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MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD IN THE CITY OF BELMONT 
CIVIC CENTRE, 215 WRIGHT STREET, CLOVERDALE, ON MONDAY, 16 DECEMBER 
2002, COMMENCING AT 7.35PM

PRESENT

Cr P R Passeri, JP West Ward
Cr M H Blair 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 N Deague Director – Development
Mr S Cole Director – Corporate Services

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

There were 23 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

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 is in Item 11.1 (Item 8.4.6 of the Works and Technical Services 
Committee meeting minutes dated 2 December 2002).  The nature of the interest being a 
relative of his attends St Maria Goretti Primary School.

Councillor Teasdale declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.3 (Item 8.6.1 of 
the Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 9 December 2002).  
The nature of the interest being that Cr Teasdale is a shareholder in Alesco.

The Director – Corporate Services, Mr Stuart Cole, declared a financial interest.  The 
interest is in Item 11.4 (Item 9.2.3 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting 
minutes dated 10 December 2002).  The nature of the interest being that Mr Cole is a 
member of the Local Government Self Insurance Board and the position is paid an 
honorarium.

Councillor Passeri declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.4 (Item 9.7.3 of 
the Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 10 December 2002).  The 
nature of the interest being that Cr Passeri has shares and superannuation in AMP.

Councillor Teasdale declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.2 (Item 8.5.2 of 
the Community and Executive Services Committee meeting minutes dated 3 December 
2002).  The nature of the interest being that Cr Teasdale is a Director of Leisure Australia.

Councillor Dornford declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.3 (Item 8.6.2 of 
the Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 9 December 2002).  
The nature of the interest being that Cr Dornford is the owner of the property located next 
door.

Councillor Dornford declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.4 (Item 9.7.3 of 
the Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 10 December 2002).  The 
nature of the interest being that Cr Dornford has shares in AMP.

Councillor Dornford declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.4 (Item 9.8.4 of 
the Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 10 December 2002).  The 
nature of the interest being that Cr Dornford is the lessee of the Belmont Child Care 
Centre.

Councillor Powell declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.3 (Item 8.3.1 of 
the Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 9 December 2002).  
The nature of the interest being that Cr Powell owns property at the corner of Knutsford 
Avenue and Wright Street.
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4. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

Nil.

***7.37pm 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 Mrs Pat Morgan, 3 Jennifer Way, Rossmoyne

Mrs Morgan asked the following questions at the Ordinary Council meeting held on 
Monday 25th November 2002, in relation to agenda item 5.1.1, which were taken on notice.  
Correspondence was forwarded to Mrs Morgan on 13th December 2002, details below.

1. In response to her question (at part 1), she was advised that some $500,000 has 
been expended on The Springs from 1995, her question was in relation to monies 
spent by Council since 1992.  Could Council please advise how much Council has 
spent on The Springs (Area A2) from 1992 to 1995?

In answering the original question, an assumption was made that the question 
referred to expenditure on the Springs Redevelopment Project and not general 
expenditure in the Springs precinct.  Whilst there may have been some Council 
generated activity prior to 1995, the first recorded expenditures on the Springs 
Project by external consultants were in 1995.  As was also explained in the original 
answer, internal costs for the Planning Department are not recorded on a project by 
project basis.

2. In response to her question (at part 5) she referred to the Annual Financial Report 
for 2001-2002.  Mrs Morgan notes that a sum of $120,235 (sic) is included as 
“Accrued Income” in the non-current receivables.  How much of this asset is 
attributable to Council’s equity in The Springs, in other words, how much of the 
$120,325 accounted for as accrued income is attributable from Springs 
landowners?

The accrual is income due but not received by the City and the full amount of 
$120,325 is recoverable from The Springs project. 

3. If the answer to the above question is zero, how is Council able to substantiate any 
claim on Springs landowners and if substantiated, how is Council to account for any 
windfall income from Springs landowners which has been expended then “clawed-
back” planned under TPS 14 clause 10.8.3?

As the answer to question (2) is not zero, no response to this question is required.
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Item 5.1 – Continued…

5.1.2 Mr Bill Foy, 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

Mr Foy asked the following questions at the Ordinary Council meeting held on Monday 25th

November 2002, in relation to agenda item 5.1.2, which were taken on notice.  
Correspondence was forwarded to Mr Foy on 3rd December and 13th December 2002, 
details below.

1. In response to his question (at part 1) the Escort Agency opposite The Springs was 
approved by Council in June 2001, with amendment 18 to TPS 14 having been 
passed in May 2002, the closing of the Escort Agency and recent opening would 
have voided any prior approval, that is the re-opening this year would be contrary to 
TPS 14.  Will Council please investigate this apparent breach of the Town Planning 
Scheme?

Council on the 6 June 2001 approved the use of the building at Lot 1
(33-35) Great Eastern Highway as an administration office for an escort agency.  
This approval runs with the land in perpetuity unless there is an approved change of 
use.

Amendment No. 18 was forwarded to the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure in October 2001 seeking permission to advertise the amendment.  
There has been no decision by the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure on this 
matter.  The amendment has no legal status unless it has received final approval 
from the Minister.

2. Mr Foy’s question (at part 2) asked about crime in The Springs area, will Council 
please have its Security Patrols visit the area and then speak with the residents?

The Security Patrol direct number is 1300 655 011 and every Belmont resident is 
urged to call them direct in regard to any specific anti-social activities they become 
aware of.  Council is confident that the Neighbourhood Watch Suburb Manager for 
The Springs area would be pleased to call a meeting to discuss neighbourhood 
watch initiatives and other security issues.  A security patrol representative would 
be available for such a meeting.
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Item 5.1 – Continued…

5.1.3 Mr Ross O’Neil, 3 Clyde Street, South Perth

(as advised by Mr Peter Stewart)

Mr O’Neil asked the following questions at the Ordinary Council meeting held on Monday 
25th November 2002, in relation to agenda item 5.1.4, which were taken on notice.  
Correspondence was forwarded to Mr O’Neil on 3rd December and 13th December 2002, 
details below.

1. How many resumptive schemes has this Council initiated?

None have been adopted as far as we are aware.  There are of course, many 
redevelopment schemes throughout the Perth metropolitan area with presumptive 
provisions.

2. Does Council expect that owners will give up their homes and land to Council 
simply because of Council resolutions based on someone’s idea of better planning?

Resumptive powers contained within a town planning scheme must be approved by 
the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and there is a thorough process to 
ensure that the development plan is soundly based.

3. If the current Departmental Inquiry makes an adverse finding in relation to The 
Springs issues, will the City please reconsider its attitude toward landowners and 
enter meaningful discussions and negotiations with the aggrieved landowners?

“Council has entered into discussion and negotiation in good faith with landowners 
throughout the history of The Springs.  Until the findings of the Inquiry are released, 
the City will not enter into conjecture as to what direction the Scheme may take”
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Item 5.1 – Continued…

5.1.4 Rob Greenwood (‘I Care’ Redcliffe Residents’ Group and 
Belmont Residents/Ratepayers Action Group Inc) 
- 151 Coolgardie Avenue Redcliffe

Mr Greenwood asked the following questions at the Ordinary Council meeting held on 
Monday 25th November 2002, which were taken on notice.  Correspondence was 
forwarded to Mr Greenwood on 4 December 2002, details below.

1. How is the 400% increase in aircraft movements projected in the Draft WA Planning 
Commission (WAPC), ‘Land Use Planning in the Vicinity of Perth Airport’ going to 
benefit, or, adversely affect the Residents of Redcliffe, Belmont, Rivervale, Cloverdale 
and Kewdale?

It should be appreciated that the 400% increase referred to is based on the maximum 
capacity of the Airport being reached (350 000 movements) and this may not occur for 
upwards of 45 years.  The draft policy is intended to ensure that over that time existing 
and new residents are aware of likely impacts and any new development and 
construction can have regard for potential impacts.

It should also be noted that in some areas the new ANEFs show a reduction from 
those of the 1991 draft Policy.

2. How will Council assist the Residents of Redcliffe, Belmont, Rivervale, Cloverdale and 
Kewdale to counteract the projected fourfold increase in today’s noise, fumes, sleep 
disruption, loss of amenity, fear of aircraft crashes into residences, etc as flights into 
and out of Perth Airport increase from an average 250 flights per day in 2002, to 1000 
per day by 2047?

The City is assisting residents by making them aware of the issues relevant to the 
airport and to whom they should direct any concerns they may have. Prospective 
residents can make an informed choice as to whether they wish to live in the City of 
Belmont.  Many Belmont residents are not currently affected by aircraft noise and even 
a doubling of daily flights that may occur over many years is unlikely to bring 
significant adverse environmental effects.  It should be noted that the policy is based 
on a long term (ultimate capacity) forecast and the ANEF’s shown do not reflect the 
current levels of aircraft traffic.

3. The increased danger of aircraft accident due to Perth Airport’s proximity to the Darling 
Scarp and associated Wind Shear is well documented, and, one of the important 
reasons for the promised relocation of Perth Airport by 2015. What has Council done to 
achieve that promised relocation away from Redcliffe, Belmont, Rivervale, Cloverdale 
and Kewdale?
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Item 5.1.4 – Continued…

Mr Greenwood asked a similar question (at Item 5.3.3 (3) of the OCM dated 
14 October 2002), namely -

“The increased danger of aircraft accident due to Perth Airport’s proximity to the Darling 
Scarp and associated Wind Shear is well documented and one of the important reasons for 
the promised relocation of Perth Airport by 2015.  What has Council done to achieve that 
promised relocation?”

The answer given to that question was:-

“Councillor Blair replied that no relocation is proposed for Perth Airport.  However, under 
the Westralia Airports Vision 2018 Plan, consolidation of the domestic and international 
airport terminals at the international terminal is anticipated.  It is understood that current 
lease arrangements between certain airlines and the Airport operators are delaying an 
earlier consolidation date.  Council both directly and indirectly through the PAMG has been 
encouraging those airlines to consider relocating to the international terminal at an earlier 
date”.

The details outlined above appear to adequately respond to the question.

4. The events of September 11 are a graphic reminder of how lethal Commercial 
Passenger Aircraft can be when crashed in densely populated areas. Will it take a 
major aircraft accident in metropolitan Perth for Federal, State and Local Government 
to give the relocation of Perth Airport away from Redcliffe, Belmont, Rivervale, 
Cloverdale and Kewdale the high priority it deserves?

This is a hypothetical and rhetorical question.

5. Is Council aware that in the Draft ‘Statement of Planning Policy for Land Use Planning 
in the Vicinity of Perth Airport’, the WAPC is placing the cost burden of building and 
window design, sound insulation, air conditioning, etc, onto the owners of houses and 
buildings in Redcliffe, Belmont, Rivervale, Cloverdale and Kewdale, that are situated 
within the Australian Noise Exposure Forecast (ANEF) contours of 20 or higher?

The costs for the various building improvement issues raised will only be borne by 
residents in areas above the 25ANEF when there are extensions of more than 25% in 
habitable floorspace. New homes within the 25 upwards ANEF will need to comply with 
the noise attenuation requirements.  It should however be noted that the majority of lots 
within the City are presently developed.  Where noise attenuation is however required, 
Council is seeking the further development of ‘deemed to comply standards’ in order to 
clarify as to what constitutes acceptable measures and to limit potential costs to 
landowners.  
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Item 5.1.4 – Continued…

6. Are Councillors aware that residents of Redcliffe, Belmont, Rivervale, Cloverdale and 
Kewdale within the ANEF 20 noise/nuisance level contour will be exposed to noise 
levels estimated at ~100 events per day and/or 25 events per night at 75 dba 
(decibels)? 

The Councillors and Officers are not aware of this claim and therefore we would 
appreciate the source of information so that research can be undertaken. To the best 
of our knowledge however, such a claim is incorrect.

7. Is it fair and reasonable for house/building owners in Redcliffe, Belmont, Rivervale, 
Cloverdale and Kewdale within the ANEF footprint, (which extends from West Swan to 
Cannington, from Midland to Kenwick, and from Hovea to Rivervale and includes all 
suburbs in between), to pick up those additional costs generated solely by the 
expansion of operations at Perth Airport, while at the same time Residents suffer loss 
of amenity, and loss of property value through proposed zoning restrictions solely 
brought about by the operations of Perth Airport?

This is a rhetorical and subjective question.  Notwithstanding, the City will continue to 
seek subsidies for noise attenuation of properties subject to levels above 30ANEF.

In regard to the impact of the continued growth of the Airport, the draft policy seeks to 
accommodate the anticipated changes in a responsible and orderly manner.  This will 
ensure that the amenity of residents is protected.  

The draft policy allows for consideration of wider planning objectives when having 
regard for the zoning of land but does require consideration of potential impacts for the 
ultimate development capacity of the Airport.  This is based on sound and proper 
planning principles.  Moreover, the policy does not propose to down code existing 
Residential zoned property.

8. Will Council now make suitable submissions to the WA Planning Commission to effect 
changes to the Draft Plan that defend and protect the rights of those Residents of 
Redcliffe, Belmont, Rivervale, Cloverdale and Kewdale that are presently living and 
working in areas within the Perth Airport ANEF footprint?

The City has made a submission to the WA Planning Commission on the basis of the 
best overall position for all City of Belmont stakeholders.
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Item 5.1 – Continued…

5.1.5 Mr William Elkes, 55 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Mr Elkes asked the following question at the Ordinary Council meeting held on Monday 
25th November 2002, which was taken on notice.  Correspondence was forwarded to 
Mr Elkes on 13th December 2002, details below.

Is Council in constant contact with the WA Police Service regarding the apparent 
escalation of crime in the City of Belmont area, and if so, what measures are being taken 
for more policing of the area?

Council has a regular dialogue with the Police and the subject of more Police for our 
district is often part of those discussions.  It is understood that the Police Department has 
a staffing allocation criteria, however Mr Elkes should contact the Police direct if he wishes 
to seek details of this information.  Council would be pleased to forward any 
letters/petitions received, to the State Government or the Police Department (if requested 
by the writer) in an effort to seek an increase in Police Officers for Belmont.  In addition it is 
suggested, Mr Elkes contact the Member for Belmont and Deputy Premier, the Hon. Eric 
Ripper, naming his concerns.  This will reinforce the requests that the City has made for 
additional Police for Belmont.

5.1.6 Mr Paul Hitt, 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

Mr Hitt asked the following question at the Ordinary Council meeting held on Monday 
25th November 2002, which was taken on notice.  Correspondence was forwarded to 
Mr Hitt on 13th December 2002, details below.

When the new government legislation dealing with contaminated waste disposal/sites 
comes into force, and the old Belmont tip site is required to be registered, will this open the 
City of Belmont to legal claims for compensation from the residents of Ascot Waters due to 
the (argumentative content removed) remediation of this site?

The advice of the Department of Environmental Protection is that the site was fully 
remediated to their satisfaction.  The Department of Environmental Protection further 
advised, that remediation work was undertaken prior to the proposed new legislation and 
the fact that the circumstances and history of the site were public knowledge, there doesn't 
appear to be any basis for any compensation claims.
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Item 5.1 – Continued…

5.1.7 Mr John Maguire, 11 Hillcrest Road, Kewdale

Mr Maguire asked the following question at the Ordinary Council meeting held on Monday 
25th November 2002, which was taken on notice.  Correspondence was forwarded to Mr 
Maguire on 3rd December 2002, details below.

How many crime scenes have the City’s security guards attended and how many of these 
have been resolved?

The security patrols attend approximately 200 calls per month and any criminal incidents 
are immediately referred to the Police for their action.  All incidents within the parameters 
of the role of the security patrols are attended to, however as it is a Police responsibility to 
pursue criminal acts, the City has no access to Police records, which outline the level of 
resolutions achieved by them.

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

5.2.1 Mr Michael Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

In reference to Agenda Item 6.2 this evening:-  

1. How is Council able to discharge its obligations under section 5.33(1) of the
Local Government Act to consider all decisions made at the Annual Electors 
Meeting of 27 November 2002 with the “NOTE” provided by the Chief Executive 
Officer at Item 6.2 of the Agenda?

The Mayor advised that the ‘note’ provided by the Chief Executive Officer in the 
agenda follows the same format as for the previous several years.  The note 
highlights that the Chief Executive Officer “does not believe that this section applies 
to the ‘decisions’ of the Annual Electors General Meeting to receive the various reports 
(Mayor's, Auditor's, Standing Committees etc.) and to show a vote of confidence in the 
Councillors and Staff of the City of Belmont”.  The agenda quite clearly outlines this 
interpretation and Council has in previous years endorsed this position.  It is difficult to 
conclude that the intent of the Act should be any different.
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Item 5. 2.1 – Continued…

2. With the Annual Electors Meeting rejecting the Chief Executive Officer’s
Report and hence the Annual Report of the City of Belmont, how is the Annual 
Report to be accepted by Council?

The Chairman of the Resources and Policy Committee, Councillor Godfrey replied 
that the City of Belmont’s 2001/2002 Annual Report was adopted by Council on 25th

November 2002 (via item 9.8.1 of the 19th November Resources & Policy 
Committee) and printed for distribution to the community and presentation to the 
Annual Electors Meeting.  The Committee comment recorded in the above minutes 
highlights that “The Committee discussed the professional presentation and easy to 
read format of the 2001-2002 Annual Report, and were also impressed that the 
document had been prepared so efficiently.  The Committee requested the staff 
involved with the document be congratulated on the standard of the document 
produced.”

3. How and when did Council consider and decide to accept the Annual Report
of the City as required by section 5.54 of the Act?

Cr Godfrey stated that as pointed out in question (2) above, the City of Belmont’s 
2001/2002 Annual Report was adopted by Council on 25 November 2002 (via item 
9.8.1 of the 19th November Resources and Policy Committee).

4. How will Council retrieve the confidence of the Electors of the City, given that
they rejected the City’s Annual Report?

The Mayor replied that it is not considered that the confidence of the electors is in 
requirement of ‘retrieval’.

5.2.2 Mr Ross O’Neil, 3 Clyde Street, South Perth

In reference to Agenda Item 5.1.3 this evening:-  

1. I am advised by letter dated December 3, 2002 that, in answer to my question taken 
on notice at the OCM of November 25, 2002, and I quote:… “Council has entered 
into discussion and negotiation in good faith with landowners throughout the history 
of The Springs. Until the findings of the Inquiry are released, the City will not enter 
into any conjecture as to what direction the Scheme may take.” Why has this 
answer changed in the agenda this evening?

The Mayor advised that it appears that in preparing tonight’s agenda, the content of 
a draft of a letter to Mr O’Neil in response to his questions taken on notice at the 
25th November Council meeting has inadvertently been used.  The answer provided 
in Council’s correspondence of 3rd December and 13th December, namely that 
“Council has entered into discussion and negotiation in good faith with landowners 
throughout the history of The Springs.  Until the findings of the Inquiry are released, 
the City will not enter into conjecture as to what direction the Scheme may take” is 
the correct answer and this information will be inserted into the 16th December 2002 
minutes at item 5.1.3 (3).
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Item 5.2.2 – Continued…

2. At Item 5.1.3 in the Agenda this evening, in answer to my question taken on
notice at the OCM of November 25, 2002, and I quote:…”The Council has carried 
out meaningful discussions with landowners and provided an unprecedented 
amount of information for the entire term of ‘The Springs’ development process.”  I 
ask has the City reviewed its previous response and determined that it has not been 
negotiating in good faith with all landowners in The Springs?

The Mayor replied that the answer to question (1) above prevails in this instance.

5.2.3 Mr Paul Hitt, 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

1. (a) Will the ratepayers through the City of Belmont be funding, in part or
whole, the establishment of a Black Swan Breeding colony, on or adjacent to 
the Black Swan Island?

The Mayor replied, no, our advice is that the State Government will fund this 
initiative of theirs.

(b) If the answer is yes, how much will the City of Belmont be contributing to this 
scheme?

As the answer to question (1) is not ‘yes’, this question is not applicable.

2. When will Council place the advertising material relating to recording of trees
in Hardey Park in Council’s Municipal Inventory in the Community Newspaper or 
West Australian?

The Chairman of the Planning and Development Committee, Cr Richardson stated 
that there is no requirement for the Council to advertise the Municipal Heritage 
Inventory.  The Inventory is prepared by the Council pursuant to Section 45 of the 
Heritage of Western Australia Act 1990.  In preparing the inventory Council is 
obliged to liaise with landowners whose properties are directly affected by their 
inclusion within the Inventory before its final adoption (a process that is currently 
underway).
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Item 5.2.3 – Continued…

3. During question time at the Annual General Meeting of Electors on the 27 of
November 2002, I questioned the accuracy of the graphic representation titled 
‘Artists impressions of the new Balneum Apartments’; which was placed on page 17 
of the City of Belmont Annual Report.  A number of councillors including Councillor 
Godsell replied with words to the effect, “it’s only an artist impression”.

(a) Does Council believe it has an obligation to present a true and accurate 
visual representation of future developments to the people of Belmont?

Cr Richardson replied that the artist’s impression of the Balneum Apartments
Development was as accurate as was possible at the time of its preparation 
in respect of the development site.  The Metropolitan Region Scheme 
foreshore reserve is not part of the development site and the landscaping 
plan that has been prepared and adopted for the foreshore was not available 
at the time the artists impression was prepared.  Had it been so, no doubt the 
artist would have taken it into account at the time of preparing his 
‘impression’.

The intent of the illustration was simply to highlight an activity in the City 
relevant to the annual report in question.  It is accepted however, that the 
drawing in the report (even with the caption that it was an ‘artist’s 
impression’) may lead to some people reaching the conclusion that the 
‘impression’ was an indication of the ‘finished product’ of the development.  
Thus far the only person to raise the issue has been Mr Hitt.

(b) Given the ‘near enough is good enough’ attitude voiced by Councillors
at this public meeting, will council also accommodate this same attitude to 
developers or residents when they present architectural construction plans to 
Council for approval in the future?

Cr Richardson stated that no Councillor at the Annual Electors Meeting 
expressed the attitude referred to in the question.  Rather, their views were 
more in line with the answer provided in (a) above.  Notwithstanding that the 
question is predicated on this assumption, the presentation of plans to 
Council for the purpose of obtaining Planning approval and building licence 
approval is controlled under statutory processes.

Further, an inspection of the recent developments in the City will clearly 
highlight that a ‘near enough is good enough’ attitude does not exist in regard 
to the City’s planning of the district.
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Item 5.2.3 – Continued…

4. During the Annual General Meeting of Electors a vote was required from the
residents/ratepayers present to approve the annual budget etc.  It was apparent 
that there was some confusion or dispute on the final results of the counting of 
these votes.  Will the council appoint an independent scrutineer for the Annual 
General Meeting of Electors?

The Chairman of the Resources and Policy Committee, Cr Godfrey replied that at 
no stage during the Annual Electors Meeting was there a point where “a vote was 
required from the residents/ratepayers present to approve the annual budget etc”. 
The requirement for the approval of the City’s budget rests with Council (as per 
section 6.2 of the Local Government Act).

Notwithstanding this, there was a resolution at the Annual Electors Meeting that 
‘received’ the Annual Financial Statements and Mr Hitt may be confused as to the 
content of this document.

At no stage during the Annual Electors Meeting does the City believe that there was 
any confusion in regard the final results of votes taken on any of the motions put 
before or by the meeting.

5.2.4 Mr Peter Stewart, 275 Peet Road, Roleystone

I refer to the Agenda Item 11.4 this evening.  At the Resources and Policy Committee 
meeting of December 10, 2002, Item 9.8.3 makes recommendations in regard to the 
Purchase Arrangements of Trust land by the Ascot Waters Consortium.  Given the 
momentous nature of the Council decision latter this evening I ask that answers be given 
to the following questions:

1. Has the City of Belmont received written agreement from the Western Australian 
Planning Commission and other parties to the Ascot Waters Implementation 
Agreement, if so would the Chief Executive Officer please table these agreements 
to vary the terms of the Implementation Agreement?

The Acting Director of Engineering, Mr David Harris responded:

(a) The written Agreement of the parties to the Implementation Agreement was 
by their execution of that Agreement.

(b) The willingness of the Council to vary the last date for transfer does not 
depend upon prior written agreement of other parties.

(c) The delay in the implementation of the transfer provision is due to the 
extended discussions between the City and the Crown Solicitor’s Office over 
several years.
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Item 5.2.4 – Continued…

2. If the City is not in receipt of written agreements from all parties to vary the 
Contract, should REPOL Item 9.8.3 be deferred until such time as all parties 
provide written agreement to the variation and a full Council meeting is able to 
decide with an absolute majority?

Mr Harris replied:

(a) No.

(b) The attitude of Council to the extension of time is essential to determine what 
further action the Council should take at this time.

(c) A decision on the question in Resources and Policy Committee Item 9.8.3 is 
considered necessary whether the Council pursues variation of the Deed 
through negotiations with the Crown Solicitor’s Office, or through Supreme 
Court action, or adopts any other course.

3. The first right of refusal, Clause 6.12 of the Implementation Agreement appears to 
have timed out on January 17, 2002.  Can the currency and validity of this clause 
be reviewed after lapsing?

Mr Harris advised that there is no issue as to reviving the validity of the clause after 
lapsing.  The Agreement is open to be varied by agreement between the parties.

4. Why aren’t these multi million dollar land deals subject to a Business Plan and the 
provisions of the Local Government Act?  Why has trust property been made the 
subject of secret agreements?

Mr Harris responded:

(a) The transaction fundamental to the Implementation Agreement was entered 
into initially by Heads of Agreement executed on 27 March 1995, a date well 
before the introduction of the notion of a Business Plan to the local 
government legislation.

(b) The Deed of Implementation was an elaboration and formalising of the 
agreement contained in the Heads of Agreement, and which in turn had 
arisen out of a contractual relationship based on a tender process in 1994.

(c) The trust property has not been made the subject of secret agreements.  So 
far as the Council is aware all agreements have been made in accordance 
with the law, and without any improper secrecy.
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Item 5.2.4 – Continued…

5. Has the Supreme Court decided that the terms of the Charitable Trust does not 
exist over Grove Farm lots 5 and 49 Great Eastern Highway Ascot?  If not, are the 
Councillors, who are trustees of the land for the people of Belmont and the general 
public, derelict in their duty as conservers and protectors of the trust property under 
the Charitable Trust Act?

Mr Harris replied:

(a) To the first part of the question, the issues have not been put to the Supreme 
Court as the more regular option of agreement of the Attorney General is still 
being explored in discussions with the Crown Solicitor’s Office.

(b) As to the second part of the questions – No.

6. Can the Chief Executive Officer advise Councillors and Ratepayers of the obligation 
of a trustee toward trust property and on whose behalf these trustees act?

Mr Harris responded:

(a) As to the first part of the question, the obligations are those of a trustee 
under the common law, and under the legislation relating to Charitable Trusts 
and trusts generally, and under the local government legislation and perhaps 
the planning legislation.  Provisions of now repealed legislation including the 
Municipal Corporations Act may also be relevant.  The obligations vary 
depending on the circumstances of each case.  Ultimately it may take a court 
to identify and define the obligations on a full exploration of all the relevant 
circumstances.  At this time even the circumstances which might need to be 
settled in order to identify the obligations have themselves not yet been 
settled.

(b) As to the second part of the question, a trustee acts on behalf of the 
beneficiaries.  However obligations of the trustee to beneficiaries may be 
uncertain and in any case be affected by an over-riding moral obligation to 
another party.

(c) The obligations of the Council as trustee is a matter which continues to be 
under active consideration in discussions with the Crown Solicitors office and 
is not being neglected.
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5.3 QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR

5.3.1 Mrs L Hitt, 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

In regard to the City’s recent Annual Christmas Dinner held on 7th December, does the 
Mayor acknowledge his poor judgement in discussing ‘in-house’ disputes at a public 
function and will the Mayor give an assurance that in future, he will use more decorum 
when representing the City of Belmont?

The Mayor replied that he does not apologise for the content of the presentation he made 
on the abovementioned occasion.

5.3.2 Mr Norm Arber, 6 Spencer Court, Redcliffe

Asked why was he not invited to attend the Community and Executive Services Committee 
meeting when the issue of the land sale on #9 Towton Street, Redcliffe was discussed, as 
he is an adjoining landowner?

The Mayor advised that he would take this question on notice.

5.3.3 Mr Kevin Bettridge, Unit 3, 18 Mort Street, Rivervale

Mr Bettridge referred to Item 8.7.4 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting 
minutes dated 9 December 2002 – Sale of Depot site and asked:-

Did Council give permission to the Manager – Business Development to arrange for the 
sale of the Depot site in Fairbrother Street?

The Mayor advised “no”, and the item referred to does not indicate as such.  Council will 
be dealing with this matter in tonight’s agenda in order to progress the sale of this site.

5.3.4 Mr Peter Stewart, 275 Peet Road, Roleystone

Mr Stewart asked if the Deputy Chief Executive Officer could read out Section 5.54 of the 
Local Government Act as to what constitutes the make-up of an Annual Report.

The Deputy Chief Executive Officer read Section 5.54 as follows:

“(1) Subject to subsection (2), the annual report for a financial year is to be 
accepted by the local government no later than 31 December after that 
financial year.

(2) If the auditor’s report is not available in time for the annual report for a 
financial year to be accepted by 31 December after that financial year, the 
annual report is to be accepted by the local government no later than 2 
months after the auditor’s report becomes available.”
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Item 5.3.4 – Continued…

Mr Stewart asked if the Deputy Chief Executive Officer could read out Section 5.53 of the 
Local Government Act as to what constitutes the make-up of an Annual Report.

The Deputy Chief Executive Officer read Section 5.53 as follows:

“(1) The local government is to prepare an annual report for each financial year.

(2) The annual report is to contain -

(a) a report from the mayor or president;
(b) a report from the CEO;
(c) a report of the principal activities commenced or continued during the 

financial year;
(d) an assessment of the local government’s performance in relation to each 

principal activity;
(e) an overview of the principal activities that are proposed to commence or 

to continue in the next financial year;
(f) the financial report for the financial year;
(g) such information as may be prescribed in relation to the payments made 

to employees;
(h) the auditor’s report for the financial year; and
(i) such other information as may be prescribed.”

Mr Stewart then asked when did Council accept the City’s 2001-2002 Annual Report?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that he understood this same question was asked 
earlier this evening and that the answer was that this report was accepted at the 
25 November 2002 Council meeting (via the November Resources and Policy Committee).  
The Mayor added further, that he would take the question on notice to allow a more 
detailed response to be researched.

5.3.5 Mr K Bettridge, Unit 3/18 Mort Street, Rivervale

In regard to Item 8.1.5 of the Community and Executive Services Committee meeting 
minutes, regarding the 20th Anniversary Citizens Exchange to Adachi in 2004, is it 
appropriate to invite the current President and Secretary to attend Adachi for the 
20th Anniversary?

The Mayor answered by reading the relevant Community and Executive Services 
recommendation, namely:

“That contact be made with Adachi-ku to ascertain their position in respect to 
potential 20th Anniversary celebrations particularly in regard to the timing of 
the respective citizen exchanges.  Further, that suitable allocations (along the 
lines outlined within the above report) be considered in the 2003/2004 and the 
2004/2005 financial years budgets for hosting the potential Adachi Citizens’ 
exchange to Belmont and also, to represent the City of Belmont and the 
Belmont Sister City Association in Adachi.”  

***8.07pm As there were no further questions, the Mayor declared Public Question Time 
closed.
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6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

***8.07pm Cr Bass departed the Chamber.

6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

HELD 25 NOVEMBER 2002

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 25 November 2002, as printed 
and circulated to all Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

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

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 1

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

Richardson

Against: Dornford

6.2 ANNUAL MEETING OF ELECTORS

HELD 27 NOVEMBER 2002

Chief Executive Officer’s Note

The Local Government Act 1995 requires the following compliances in regard to Council’s 
consideration of the Annual Electors Meeting minutes:-

S5.32 outlines that the Chief Executive Officer is to ensure that copies of the minutes are made 
available for inspection by members of the public before the council meeting at which decisions made 
at the electors meeting are first considered.

Copies have been made available in the Library (as from 13th December 2002).

S5.33 states (subject to some exceptions) that all decisions made at an elector’s meeting are to be 
considered at the next ordinary council meeting, and if at that meeting, a local government makes a 
decision in response to a decision made at an elector’s meeting, the reasons for the decision are to be 
recorded in the minutes of the council meeting.

I do not believe that this section applies to the ‘decisions’ of the Annual Electors General 
Meeting to receive the various reports (Mayor's, Auditor's, Standing Committees etc...) and to 
show a vote of confidence in the Councillors and Staff of the City of Belmont.
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Item 6.2 – Continued…

RECOMMENDATION

That the minutes of the Annual Meeting of Electors held on 27 November 2002, as printed 
and circulated to all Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

RICHARDSON MOVED,  GODFREY SECONDED, that the minutes of the Annual 
Meeting of Electors held on 27 November 2002, as printed and circulated to all 
Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 1

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

Richardson

Against: Dornford

***8.10pm Cr Bass returned to the Chamber.

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

Nil.

8. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Nil.

9. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

Nil.
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10. CORRESPONDENCE

10.1 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil.

10.2 GENERAL

Nil.

10.3 LATE CORRESPONDENCE OF AN URGENT NATURE

Nil.

11. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

11.1 WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING

HELD 2 DECEMBER 2002

Receipt of Minutes

TEASDALE MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that the minutes of the Works and 
Technical Services Committee meeting held on 2 December 2002, as printed and 
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.3.2 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Bass.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

GODSELL MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that recommendation items 8.1.1, 8.2.1-8.2.3. 
8.3.1, 8.3.3, 8.3.4, 8.4.1-8.4.7, 8.5.1 and 8.5.2 of the Works and Technical Services 
Committee meeting held on 2 December 2002, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with the 
exception of item 8.3.2).

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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Item 11.1 – Continued…

11.1.1 Withdrawn Item 8.3.2 – Tender 23/2002 
– Road Reserve Vegetation Maintenance

BASS MOVED, DORNFORD SECONDED, that in order to seek out the most 
appropriate tender prices for the City, the Committee recommendation not be adopted 
and that –

1. Council award jointly Tender 23/2002 Road Reserve Vegetation Maintenance to 
Psyco Sand for the street tree watering and Turfmaster for all remaining activities 
for a period of one year commencing 1 January 2003 to 1 January 2004.

2. At the next meeting of the Works and Technical Services Committee in 2003 the 
Committee look into ways that will open up the market and encourage more 
competitive pricing in our tendering.

LOST 2 VOTES TO 10

For:  Bass, Dornford

Against: Godfrey, Teasdale, Passeri
Blair, Godsell, Doney
Marks, Murfin, Powell

Richardson

DONEY MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, that in order to seek out the most 
appropriate tender prices for the City, the Committee recommendation not be adopted 
and that –

1. Council award jointly Tender 23/2002 Road Reserve Vegetation Maintenance to 
Psyco Sand for the street tree watering and Turfmaster for all remaining activities 
for a period of four and a half years commencing 1 January 2003 to 30 June 2007.

2. At the next meeting of the Works and Technical Services Committee in 2003 the 
Committee look into ways that will open up the market and encourage more 
competitive pricing in our tendering.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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11.2 COMMUNITY AND EXECUTIVE SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING

HELD 3 DECEMBER 2002

Receipt of Minutes

DONEY MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Community and 
Executive Services Committee meeting held on 3 December 2002, as printed and 
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

***8.39pm Cr Teasdale departed the Chamber.

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.5.2 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Murfin.
Items 8.1.1 and 8.1.2 were withdrawn at the request of Councillor Powell.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

DONEY MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that recommendation items 8.1.3, 8.1.4, 
8.1.5, 8.2.1, 8.3.1, 8.3.2, 8.4.1, 8.5.1, 8.5.3, 8.5.4 and 8.5.5 of the Community and 
Executive Services Committee meeting held on 3 December 2002, be adopted en 
bloc (i.e. with the exception of items 8.1.1, 8.1.2 and 8.5.2).

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***8.41pm Cr Teasdale returned to the Chamber.

11.2.1 Withdrawn Item 8.1.1 – Manager – Administrative Services Monthly Report

POWELL MOVED, DONEY SECONDED, that in order to allow Mr Arber the privilege of 
attending a future Community and Executive Services Committee meeting when the 
issue of the land sale of 9 Towton Street, Redcliffe is discussed, the Committee 
recommendation not be adopted and that the Manager – Administrative Services 
report for November 2002 be received and noted.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 2

For: Dornford, Bass, Godfrey, 
Teasdale, Passeri

Blair, Godsell,  Marks, 
Murfin, Powell

Against:  Richardson, Doney
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Item 11.2 – Continued…

11.2.2 Withdrawn Item 8.1.2 – Main Roads WA Interest 
– Lot 62 Malvern Road, Rivervale

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 1

For:  Bass, Godfrey, 
Teasdale, Passeri

Blair, Godsell,  Marks, 
Murfin, Powell

Richardson, Doney

Against:  Dornford

***8.49pm Having earlier declared an interest in the following item, Cr Teasdale departed 
the Chamber.

11.2.3 Withdrawn Item 8.5.2 – Re-Negotiation of Oasis Lease

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

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 1

For:  Bass, Godfrey, 
Passeri,  Blair, Godsell,  

Marks, Murfin, Powell
Richardson, Doney

Against:  Dornford

***8.50pm Cr Teasdale returned to the Chamber.
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11.3 PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING

HELD 9 DECEMBER 2002

Receipt of Minutes

RICHARDSON MOVED,  GODSELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Planning and 
Development Committee meeting held on 9 December 2002, as printed and 
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.3.1 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Marks.
Item 8.6.1 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Richardson.
Item 8.6.2 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Blair.
Item 8.6.3 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Godfrey.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

RICHARDSON MOVED,  MURFIN SECONDED, that recommendation items 8.1.1 –
8.1.7, 8.2.1 – 8.2.3, 8.4.1, 8.5.1, 8.6.4 – 8.6.8 and 8.7.1 – 8.7.6 of the Planning and 
Development Committee meeting held on 9 December 2002, be adopted en bloc 
(i.e. with the exception of items 8.3.1, 8.6.1, 8.6.2 and 8.6.3 ).

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

11.3.1 Withdrawn Item 8.3.1 – City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14
- Draft Local Planning Policy No. 19 – Boundary Walls

MARKS MOVED,  RICHARDSON SECONDED, that on the basis that the present coding 
is excessive, the Committee recommendation not be adopted and that –

1. It be recommended to Council that Council adopt and advertise City of Belmont 
Draft Local Planning Policy No. 19 in accordance with the provisions of Clause 
2.5 of Town Planning Scheme No. 14 by way of notification in the local 
newspaper and notice being given to all major building companies for a 35 day 
submission period.

2. Council Officers examine the Design Codes relating to boundary walls for areas 
coded R30 and above, in order to reduce the extent of the wall.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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Item 11.3 – Continued…

***8.52pm Having earlier declared an interest in the following item, Cr Teasdale departed 
the Chamber.

11.3.2 Withdrawn Item 8.6.1 – Lot 5 (44) Belmont Avenue – Proposed Market or 
Factory Outlet

Note: Cr Richardson highlighted to the meeting, a letter tabled this evening from 
Mitchell Goff & Associates in regard to this item (refer to attachment #1).

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***8.59pm Cr Teasdale returned to the Chamber.

***8.59pm Having earlier declared an interest in the following item, Cr Dornford departed 
the Chamber.

11.3.3 Withdrawn Item 8.6.2 – Lot 90 (327-329) Abernethy Road 
– Proposed Fast Food/Takeaway (Pizza Hut) Outlet Within Existing Building

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***9.00pm Cr Dornford returned to the Chamber.
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Item 11.3 – Continued…

11.3.4 Withdrawn Item 8.6.3 – Lot 24 (98) Great Eastern Highway 
– Five Multiple Dwellings

GODFREY MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that to correct a typographical error, 
the Committee recommendation not be adopted and that –

1. Council refuse the application as the use:

(i) is not consistent with the ultimate purpose (Parks and Recreation) 
intended for the reserve and is contrary to Clause 3.3.2 of Town 
Planning Scheme No. 14; and

(ii) is a significant intensification of the existing non conforming use on the 
site and it is not considered that the intensified use is consistent with 
the ultimate purpose (Parks and Recreation) intended for the reserve. 

2. Council resolve to initiate the following Amendment No. 35 to Town Planning 
Scheme No. 14 for the purpose of advertising:

“the Belmont City Council under and by virtue of the powers conferred 
upon it in that behalf by the Town Planning and Development Act, 1928 (as 
amended), and the Metropolitan Region Town Planning Scheme Act, 1959 
(as amended), hereby amends the above Town Planning Scheme by 
amending the scheme maps to zone Lots 21 and 24 (No. 98 and 100) Great 
Eastern Highway, Belmont ‘Mixed Use’.”

3. Council’s Planning Department advise the owner of Lot 24 that on gazettal of 
Amendment No 35 to Town Planning Scheme No 14, Council would consider 
an application for multiple dwellings on the subject land. 

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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11.4 RESOURCES AND POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING

HELD 10 DECEMBER 2002

Receipt of Minutes

GODFREY MOVED,  GODSELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Resources and 
Policy Committee meeting held on 10 December 2002, as printed and circulated to 
all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Items 9.2.3, 9.7.3 and 9.8.3 were withdrawn at the request of Councillor Godfrey.
Item 9.8.4 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Blair.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

GODFREY MOVED,  POWELL SECONDED, that recommendation items 8.1, 8.2, 9.1.1, 
9.2.1, 9.2.2, 9.3.1, 9.5.1, 9.7.1, 9.7.2, 9.7.4, 9.7.5, 9.8.1 and 9.8.2 of the Resources and 
Policy Committee meeting held on 10 December 2002, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with 
the exception of items 9.2.3, 9.7.3, 9.8.3 and 9.8.4).

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

11.4.1 Withdrawn Item 9.2.3 – Local Government Insurance Services Board (LGIS)

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

***9.03pm Having earlier declared an interest in this item, the Director – Corporate 
Services departed the Chamber.

** Cr Bass foreshadowed a motion if the above motion is lost, namely:

That having considered the matter of Officers and Honorariums for participating 
in Industry Boards and Associations, and the significant amount of personal time 
that is required to be committed by Officers to participate, and noting the 
importance of staff involvement in this Board, that Council not grant approval for 
the Director – Corporate Services to receive 50% of the Honorarium paid 
(currently $3,250) for sitting on the Local Government Insurance Board.

The substantive motion was put and…    CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 1

For:  Dornford, Godfrey, 
Passeri,  Blair, Godsell,  

Marks, Murfin, Powell
Richardson, Doney

Against: Bass
***9.13pm The Director – Corporate Services returned to the Chamber.
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Item 11.4 – Continued…

***9.14pm Having earlier declared an interest in the following item, Councillors Passeri 
and Dornford departed the Chamber.

***9.14pm The Acting Mayor, Cr Blair assumed the Chair.

11.4.2 Withdrawn Item 9.7.3 – Analysis of Investments as at 30 November 2002

GODFREY MOVED, MURFIN SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation be 
adopted without amendment or modification.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

***9.15pm Cr Dornford returned to the Chamber.
Cr Passeri returned to the Chamber and resumed the Chair.

11.4.4 Withdrawn Item 9.8.3 – Purchase Arrangements Ascot Waters Consortium

GODFREY MOVED,  POWELL SECONDED, that in order for Council to give a more 
detailed consideration of the proposal, the Committee recommendation not be 
adopted and that Council refer this item to the Works and Technical Services 
Committee for a full report to be prepared on the background details, the current 
status in legal opinions and the current position. 

** Cr Bass foreshadowed a motion if the above motion is lost, namely:

“That the Committee recommendation not be adopted”.

The substantive motion was put and…     CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 4

For:  Dornford, Godfrey, 
Godsell, Bass, Teasdale  

Marks, Murfin, Powell

Against: Passeri, Blair
Doney, Richardson
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Item 11.3 – Continued…

***9.29pm Having earlier declared an interest in this item, Cr Dornford departed the 
Chamber.

11.4.4 Withdrawn Item 9.8.4 – Lease – Belmont Child Care Centre
(1 Grand Parade, Redcliffe)

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

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 4

For:  Passeri, Godfrey, 
Godsell, Blair, Richardson  

Marks, Murfin, 

Against: Powell, Teasdale
Bass, Doney 

BASS MOVED, DONEY SECONDED, that the confidentiality of this item (not including 
the attachments) be lifted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***9.37pm Cr Dornford 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 which may be of 
general interest to Councillors.

COMMENT

General information and memorandums:

DATED SUBJECT

22 November 2002 Local Government Act – Proposed Amendments
28 November 2002 Australian Islamic College – 147-159 President Street, Kewdale
29 November 2002 Local Government News: Issue No. 47.02 – 22/11/02
29 November 2002 This Week at ALGA – 22 November 2002
29 November 2002 Local Government News. 27 November 2002
29 November 2002 WALGA - Review of the Model Code of Conduct
04 December 2002 Local Government News. 4 December 2002
06 December 2002 Local Government News: Issue No. 48.02 – 29/11/02
06 December 2002 This Week at ALGA – 29 November 2002
06 December 2002 WALGA Media Release – Partnership Agreement
06 December 2002 DOLA Information Bulletin
06 December 2002 Christmas Breakfast for Walking Programme – 10/12/02
09 December 2002 WALGA Media Release – A New Start for South Perth
12 December 2002 WALGA Infopage – Review of Local Government Act 1995
13 December 2002 This Week at ALGA – 6 December 2002
13 December 2002 EMRC Newsletter
13 December 2002 WALGA Vacancies –

 Community Housing Standing Committee
 Local Government Self Insurance Schemes Board

13 December 2002 This Week at ALGA – 13 December 2002 
13 December 2002 Staff Christmas Party and Office Closure
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Item 12.1 – Continued…

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

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

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 1

For:  Passeri, Godfrey, 
Godsell, Blair, Richardson  

Marks, Murfin, Powell
Teasdale, Doney, Bass

Against: Dornford 

13. REPORTS OF DELEGATES

13.1 CR BLAIR – CAROLS IN THE PARK

Cr Blair reported on the ‘Carols in the Park’ held on Friday 13 December 2002 in Faulkner 
Park, where she represented the Mayor.  Several other Councillors attended and the City’s 
marketing staff are to be commended on their organisation of this very successful event.

GODFREY MOVED, BASS SECONDED, that the report of Cr Blair be noted and 
received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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Item 13 – Continued…

13.2 CR MARKS – CONFERENCE SUSTAINABILITY

On 2nd and 3rd December 2002, Cr Marks attended a conference/working group on 
sustainability at the Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council (EMRC).  Also attending were 
City of Belmont Officers Mr Adrian Oats, Mr Brian Wall and Mr James King.  This 
conference was well attended by officers from all five member Councils, however Cr Marks 
was the only elected member in attendance.  Cr Marks outlined his disappointment that 
the other Councils did not consider sustainability important enough to send an elected 
member.  Belmont has placed a high priority on sustainable development and 
environmental issues and the City will be implementing the principles of sustainability into 
the future.

Cr Marks reported that he noted in the paper a week ago, social commentator Mr Rob 
Greenwood espousing similar ideas to those at the conference and that it was nice to be a 
week in front of him instead of a week behind him.

13.3 CR MARKS – REDCLIFFE PRIMARY SCHOOL AWARDS

On the 10th December Cr Marks attended the Redcliffe Primary School awards morning.  
Also in attendance was the Mayor, Cr Peter Passeri and Cr Margie Bass.  This was a 
wonderful morning and it was pleasing that one of the main awards was named after local 
legend and former Councillor, Mr Mick Coffey.  Congratulations to the Redcliffe Primary 
School for a great day.

13.4 CR MARKS – ST JOHN AMBULANCE AWARDS DAY

Cr Marks reported that on the 13th December he was pleased to represent the Mayor at 
the St John Ambulance Christmas Function and Awards Day.  There were 25 awards 
presented on the day for heroism and long service.  One of the awards was to local man 
Mr Howard Nock, for distinguished service.  It is very inspiring to hear of the heroic acts of 
the St John officers.

GODFREY MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the above three reports of Cr Marks be 
noted and received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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14. URGENT BUSINESS APPROVED BY THE PERSON PRESIDING OR BY 
DECISION

14.1 VOTE OF CONFIDENCE

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the Councillors of the City of 
Belmont congratulate the Chief Executive Officer, Directors, Managers, all 
administration staff, supervisors, foremen, outdoor workers and the community 
services staff for their excellent service to the people of the City of Belmont during 
2002.

The Council commends all for their efforts, and extends their vote of confidence to the 
employees of the City of Belmont.

MURFIN MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that the motion be put.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 4

For:  Passeri, Godfrey, 
Godsell, Blair, Richardson  

Murfin, Powell, Doney 

Against: Dornford, Bass
Teasdale, Marks 

The substantive motion was put and…    CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 2

For:  Passeri, Godfrey, 
Godsell, Blair, Richardson  

Marks, Murfin, Powell
Teasdale, Doney

Against: Dornford, Bass 

15. MATTERS FOR WHICH MEETING MAY BE CLOSED

Nil.
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16. CLOSURE

In closing, the Mayor thanked the Councillors and staff for their efforts over the past 12 
months and reiterated that good governance has prevailed in the City during a difficult 
period.  The Mayor wished all a happy festive season and a prosperous new year.

The Chief Executive Officer, on behalf of the staff, echoed that he also wished Councillors 
and community members well during the forthcoming festive season and new year.

There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor declared the meeting closed at 
9.53pm.


