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MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD IN THE CITY OF
BELMONT CIVIC CENTRE, 215 WRIGHT STREET, CLOVERDALE ON MONDAY

14 AUGUST 2000, COMMENCING AT 7.32 PM

PRESENT

Cr P R Passeri, JP, Mayor
Cr M H Blair, Deputy Mayor
Cr M M Bass

Cr P Marks

Cr G J Godfrey

Cr L M Coops

Cr M C Godsell

Cr AT Richardson, JP

Cr G Doney

Cr D J Symonds

CrR T Swann

IN ATTENDANCE

Mr N Hartley

Mr S Cole

Mr D Harris

Mr N Deague
Mr Peter Varris
Mr John Massey

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

West Ward
Central Ward
East Ward
East Ward
East Ward
Central Ward
Central Ward
West Ward
West Ward
South Ward
South Ward

Acting Chief Executive Officer
Director - Finance

Acting Director - Engineering
Director — Development

Manager - Administrative Services
Manager - Building Services

There were 17 members of the public, and 1 member of the Press (Southern

Gazette) present.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Mayor opened the meeting and welcomed all in attendance.

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

21 APOLOGIES

Cr A P Murfin, OAM, JP

2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil.
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OCM 14/08/00 Public Question Time

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
Nil.
4, ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER

(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

The Mayor advised that Councillor Richardson was unfortunately unsuccessful in his
recent bid to be elected as President of the Local Government Association, however
congratulated Councillor Marion Blair who was elected as the Deputy President of
the Association.

The Mayor also congratulated Councillor Godfrey on being appointed as a member
on the Western Australian Municipal Association (WAMA) Land Valuation Working
Party.

The Mayor was pleased to advise that the City of Belmont won the WAMA Effective
Communication Award 2000 for the Best Strategic/Principal Activity Plan which was
announced at the Local Government Week Conference.

5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

***7.35pm For the benefit of the public present the Chief Executive Officer stated
the rules of Question Time.

5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE AT PREVIOUS MEETING

5.1.1 Mrs Janet Powell (President - Ratepayers and Residents Association) -
62 Treave Street, Cloverdale

The following questions were taken on notice at the Ordinary Council Meeting held
24 July 2000. Mrs Powell was advised in a letter dated 1 August 2000 of the relevant
answers (see below):-

1. Has the Whiteside Primary School petition (regarding Public Open Space) been
referred to the Minister for Planning yet?

2. Can information on the number of impounded animals disposed of and the
manner in which these animals were disposed, be provided?

“Further to your attendance at the Ordinary Council Meeting held on the 24 July 2000, | wish to
provide you with information relating to the abovementioned matters.

Firstly, you queried whether the Whiteside Primary School petition (regarding open space) had been
referred to the Minister for Planning.

As you are aware, there was an amendment to Council’s Town Planning Scheme to rezone the
Whiteside Primary School site to ‘Residential’ to facilitate subdivision. The Amendment was
advertised from the 12 February 2000 to the 24 March 2000.
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OCM 14/08/00 Public Question Time

Item 5.1.1 continued

During the formal advertising period, 11 submissions were received. A number of these submissions
specifically raised the issue of the open space to be provided on the site. The amendment documents
and full copies of all submissions were forwarded to the Western Australian Planning Commission and
the Minister for Planning.

The petition you refer to in your question relating to open space was not lodged with Council until May
2000. Unfortunately the petition could not legally be considered as a formal submission on
Amendment No 2, as it was outside of the formal advertising period.

It is important to note though, that the issue of open space raised in the above submissions was
thoroughly considered as part of the amendment process, and taken into consideration by the
Planning and Development Committee, the Council, the Western Australian Planning Commission and
the Minister for Planning. | am aware also, that the petition you are referring to was directly considered
by Councillors as part of their ongoing deliberations on the project.

Whilst it is acknowledged that the petition was not referred to the Minister, | wish to reassure you, that
the issue of open space was thoroughly considered as part of the formal amendment process. The
relevant documents are currently with the Minister for Planning awaiting final endorsement.

Notwithstanding the above points, it is worthwhile noting that the issue of open space was also
considered by Council as part of the subdivision process, separate from the amendment. All
subdivision applications are determined by the Western Australian Planning Commission, and as
previously advised, Council only provides comments to the Commission.

The Western Australian Planning Commission granted subdivision approval on the 5 July 2000,
subject to the provision of 8% public open space to be provided in land area, and a further 2% to be
provided as cash in lieu.

In regard to your second issue, that of the method of disposal of animals impounded, | can advise that
over the past 12 months 408 dogs have been impounded by our Rangers Section. Of these, 181 were
claimed by their owners, 150 have been rehoused as part of our ongoing program to find caring
homes for previously unwanted animals. Where the owner of the animal was not prepared to claim it
or a new home could not be found, the only remaining alternative is to put the dog down. Of the 408
dogs impounded, 77 were required to be put down by our Rangers.

A lethal injection is our preferred method of putting down an animal, however the present facilities at
the dog pound area would need to be modified (by the provision of suitable euthanasia facilities —
suitably sized enclosed area with wash facilities, tables, fittings, etc.) to best take advantage of this
service. As a consequence, all 77 of the above animals put down, were done so using a firearm. The
City’s new dog pound facility, which will form part of the Council’s new Carlisle Depot, will incorporate
such facilities. A firearm would then only be used where it is considered that the animal is too
dangerous or viscous to handle and that harm will come to either the veterinary surgeon or the
attending Ranger(s) if they endeavour to handle the animal to administer the lethal injection.
Attending Rangers are under no obligation to handle a firearm in order to destroy an animal and if
desired, a veterinary surgeon would always be made available for this unfortunate task.”

NOTE: It needs to be highlighted that in a response to a question from Mrs Powell
at the 26 June 2000 Ordinary Council meeting (vis. Does Council dispose of
dogs impounded and not claimed, by shooting them?) the Mayor answered
following advice from officers “that where possible dogs not claimed are put
down via lethal injection administered by one of the local vets. If however,
the dog is particularly violent and the vet is not able to utilise injection, the
Rangers may be forced to shoot the animal.”
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OCM 14/08/00 Public Question Time

Item 5.1.1 continued

In researching Mrs Powell’s questions of 24 July 2000, and as is highlighted
in the abovementioned letter, it has been ascertained that dogs were not
being put down by lethal injection at the time the question was put.
Unfortunately, there was a misunderstanding in regard to the preferred
method of putting down unwanted animals. A meeting between the
Rangers Section and the Acting Chief Executive Officer on 9" August to
discuss this issue has resulted in research being presently undertaken with
the view to having a local Veterinary Surgeon put down and dispose of
unwanted dogs impounded by Council. It is anticipated that this service will
be able to be commenced shortly and will be carried out at the Veterinary
Surgeon’s practice, as our own pound does not have adequate facilities to
cater for this method of disposal.

Apologies are extended to Mrs Powell for providing what is now known to
be incorrect information.

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

5.2.1 Mr Michael Ryan - 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

1. Are all Belmont City Councillors aware than an Appeal has been lodged in the
Supreme Court of Western Australia regarding the following matter “an appeal
from the Office of the Freedom of Information Act 1992 (WA) in the matter of
Decision No. 422000 of the Information Commissioner between the City of
Belmont as Appellant and myself as Respondent”? Decision No. 422000 grants
me access to valuations held by the Council relating to the proposed Hardey
Park - Lot 712 land exchange without certain figures?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that a memorandum was forwarded to all
Councillors on 11 August 2000 advising them of this appeal.

2. Has this Court action been properly authorised by the Councillors and, if so,
when was this authorisation given? If not authorised by Councillors, was the
authorising Council Officer acting under property delegated authority?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that the appeal was initiated by himself
under delegated authority.

3. Do any or all Councillors agree that this action is an appropriate use of the City of
Belmont funds?

The Mayor advised that he believed that the majority of Councillors supported this
action and the land exchange.
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OCM 14/08/00 Public Question Time

Item 5.2.1 continued

4. Are any or all Councillors aware that my request for all information contained in
the Council Minutes and any related attachments which are a matter of public
record relating to the proposed Hardey Park - Lot 712 exchange was not
forthcoming in full as | was assured, in spite of a three week delay and in spite of,
as | was informed, the appointment of an extra staff member to deal with this
matter?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that the request was for specific minutes
(ie, relating to the Hardey Park/Lot 712 land exchange) from approximately 1990 and
was undertaken at considerable effort of the officers concerned. Every effort was
made to provide all of the details that came within the ambit of the request, however
if Mr Ryan desires, it can be arranged for the public copies of Council's minutes from
1990 to date to be made available for Mr Ryan's inspection.

5. Does this concern any or all of the Councillors?

The Mayor advised that he hoped that all Councillors are concerned regarding the
slow progress being made with the land exchange but that Council had a high level
of trust in its officers to professionally progress this matter.

53 QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR

5.3.1 Mr Bob Pearce - Managing Director, Major Motors Pty Ltd - 225 Great
Eastern Highway, Belmont

The following questions relate to Item 8.6.6 of the Planning and Development
Committee Minutes dated 8 August 2000.

1. Is the Council aware that Major Motors Pty Ltd has been using the lots in
question for the purposes of truck storage since 1971 when the business first
commenced and that Major Motors believe approval was originally granted for
that use at that time, although neither Council or Major Holdings have been able
to locate that approval due to the passage of time?

The Mayor advised that this matter is to be deliberated on by Council later in the
meeting.

The Director - Development advised in the negative. Council was aware that Lots 38
& 39 have been used as Truck Storage, however Lots 35, 36 and 37 have been
undeveloped and not put to any use.
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OCM 14/08/00 Public Question Time

Item 5.3.1 continued

2. Is the Council aware that a separate approval for Lot 28 Daly Street granted in
1996 for an auction house involved a reciprocal parking approval for Gregsons
Auctions to use the adjoining lots 35 Barker Street and 36 to 40 Daly Street on
which the existing truck storage usage was acknowledge by Council in a letter
from J Egan, Planning Officer, dated the 4 October 1996.

The Director - Development advised that Council has been made aware of this.

3. Is the Council aware that Major Holdings Pty Ltd on behalf of Major Motors Pty
Ltd are willing to accept Council's sealing, fencing and landscaping
requirements with respect to an approval for the upgrading of Lot 35 Barker
Street and Lots 36 to 40 Daly Street (inclusive)?

The Director - Development advised that Council is aware of this.

5.3.2 Mr Andrew Timmermanis - 48 Acton Avenue, Rivervale

Mr Timmermanis enquired what Council intends to do in respect to the single room
units proposed to be built by Homeswest at the property on the corner of Stanton
Avenue and Surrey Road.

Councillor Swann, Presiding Member of the Planning and Development Committee
advised that there has been vigorous debate between Council and Homeswest on
the level of Homeswest ownership in the City and the development of single unit
dwellings. The Planning and Development Committee have visited the site and
questioned Homeswest on the use of single room units, however there is limited
scope for action by Council with the likelihood of an appeal to the Minister for
Planning.

Councillor Swann assured Mr Timmermanis that the Committee would continue to be
guided by the community in the matter.

5.3.3 Mr Ken Shepherd - 81 Tibradden Circle, Ascot

Mr Shepherd requested that Council ask the Planning Commission what its intention
is for Lot 402 Tibradden Circle as it is his understanding that the lot has been sold, or
is to be sold to Homeswest.

The Director - Development advised that he is unaware of this sale, however noted
that a sale of Main Roads Western Australia land at the corner of Hay and Fauntleroy
Street to the Ministry of Planning proceeded despite a protest by Council that it be
sold on the open market. The land is zoned R20 and Council would not expect an
application for unit development.
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OCM 14/08/00 Public Question Time

Item 5.3.3 continued

Councillor Bass noted that she had spoken to the Ministry of Housing representative
who had assured her that the recent acquisition from Main Roads Western Australia
will be subdivided for home sites of which two or three will be used for Homeswest
tenants and the rest sold for private homes.

The Mayor advised that Council officers will investigate the Western Australian
Planning Commission's position in respect to Lot 402 with the view of writing to the
Ministry of Housing and meeting with both Planning Commission and Ministry
representatives.

5.3.4 Mrs Christel Ferrari - 22 Tibradden Circle, Ascot

1. Why did Belmont Council allow the developers of Nulsen Haven to raise the
height of the land without initially notifying existing adjoining property owners,
knowing that this would cause loss of amenity and aesthetic value to their
properties?

2. Was one of the reasons for allowing the height of the land to be increased,
the fact that the land was purportably on the 100 year flood plan and thus a
condition of council that the land be raised?

3. If (2) above was true, why were residences built in the Tibradden Estate
allowed to be built on present levels, a large majority of which are on the 100
year flood plan.

4. Was one the reasons for the raised height of the development, to give the
visual effect of the Nulsen Haven building being lower in height, and if so,
why was this decision considered above the interests of existing adjoining
property owners?

5.  When approval was granted to the developers to raise the land, did Council
take into consideration:-

(a) The ensuing drainage problems that would occur between the raised
development and adjoining property owners on the lower side?

(b) That an overlook problem would occur?
(c) That:-

(i) All rear fencing of existing property owners in Tibradden Circle
would need to be removed and reinstated on top of a retaining wall
which may or may not be aesthetically satisfactory to the adjoining
owners on the lower side of the wall;

(i) That (i) above, potentially introduces inherent drainage and
structural failure problems to the properties on the lower side of the
wall which to this point have still not been addressed satisfactorily;
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OCM 14/08/00 Public Question Time

Item 5.3.4 continued

(iii) That, alternatively, a separate fence and retaining wall on the
developers land would be built against existing fences and overlook
them by at least 600mm in height, forcing adjoining landowners to
look at two fences instead of one and in some instances to look at
two fences of opposing materials;

(iv) That if (iij) above is carried out, potential health and drainage
hazards arise with the debris and vermin that will collect between
the two fences, and will cause rotting and rusting of existing fences,
claims against owners and considerable expense to owners, a
solution to which at this point has not been addressed;

(v) That as a result of the height of the fences, morning sun will be
blocked out.

(d) That, all of the above, will devalue the properties of the adjoining
owners.

6. As a result of the devaluation of the properties, will Council recommend to
the Valuer General, a reduction in rates for all properties affected as
compensation?

/. When approving the development, did the Council take into consideration the
unsafe angle at which the extension of Hay Road points towards the house
on the opposite corner of the intersection with Tibradden Circle?

The Mayor advised that these questions have been listed in the Council meeting
agenda as a petition and will be taken on notice with the view of referring them to the
next Works and Technical Services Committee.

5.3.5 Mr Michael Robson, Secretary, City of Belmont Ratepayers and
Residents Association - 24 Homewood Street, Cloverdale

1. Mayoral Allowance Expenditure:- Item 380 (Mayoral-Allowance) of the financial
report has had a full year expenditure of $34,300. This expenditure is in excess
of the budget amount. Can Council disclosure to myself the nature of all items
of expenditure which make up the Mayoral - Allowance, their respective
expenditures and the reason for the item being over expended?

2.  Fleet & Plant General (fuel) Expenditure:- Item 224 (Fuel) of the financial report
has had a full year expenditure of $10,136 which is nearly double the budgeted
figure. Can Council disclose to myself the reason(s) for the over-expenditure?

3. IT - Communications Expenses:- Item 324 (IT - Communications) of the
financial report has had a full year of expenditure of approximately $89,000
between the divisions of general, contracts and capital expenditure of the
Computing section. Can Council disclosure to myself the reason(s) for the over
expenditure?

8
CONFIRMATION DATE: 28 August 2000

Document Set ID: 241062
Version: 1, Version Date: 19/02/2001



OCM 14/08/00 Public Question Time

Item 5.3.5 continued

4. Belmont Security Patrol Expenditure:- What was the total expenditure for the
operation and associated costs for the Belmont Security Patrol?

5.  Mobile Library Funding Allocation:- The Mobile Library is a long standing
service which has been poorly advertised in recent years and has suffered
through this inaction. With respect to the funding crisis which now befalls the
service, will council now do the following:

(i) close the Councillors' bar, which services less than twenty people and
reallocate the funds to the Mobile Library?; and
(ii) advertise the service for the benefit of all ratepayers and residents,

particularly the more senior persons of our community?

The Mayor advised that he would take these questions on notice.

***8.07pm The Mayor declared Public Question Time closed as the 30 minutes
allowed for Public Question Time had elapsed.
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OCM 14/08/00 Confirmation of Minutes
6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES
6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD 24 JuLy 2000

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Ordinary
Council Meeting held on 24 July 2000, as printed and circulated to all Councillors,
be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

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

Nil.
8. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

110836
8.1 PETITION - NULSEN HAVEN SUBDIVISION

Report by Acting Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise Council of a petition received regarding the Nulsen Haven subdivision

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

BACKGROUND

A petition has been received by a number of residents, relating to the Nulsen Haven
subdivision. The petition reads as follows:-

“We the undersigned present this petition to Belmont City Council as follows:-

The petition is to protest against the developer of the Nulsen Haven subdivision being
allowed to develop his land in such a way as to cause adjoining property owners a loss
of amenity and aesthetic value to their properties.

1. Why did Belmont Council allow the developers of Nulsen Haven to raise the height
of the land without initially notifying existing adjoining property owners, knowing
that this would cause loss of amenity and aesthetic value to their properties?

2. Was one of the reasons for allowing the height of the land to be increased, the fact
that the land was purportably on the 100 year flood plan and thus a condition of
council that the land be raised?
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OCM 14/08/00 Confirmation of Minutes

Item 8.1 continued

3. If(2) above was true, why were residences built in the Tibradden Estate allowed to
be built on present levels, a large majority of which are on the 100 year flood plan.

4. Was one the reasons for the raised height of the development, to give the visual
effect of the Nulsen Haven building being lower in height, and if so, why was this
decision considered above the interests of existing adjoining property owners?

5. When approval was granted to the developers to raise the land, did Council take
into consideration:-

(a) The ensuing drainage problems that would occur between the raised
development and adjoining property owners on the lower side?

(b) That an overlook problem would occur?
(c) That:-

(i) All rear fencing of existing property owners in Tibradden Circle would
need to be removed and reinstated on top of a retaining wall which
may or may not be aesthetically satisfactory to the adjoining owners
on the lower side of the wall;

(i) That (i) above, potentially introduces inherent drainage and structural
failure problems to the properties on the lower side of the wall which
to this point have still not been addressed satisfactorily;

(iii)  That, alternatively, a separate fence and retaining wall on the
developers land would be built against existing fences and overlook
them by at least 600mm in height, forcing adjoining landowners to
look at two fences instead of one and in some instances to look at
two fences of opposing materials;

(iv)  That if (iii) above is carried out, potential health and drainage hazards
arise with the debris and vermin that will collect between the two
fences, and will cause rotting and rusting of existing fences, claims
against owners and considerable expense to owners, a solution to
which at this point has not been addressed;

(v) That as a result of the height of the fences, morning sun will be
blocked out.

(d) That, all of the above, will devalue the properties of the adjoining owners.

6. As a result of the devaluation of the properties, will Council recommend to the Valuer
General, a reduction in rates for all properties affected as compensation?

7. When approving the development, did the Council take into consideration the unsafe
angle at which the extension of Hay Road points towards the house on the opposite
corner of the intersection with Tibradden Circle?

WE THE UNDERSIGNED PETITION the Council to support the ratepayers of
Tibradden Circle adjoining Nulsen Haven subdivision in obtaining a limestone block
retaining wall with their existing fences reinstated on top of the retaining wall. Also that
the Council take an interest in inspecting the limestone wall on the Tibradden Circle
side for a period of one year at three monthly intervals to ensure that there is no
seepage, drainage problems or structural damage over this period of time.”

The petition was signed by 42 residents.
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OCM 14/08/00 Confirmation of Minutes

Item 8.1 continued

COMMENT

Nil.

SYMONDS MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, that the matter be referred the Works

and Technical Services Committee for its consideration.

Nil.

10.

Nil.

11.

1.1

Nil.

Document Set ID: 241062

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

CORRESPONDENCE

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
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11.2  GENERAL
11.2.1 Letter of Thanks - Olympic Torch Relay

Report by Acting Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise Council of a letter of thanks received by the Mayor from Mr Peter Coyle,
Olympic Torch Bearer No. 11.

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

BACKGROUND

A letter of thanks received by the Mayor from Mr Peter Coyle, Olympic Torch Bearer
No. 11, and reads as follows:-

“I would like to express my thanks to you and Belmont City Council for your
support of the 2000 Olympic Torch Relay.

It was a pleasure to be able to attend three school assemblies and talk about
being selected as a torch bearer. Not only did it give me a buzz, but | was also
able to catch up with some old friends, Colin Hollier, school friend from 1958 at
Cloverdale and Roger Smith, colleague from 1974 at Kewdale.

The Thursday Night Reception for the Torch Runners was another excellent
event put on by Council. Those in attendance were fascinated by the talks from
the past Olympic medallists John Winter and Eric Pearce and being able to
mingle with them and the other torch bearers over drinks later. The pre-run
function helped the runners through the city by meeting those adjacent in the
relay, ensuring the run continued the success that it had built during the previous
31 days.

My family was especially pleased to see me receive the presentation from the
City of Opportunity. It was lovely that my daughter Shannon was there as she
had instigated my nomination. | was delighted to receive the special torch bearer
City windcheater and Olympic pin.

Lastly on Sunday | was excited to be interviewed by Todd Johnston at Hardey
Park continuing my day of celebrity status. We had over thirty friends and family
at home after the relay to carry on with the photo sessions to finish off a
sensational day. Many of my family could not believe the interest that had been
generated by the relay and the number of people who wanted photographs taken
and flags autographed.

Thanks again to the Belmont City Council and to Lorraine Francis and Stuart
Cole in particular for their enthusiasm and support for the Torch Bearers’
functions.”
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OCM 14/08/00 Correspondence

Item 11.2.1 continued

COMMENT

Nil.

BLAIR MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the letter of appreciation
received from Mr Peter Coyle, an Olympic Torch Bearer, be received and noted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

11.3 LATE CORRESPONDENCE OF AN URGENT NATURE

Nil.

12. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

121 ADMINISTRATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING HELD
8 AuGusT 2000

Receipt of Minutes

DONEY MOVED, SWANN SECONDED, that the minutes of the Administration
and Community Services Committee meeting held on 8 August 2000, as printed
and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

GODFREY MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, that recommendation items 7.0, 8.1.1-
8.1.3, 8.2.1-8.2.3, 8.3.1-8.3.2, 8.4.1-8.4.4, 8.5.1 and 9.1-9.2 of the Administration
and Community Services Committee meeting held on 8 August 2000, be
adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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12.2 PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING HELD 8 AuGgusT 2000

Receipt of Minutes

SWANN_MOVED, BASS SECONDED, that the minutes of the Planning and
Development Committee meeting held on 8 August 2000, as printed and
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.6.5 was withdrawn by Councillor Godfrey.
Item 8.6.6 was withdrawn by Councillor Richardson.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

COOPS MOVED, SWANN SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1, 7.0,
8.1.1-8.1.2, 8.2.1-8.2.3, 8.3.1, 8.4.1-8.4.2, 8.6.1-8.6.4 and 8.7.1-8.7.10 of the
Planning and Development Committee meeting held on 8 August 2000, be
adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of items 8.6.5 and 8.6.6).

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

12.2.1 Withdrawn Item 8.6.5 - Lot 397 (46) and Lot 396 (48) Morrison Street,
Redcliffe - Proposed Amalgamation

GODFREY MOVED, SYMONDS SECONDED, that the recommendation not be
adopted and that:-

1. The Western Australian Planning Commission be advised that the
Amalgamation at Lot 397 (46) and Lot 396 (48) Morrison Street, Redcliffe is
supported subject to the demolition of the existing houses.

2. Council does not support any further development of one bedroom units
and suggest the Ministry of Housing build two bedroom units on this
amalgamated Iot.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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12.2.2 Withdrawn Item 8.6.6 - Lot 35 (71) Barker Street & Lots 36-39 Daly
Street, Belmont - Proposed Truck Storage and Car Parking Area

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that the recommendation not be
adopted and that:-

1. The application for the Truck Storage and Car Parking Area on Lots 35, 36,
37, 38 and 39 Daly Street be approved.

2. The services of Council's Manager - Business Development be offered to
assist Major Holdings to examine future development opportunities for their
properties on Daly Street and opportunities to relocate the Truck Storage
use to a more appropriate location.

During debate on the above motion, Councillor Swann foreshadowed a motion if the
above item is lost, namely, that the recommendation be adopted without amendment
or modification.

LOST3 VOTES TO 8

For: Godfrey, Richardson, Bass
Against: Swann, Blair, Passeri, Doney, Godsell, Symonds, Coops, Marks

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

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 3

For: Swann, Blair, Passeri, Doney, Godsell, Symonds, Coops, Marks
Against: Godfrey, Richardson, Bass
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OCM 14/08/00

Reports of Officers

13. REPORTS OF OFFICERS

13.1 INFORMATION ONLY ITEMS

Report by Acting 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 Ol/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

24/07/00 Ascot Waters Charitable Trust

27/07/00 Avon Descent - Media Breakfast and Community Day

28/07/00 Subdivision Works - Fill and Retaining Walls for Nulsen Haven
Subdivision

28/07/00 Safer WA

28/07/00 Photographs from the Olympic Torch Relay Day

28/07/00 Policy Manual and Register of Delegations

04/08/00 Avon Descent Community Day

04/08/00 Family Fun Day - BelImont Oasis Leisure Centre

04/08/00 Facsimile Machines - Maintenance

04/08/00 Presentation by Westralia Airports Corporation at 5.45pm (ltem
8.7.2) - 8 August 2000 Planning and Development Committee
Agenda

11/08/00 Dog Exercise Areas

11/08/00 City of Belmont Community Satisfaction Study 2000 (ServQual)

11/08/00 Prostitution Limitation Bill

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 28 July 2000:

13.1.1 WAMA Week Issue 28.00 - 21 July 2000

Document Set ID: 241062
Version: 1, Version Date: 19/02/2001
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OCM 14/08/00 Reports of Officers

Item 13.1 continued

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 04/08/00:

13.1.2 WAMA Week Issue 29.00 - 28 July 2000
13.1.3 WAMA Vacancy - WAMA Member - State Tourism Council

1314 WAMA Vacancy - 4 WAMA Members - WA Tourism Commission
Visitor Servicing Reference Group

13.1.5 WAMA Vacancy - WAMA Member - 2001 International Year of
Volunteers Committee

13.1.6 WAMA Vacancy - WAMA Member - Forest Health Advisory
Committee

13.1.7 WAMA Vacancy Nomination Forms

13.1.8 Community Anti Nuclear Network of WA - Nuclear Issues
Information Session - Tuesday 8 August 2000, 4.30pm to 6.30pm.

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 11 August 2000:
13.1.9 WAMA Week Issue 30.00 - 4 August 2000

13.1.10 Hardey Park - Parliamentary consideration of land exchange and
FOI application

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the information provided to all Councillors and listed in this “Information Only
Items” report be noted and received.

GODFREY MOVED, BASS SECONDED, that the information provided to
Councillors and listed in this "Information Only Item" Report as Items 13.1.1 to
13.1.9 (ie, with the exception of Item 13.1.10) be noted and received.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

GODFREY MOVED, BASS SECONDED, that Council adopt a policy that all future
requests for legal advice need to be approved by full Council or by the Executive
Committee.

LOST3 VOTES TO 8

For: Godsell, Bass, Godfrey
Against: Passeri, Swann, Blair, Doney, Coops, Richardson, Marks, Symonds
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Item 13.1 continued

SYMONDS MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the information provided to
all Councillors and listed in the "Information Only Items" report as Iltem 13.1.10
be noted and received.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 2

For: Passeri, Swann, Blair, Doney, Coops, Richardson, Marks, Symonds, Godfrey
Against: Godsell, Bass
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13.2 NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL LAW ASSOCIATION NATIONAL CONFERENCE - 6 TO 8
SEPTEMBER 2000

Report by Planning and Development Division.

APPLICATION

Council to consider attendance at the above conference.

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

Community Strategy # C6/1 - “To undertake measures to protect and promote the protection of the
environment which directly affects the City of Belmont”

BACKGROUND

The Association’s National Conference is to be held at Notre Dame University in
Fremantle from 6 to 8 September 2000.

The conference program offers an exciting mix of some of Australia’s and the world’s
foremost experts in environmental law and offers those attending a rare opportunity
to hear from those who are at the forefront of guiding environmental law regulation in
the future.

Speakers include:

e Professor David Bellamy

e Lord Slynn, House of Lords

e Emeritus Professor C G Weeramantry, former Vice President International Court
of Justice

e Justice Wilcox, Federal Court of Australia

e Dr Ludwig Kraemer, Environment Directorate, European Commission

And there are many more.

There will also be an Environment and Planning Site Tour option, on the afternoon of
the first day led by the Officers of the Ministry for Planning.

COMMENT

Council now has an Environment Working Group and environmental issues are very
much to the forefront. It would therefore be beneficial for the Presiding Member and
the Manager Planning-Services to attend.

The cost for two delegates to attend the conference is $1,210.00. Council has made
adequate provision in its 2000/2001 budget to cover these costs.
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Item 13.2 continued

DONEY MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, that the Presiding Member of the
Environment Working Group, or his proxy, and the Manager-Planning Services
attend the National Environmental Law Association National Conference
scheduled for 6 to 8 September 2000.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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14. REPORTS OF DELEGATES

14.1 COUNCILLOR RICHARDSON - AVON DESCENT START - NORTHAM

Councillor Richardson advised that he accompanied the Director - Finance to view
the start of this year's Avon Descent in Northam, and then travelled along the route
before returning for the City's Garvey Park Community Function. He advised that it
was a very valuable insight into the management of the Avon Descent, and resulted
in information that will assist the City in developing Council's involvement in the
future.

COOPS MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that Councillor Richardson's report on the
Avon Descent be received and noted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

14.2 COUNCILLOR GODFREY - SWAN AVON CATCHMENT WORKING GROUP MEETING

Councillor Godfrey reported on the Swan Avon Catchment Working Group Meeting
as follows:-

"On Wednesday 9 August on behalf of the Mayor, | attended the Swan Avon
Catchment Working Group meeting. The meeting was addressed by the Hon. Hendy
Cowan, Deputy Premier and Dr Judy Edwards, Opposition Spokesperson for the
Environment.

Mr Brian Wall, Council's Manager Parks and Gardens represented the Chief
Executive Officer. The evening was an excellent chance for Brian and myself to
network and obtain information in relating to available funding for environmental
works through the Salinity Council. | thank the Mayor for allowing me to represent
Council on an issue | am very interested in."

MARKS MOVED, SYMONDS SECONDED, that Councillor Godfrey's report on the
Swan Avon Catchment Working Group Meeting be received and noted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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14.3 COUNCILLOR MARKS - BELMONT BULLETIN

Councillor Marks highlighted the recent publication of the Belmont Bulletin noting the
very professional and informative format improvements and specifically
congratulating the Director - Finance, the Marketing and Promotions Coordinator and
the marketing team for their efforts.

MARKS MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, that Councillor Marks' report on the
Belmont Bulletin be received and noted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

14.4 COUNCILLOR PASSERI - LocAL GOVERNMENT WEEK CONFERENCE & AVON
DESCENT COMMUNITY DAY

The Mayor advised that Councillors Blair, Richardson, Coops, Godsell, Godfrey,
Murfin and Marks accompanied him at a very successful Local Government Week
Conference.

Councillor Godsell noted that he attended a Local Government Week Conference
Workshop Session on the new Prostitution Legislation, which he found very
informative.

The Mayor also thanked Councillors Marks and Bass for their assistance at the
Garvey Park Avon Descent Function.

SYMONDS MOVED, SWANN SECONDED, that Councillor Passeri's report on
Local Government Week Conference and the Avon Descent Community Day be
received and noted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

14.5 AcTING CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER - LOCAL GOVERNMENT WEEK CONFERENCE
WORKSHOP - CITY OF BELMONT YOUTH SERVICES

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that one of the Local Government Week
Conference sessions was hosted by the City of Belmont at the Belmont Oasis
Leisure Centre. The session highlighted the Youth Services at Belmont and the
Skate Park facility.

BLAIR MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, that the Acting Chief Executive Officer's
report on the Local Government Week Conference Workshop, City of Belmont
Youth Services, 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

There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor declared the meeting closed at
8.50pm.
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