 
Council, has given me a written apology and further assurance that the killing 
of my front lawn will not re-occur. 

There was nothing in this letter as to what action would be taken should this 
re-occur and no mention of compensation. 

My question is, what is the Council going to do when my lawn is once again 
poisoned, even though we now have a concrete footpath. I have been told 
these paths are also sprayed, as they believe that weeds grow along the 
expansion cracks, so this practice will continue, but will residents of the street 
and myself be compensated when this re-occurs?

The Director - Engineering advised that there are approximately six property 
owners in Belmont who have requested non-spraying of their footpaths. The 
contractor has been asked to correspond directly with Mr Anthony and the 
other relevant owners to resolve this issue.
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5.3 QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR

***8.16pm The Mayor declared Public Question Time closed as the time allowed for 
Public Question Time had elapsed.

5.4 PUBLIC STATEMENTS TO COUNCIL TIME

***8.16pm The Chief Executive Officer read the rules of Public Statements to 
Council Time for the benefit of the public present.

5.4.1 Statements Where Prior Notice Has Been Given

Nil.

5.4.2 Statements Relevant to Specific Agenda Items under Discussion at 
Tonight's Meeting

Nil.

5.4.3 Statements Relevant to Other Council or Local Government Issues

5.4.3.1 Michael Ryan - 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Mr Ryan spoke on the issue of Freedom of Information applications to the City and 
that he felt the charges were too high for the supply of information held by the City.

***8.20pm As there were no further statements, the Mayor declared Public 
Statements to Council Time closed.
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6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

***8.21pm Cr Bass departed the Chamber, having stated that she was not in 
attendance at the Council Meeting held 26 February 2001 or 27 February 
2001 and consequently did not feel she was able to vote on their 
confirmation.

6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 26 FEBRUARY 2001

GODSELL MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the minutes of the Ordinary 
Council Meeting held on 26 February 2001, as printed and circulated to all 
Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO  0

6.2 SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 27 FEBRUARY 2001

DONEY MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, that the minutes of the Special Council 
Meeting held on 27 February 2001, as printed and circulated to all Councillors, be 
confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO  0

***8.23pm Cr Bass returned to the Chamber.

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

Nil.
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8. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

DW/242354

8.1 PETITION - FOOTPATH IN COFFEY ROAD BETWEEN KEYMER STREET AND HARDEY 
ROAD

Report by Chief Executive Officer 

APPLICATION

To advise of a petition received objecting to a footpath being built on the “even 
numbered” side of Coffey Road.

IS THIS PROPOSAL CONSISTENT WITH COUNCIL’S OPERATIONAL PLAN? N/A

BACKGROUND

A petition has been received objecting to a footpath being built on the even 
numbered side of Coffey Road. The petition reads as follows:

"We, the undersigned object to the building of a footpath on the even 
numbered side of Coffey Road due to safety concerns for pedestrians. This 
side had two intersecting roads that will be required to be crossed whilst the 
odd numbered side has none, therefore making it safer for all pedestrians. We 
urgently request that this decision be reversed due to safety concerns for all 
pedestrians."

15 residents have signed the petition.

COMMENT

Nil.

GODSELL MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, THAT THE PETITION BE RECEIVED 
AND COUNCIL NOTE THAT THE MATTER OF THE OBJECTION TO A 
FOOTPATH BEING BUILT ON THE EVEN NUMBERED SIDE OF COFFEY ROAD 
WAS CONSIDERED AT THE 6 MARCH 2001 MEETING OF THE WORKS AND 
TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

Version: 1, Version Date: 23/04/2001
Document Set ID: 248677



OCM 12/03/01 Petitions and Memorials

19
CONFIRMATION DATE:  26 MARCH 2001

8.2 PREVENTION OF VEHICLE ACCESS BETWEEN DAVIS STREET AND NO. 320 (LOT 11) 
GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To consider a treatment to prevent vehicle access between Davis Street and No. 320 
(Lot 11) Great Eastern Highway.

IS THIS PROPOSAL CONSISTENT WITH COUNCIL’S OPERATIONAL PLAN? N/A

BACKGROUND

A 25 signature petition has been received from residents of Davis Street, 
Mathieson Road (near Davis Street) and Great Eastern Highway, requesting the 
closure of the access between Davis Street and the unit development at 320 (Lot 11) 
Great Eastern Highway.

The request of the petitioners is as follows: -

“Request for Full Closure of Davis Street, Ascot Cul-De-Sac Head and a “No Thru Road” 
Sign at Forbes and Mathieson”

“The following owners and occupiers of properties in the immediate vicinity, request the City 
to complete the kerbing of the head of the Davis Street cul-de-sac (including the erection of a 
vehicle barrier on the road reserve), to prevent the incursion through nearby residential 
streets of through-traffic.

This unauthorised through-traffic is using the private car park and crossover of the property 
at 320 (Lot 11) Great Eastern Highway as a high-speed public thoroughfare and short cut to 
the detriment of the road safety of the local residential community.

The exclusion of this through-traffic will:-

 Improve the safety of pedestrian, cyclist, equine and local resident road users;
 Improve the safety of authorised users of the carpark at 320 (Lot 11) Great Eastern 
Highway;

 Prevent the early deterioration and depreciation of that recently resealed, private car 
park.

You will note that the property at 320 (Lot 11) Great Eastern Highway enjoys its own MRWA 
dedicated Highway median opening (adjacent to the Highway access crossover) and that 
tenants and their customers will still retain their (less obvious) through-access for service 
vehicles to Davis Street, via the existing service lane at the rear of their property”.
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Item 8.2 continued…

COMMENT

Nil.

SYMONDS MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, THAT THE PETITION BE RECEIVED 
AND COUNCIL NOTE THAT THE MATTER OF THE INSTALLATION OF 
BOLLARDS ACROSS THE ACCESS BETWEEN DAVIS STREET AND NO. 320-
326 GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY WAS CONSIDERED AT THE 6 MARCH 2001 
MEETING OF THE WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

9. MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

Nil.

10. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

Nil.
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11. CORRESPONDENCE

Nil.

11.1 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil.

11.2 GENERAL

11.2.1 Letter of Appreciation - Mr Mick and Mrs Linda Patmore

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise Council of an e-mail received from Mr Mick and Mrs Linda Patmore, 
regarding the review of dog local laws - dog exercise areas.

IS THIS PROPOSAL CONSISTENT WITH COUNCIL’S OPERATIONAL PLAN? N/A

BACKGROUND

An e-mail from Mr Mick and Mrs Linda Patmore regarding the review of dog local 
laws - dog exercise areas has been received and reads as follows:-

“Thank you so much for informing us of the Council's decision with regards 
to the above subject. Once again you have proved that Belmont City 
Council is the Council for the people and we are pleased and delighted 
with your fair and just decision. Best wishes."

COMMENT

Nil.

SYMONDS MOVED,  MURFIN SECONDED, THAT THE E-MAIL RECEIVED FROM 
MR MICK AND MRS LINDA PATMORE REGARDING THE REVIEW OF DOG 
LOCAL LAWS - DOG EXERCISE AREAS BE RECEIVED AND NOTED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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11.3 LATE CORRESPONDENCE OF AN URGENT NATURE

Nil.

12. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

12.1 ADMINISTRATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 6 MARCH 2001 

Receipt of Minutes

DONEY MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, that the minutes of the Administration 
and Community Services Committee meeting held on 6 March 2001, as printed 
and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.2.1 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Murfin.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

SYMONDS MOVED, DONEY SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1, 7, 
8.1.1 – 8.1.3, 8.3.1 – 8.3.2, 8.4.1 – 8.4.2, and 8.5.1 – 8.5.2 of the Administration 
and Community Services Committee meeting held on 6 March 2001, be adopted 
en bloc (i.e. with the exception of items 8.2.1).

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

12.1.1 Withdrawn Item 8.2.1 - Manager – Community Services - Monthly Report

MURFIN MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, THAT THE COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION BE ADOPTED WITHOUT AMENDMENT OR 
MODIFICATION.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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12.2 WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING 
HELD 6 MARCH 2001 

Receipt of Minutes

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Works 
and Technical Services Committee meeting held on 6 March 2001, as printed 
and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.2.6 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Bass.
Item 8.4.3 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Blair.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

BASS MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1, 7, 8.1.1 – 
8.1.3, 8.2.1 – 8.2.5, 8.4.1 – 8.4.2, 8.5.1 – 8.5.2 and 9.1 of the Works and Technical 
Services Committee meeting held on 6 March 2001, be adopted en bloc (i.e. 
with the exception of items 8.2.6 and 8.4.3).

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

***8.31pm Cr Bass having earlier declared her interest in this item departed from 
the meeting.

12.2.1 Withdrawn Item 8.2.6 – Proposed Construction of New In-Situ Concrete 
Footpath in Coffey Road, Between Hardey Road and Keymer Street, 
Belmont

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***8.32pm Cr Bass returned to the meeting.
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***8.32pm Cr Coops having earlier declared her interest in this item departed from 
the meeting.

12.2.2 Withdrawn Item 8.4.3 – Rivervale Underground Power Project

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***8.33pm Cr Coops returned to the meeting.

12.3 SPECIAL ADMINISTRATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 12 MARCH 2001 

Receipt of Minutes

DONEY MOVED, MURFIN SECONDED, that the minutes of the Special 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting held on 
12 March 2001, as read aloud to the meeting by the Deputy Chief Executive 
Officer, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

SYMONDS MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, that recommendation item 6.1 of the 
Special Administration and Community Services Committee meeting held on 
12 March 2001, be adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

Please select the Committee Meeting minutes that you wish to view.

Administration and Community Services Committee - 6 March 2001

Works and Technical Services Committee - 6 March 2001

Special Administration and Community Services Committee - 12 March 2001
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13. REPORTS OF OFFICERS

13.1 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, which may 
be of general interest to Councillors.

COMMENT

General information and memorandums:

DATED SUBJECT
27/02/01 WAMA Single Association Task Force (For Crs Passeri, Blair, 

Richardson and Godfrey with a copy to all Councillors)
01/03/01 Local Government (Elections) Amendment Regulations 2001
02/03/01 Marketing Strategy Research Workshop
09/03/01 The Way Forward Workshop - Tuesday, 13 March 2001

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 2 March 2001: 

13.1.1 WAMA Week Issue 8.01 - 23 February 2001.

13.1.2 WAMA - International Women's Day Breakfast Forum - 8 March 2001.

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 9 March 2001: 

13.1.3 WAMA Week Issue 9.01 - 2 March 2001.

GODFREY MOVED, MURFIN 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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***8.37pm Cr Marks having earlier declared his interest in this item departed from 
the meeting.

***8.37pm Cr Symonds departed the meeting.
LEG/02

13.2 CITY OF BELMONT HEALTH (STABLES PREMISES) LOCAL LAWS 1999 - STABLES 
AMENDMENT

Report by Chief Executive Officer.

APPLICATION

To seek Council's endorsement to amend the City of Belmont Health (Stables 
Premises) Local Laws 1999 which will allow for greater flexibility of structural design 
and in turn addresses areas of public health and environmental deficiencies.

 

IS THIS PROPOSAL CONSISTENT WITH COUNCIL’S OPERATIONAL PLAN? YES
C2/5, C6/1 
“To provide an environment which offers the community a high standard of health through the reduction of 
potential health risks" 
"To undertake measures to protect and promote the protection of the environment which directly affect the City of 
Belmont.” 

BACKGROUND

Further to the report submitted to the December 2000 meeting of Council, the 
proposed amendments to the City of Belmont Health (Stables Premises) Local Laws 
1999, were advertised for the requisite six (6) weeks public consultation period in the 
West Australian newspaper on 6 and 10 January 2001.

To this point, each step of the process for amending/making local laws as specified in 
Section 3.12 of the Local Government Act 1995 has been carried out, however there 
were insufficient members of Council present at the 26 February 2001 Council 
meeting to allow the local law to be adopted with a "special majority" (i.e. 75% of 
Council membership).

COMMENT

This local law requires Council's final endorsement by way of a special majority.
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Item 13.2 continued…

RICHARDSON MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, THAT:

1. COUNCIL AGREE THAT THE CURRENT NATIONAL COMPETITION 
POLICY HAS BEEN TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION AND THAT THE 
OBJECTIVES OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE LOCAL LAWS CAN ONLY 
BE ACHIEVED THROUGH LEGISLATION.

2. THE AMENDMENTS TO THE CITY OF BELMONT HEALTH (STABLES 
PREMISES) LOCAL LAWS 1999, (AS ATTACHED TO THE FEBRUARY 
2001 PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MINUTES), BE 
ADOPTED.

3. THE AMENDMENTS TO THE CITY OF BELMONT HEALTH (STABLES 
PREMISES) LOCAL LAWS 1999 COME INTO EFFECT ON THE 
FOURTEENTH DAY AFTER THE DATE ON WHICH THEY ARE 
PUBLISHED IN THE GOVERNMENT GAZETTE.

CARRIED (BY ABSOLUTE MAJORITY) 10 VOTES TO 0

***8.38pm Cr Marks returned to the meeting.
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ELE/01

13.3 2001 CITY OF BELMONT EXTRAORDINARY ELECTION (SOUTH WARD) – POSTAL 

Report by Chief Executive Officer 

APPLICATION

To seek Council’s agreement to having the Extraordinary (South Ward) Election 
conducted by the Western Australian Electoral Commission as a postal vote and that 
the Western Australian Electoral Commissioner will act as Returning Officer.

IS THIS PROPOSAL CONSISTENT WITH COUNCIL’S CORPORATE PLAN?       YES
“C8/1 (a) – To publicise the community activities of Council and to encourage members of the 
community to become involved.”

BACKGROUND

At the July 2000 Administration & Community Services Committee, it was resolved 
inter alia “that Council confirm that it wished to conduct the 2001 City of Belmont 
elections as a postal vote, and further, that it wished to appoint the Western 
Australian Electoral Commissioner as the Returning Officer for these elections”.

COMMENT

The above Council position was drawn to the Western Australian Electoral 
Commission’s attention, however as we now have an extraordinary election in the 
South Ward, the Electoral Commissioner has requested (apparently following Crown 
Law advice) that Council must now specifically resolve its preference for the conduct 
of the South Ward Extraordinary Election.

(A) SPECIAL MAJORITY REQUIRED
(B) ABSOLUTE MAJORITY REQUIRED

BLAIR MOVED, COOPS SECONDED,

1. THAT COUNCIL IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 4.61(2) OF THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT ACT, CONFIRM(A) THAT IT WISHES TO CONDUCT THE 
2001 SOUTH WARD EXTRAORDINARY ELECTION AS A POSTAL VOTE. 

2. THAT COUNCIL IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 4.20(2) OF THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT ACT, AGREE(B) TO APPOINT THE WESTERN 
AUSTRALIAN ELECTORAL COMMISSIONER AS THE RETURNING 
OFFICER FOR THE 2001 SOUTH WARD EXTRAORDINARY ELECTION.

CARRIED (BY SPECIAL MAJORITY) 11 VOTES TO 0
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14. REPORTS OF DELEGATES

14.1 INAUGURAL STATE CONFERENCE OF THE RETIREMENT VILLAGES ASSOCIATION OF 
WA – 22 MARCH 2001

Report by Councillor Doney.

On Friday, March 22nd, the Deputy Chief Executive Officer and I attended the 
Inaugural State Conference of the Retirement Villages Association of WA.

We were treated to a stimulating line-up of speakers on a diverse range of topics, 
including demographics, buildings, tax changes, accreditation, etc.

During the “networking” session following the presentations, we learnt that our own 
village, Faulkner Park, is to be subjected to the accreditation process later this 
month. If the village passes the stringent tests, this will certainly be a milestone in its 
history. 

Neil and I wish to thank Council for the opportunity to attend this informative 
conference.

BLAIR MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the report as presented by 
Councillor Doney be received and noted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

14.2 SECURITY PATROL 

Councillor Doney advised of his attendance on a shift with a security patrol today. He 
travelled with a patrol for several hours. It was a very interesting experience and he 
encouraged other Councillors to also take advantage of the patrol contractors offer. 
Arrangements can be made through the City’s Manager – Community Services.

BLAIR MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, that the report as presented by Councillor 
Doney be received and noted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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15. URGENT BUSINESS APPROVED BY THE PERSON PRESIDING OR BY 
DECISION

Nil.

16. NOTICE OF MOTIONS FOR CONSIDERATION AT THE NEXT MEETING

Nil.

17. MATTERS BEHIND CLOSED DOORS

Nil.

18. CLOSURE

The Mayor declared the meeting closed at 8.40pm.
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