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MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD IN THE LESSER HALL 
OF THE CITY OF BELMONT SENIOR CITIZENS CENTRE, CORNER WRIGHT 
STREET AND PROGRESS WAY, 17 NOVEMBER 2003, COMMENCING AT 
7.30PM.

PRESENT

Cr P Passeri, JP, Mayor West Ward
Cr A Richardson, JP, Deputy Mayor West Ward
Cr M Blair Central Ward
Cr M Bass              (7.31pm to 9.20pm) East Ward
Cr P Marks East Ward
Cr J Powell South Ward
Cr B Whiteley South Ward
Cr E Teasdale South Ward

IN ATTENDANCE

Mr N Hartley Acting Chief Executive Officer
Mr N Deague Director – Development
Mr R Lutey Director - Engineering
Mr P Varris Acting Director – Community and Executive Services

MEMBERS OF THE GALLERY

There were 23 attendees in the gallery.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Mayor opened the meeting at 7.30pm and welcomed those in attendance.

***7.31pm Cr Bass arrived at the meeting

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

2.1 APOLOGIES

Nil.

2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Cr G Godfrey.
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3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

 Councillor Teasdale declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.4 
(Item 10.7.2 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 
11 November 2003).  The nature of the interest being that he is a shareholder in  
the Coventry Group.  The extent of the interest being that Councillor Teasdale’s 
shareholding exceeds $10,000.

 Councillor Passeri declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Part 2 of Item 
12.1 of tonight’s meeting.  The nature of the interest being that Councillor 
Passeri has shares and superannuation in AMP.

 Mr Neil Hartley, Acting Chief Executive Officer declared a financial interest.  The 
interest is in Item 5 of tonight’s meeting.  The nature of the interest being that  
Mr Hartley is currently the Acting Chief Executive Officer.

 In accordance with the City of Belmont’s Code of Conduct, Councillor Bass 
declared an interest that could give rise to a reasonable belief that her 
impartiality may be adversely affected.  The interest is in Item 11.3.6, Item 
10.4.2 of the Planning and Development Committee Minutes dated 
10 November 2003).  The nature of the interest being that her husband owns a 
truck and the amendment may have a financial affect on their business.
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4. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

4.1 ANNOUNCEMENTS

4.1.1 Open Day at Red Hill Waste Management Facility
Saturday, 22 November 2003.

The Mayor reminded Councillors of the open day to be held at the Red Hill Waste 
Management Facility on 22 November 2003, between 10.00am and 1.00pm.  
Numbers are limited and Councillors should contact the EMRC if they intend to 
attend.

4.1.2 SES Awards Night, Saturday, 15 November 2003.

The Mayor announced that FESA held its Annual State Awards Night on Saturday, 
15 November 2003.

The City’s SES Unit was well represented at the awards, with Stuart Romero winning 
the Youth Award for his work in setting up the unit’s web page, and for his work with 
other SES Units, training members in computers, mapping and navigation 
techniques.

The Unit’s boat crew was also awarded for its efforts, winning the Team Award.

The SES plays a vital role in assisting the community in times of emergency.  The 
Unit is manned by volunteers who are on call 24 hours a day, 365 days a year.  It is  
pleasing to see that the City of Belmont is represented by such outstanding 
volunteers.

Congratulations to Stuart and the Boat Crew, and to all members of the Belmont SES 
Unit.
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4.2 DISCLAIMER

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

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

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

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

The City of Belmont warns that anyone who has any application lodged with the City 
of Belmont must obtain and should only rely on written confirmation of the outcome 
of the application, and any conditions attaching to the decision made by the City of 
Belmont in respect of that application.

***7.38pm The Acting Chief Executive Officer read aloud the above disclaimer.

***7.39pm For the benefit of the public present the Acting Chief Executive Officer 
stated the rules of Question Time.
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5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE AT PREVIOUS MEETING

5.1.1 Mr Peter Stewart, 275 Peet Road, Roleystone

The following questions were received from Mr Stewart for the Ordinary Council 
Meeting held 27 October 2003 and were taken on notice.  Correspondence was 
forwarded to Mr Stewart on 13 November 2003, details below:

1. In regard to Item 11.4 of the Agenda (October Budget Review) - Of the 
additional $306,104 set aside as, and I quote … “payment of entitlements”’ how 
much was paid to the CEO on his termination of the contract?

Section 5.95(5)(a) of the Local Government Act 1995 provides that a person’s right to 
inspect information related to the employment contract of the Chief Executive Officer 
does not extend to information that relates to a matter other than the salary or the 
remuneration or benefits payable under the contract.  In accordance with that 
provision, the remuneration of the contract for the cessation of the CEO’s 
employment was $323,883 plus his accrued employee entitlements (e.g. accrued 
annual leave, long service leave, etc.). 

2. Why was the CEO paid for salary in future years 2004 and 2005, when the 
contract was terminated at his request, effective on October 10, 2003?

The contract was terminated by mutual agreement between Council and the CEO.

3. Of the additional $21,400 set aside as, and I quote … “additional long service 
leave paid”, how much was paid to the CEO on his termination of the contract?

Section 5.95(5)(a) of the Local Government Act 1995 provides that a person’s right to 
inspect information related to the employment contract of the Chief Executive Officer 
does not extend to information that relates to a matter other than the salary or the 
remuneration or benefits payable under the contract.  In accordance with that 
provision, the total remuneration of the contract for the cessation of the CEO’s 
employment was $323,883 plus his accrued employee entitlements (e.g. accrued 
annual leave, long service leave, etc.). 

4. Why was the CEO seemingly paid long service leave for future years 2004 and 
2005, when his employment was terminated at his own request, effective on 
October 10, 2003?

Payments for long service leave were made in accordance with the Local 
Government (Long Service Leave) Regulations and represented accrued 
pro rata entitlements.
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Item 5.1.1 – Continued…

5. Of the new account in the Budget, CEO’s Department, Gratuity, a sum of  
$43,896 was set aside as, and I quote … “payment of staff gratuity”, how much 
was paid to the CEO on his termination of the contract?

Section 5.95(5)(a) of the Local Government Act 1995 provides that a person’s right to 
inspect information related to the employment contract of the Chief Executive Officer 
does not extend to information that relates to a matter other than the salary or the 
remuneration or benefits payable under the contract.  In accordance with that 
provision, the remuneration of the contract for the cessation of the CEO’s 
employment was $323,883 plus his accrued employee entitlement (e.g. accrued 
annual leave, long service leave, etc.). 

6. Why was the CEO paid a gratuity of $43,896 when he has resigned half way 
through a 5 year contract, with effectively 3 days notice?

The CEO did not resign, and was paid a gratuity in accordance with Council policy on 
gratuities.

5.1.2 Mrs Pat Morgan, 3 Jennifer Way, Rossmoyne

The following questions were received from Mrs Morgan to the Mayor at the Ordinary 
Council Meeting held October 27, 2003, and were taken on notice.  Correspondence 
was forwarded to Mrs Morgan on 13 November 2003, details below:

1. Why has it cost ratepayers $320,000 given that it was Mr Genoni’s decision to 
quit the contract of employment?

It was not “Mr Genoni’s decision to quit the contract of employment”, the contract was 
terminated by mutual agreement between Council and the CEO. 

2. The October Budget Review being considered tonight includes the items of 
salary, long service leave and gratuity within the CEO’s department, increasing 
the budget for monies that have already been paid out.   The additional budget  
items add to $371,400, why is there a discrepancy with the reported payout  
figure of $320,000 paid to the CEO?

Section 5.95(5)(a) of the Local Government Act 1995 provides that a person’s right to 
inspect information related to the employment contract of the Chief Executive Officer 
does not extend to information that relates to a matter other than the salary or the 
remuneration or benefits payable under the contract.  In accordance with that 
provision, $323,883 relates to the early retirement/cessation of the CEO’s 
employment contract.  The remainder relates to accrued entitlements and other 
budget adjustments for staff within the budget area of the Executive Services 
Department. 
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Item 5.1.2 – Continued…

3. Were there any monies other than forward paid salary, forward paid long 
service leave and a gratuity paid to the CEO on his termination of the contract?  
If so, how much and on what account?

See answer to question 2 above.

5.1.3 Mr Bill Foy, 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

The following questions were received from Mr Foy for the Ordinary Council Meeting 
on Monday October 27, 2003 and were taken on notice.  Correspondence was 
forwarded to Mr Foy on 13 November 2003, details below:

1. Why was there no purpose of meeting given in the notice of meeting for the 
Special Council Meeting held on October 8, 2003, especially when I have to 
read in the Minutes of that meeting that the purpose of the meeting, at index 
page (i) was for and I quote, … “Staff Matter - Early Retirement/Cessation of  
Employment Contract”?

The notice of the special meeting clearly highlighted the purpose as being “to 
consider a staff matter”.

2. Who was the author of the confidential attachment to the Agenda?

The Council does not generally publish the identity of report authors.

3. At Item 6.1, the motion at part 1, it states, … “That in order for both Mr Genoni’s 
and Council’s goals to be achieved, and to secure the “early 
retirement”/cessation of his current employment contract, Council offer to Mr  
Genoni a package to the value outlined in the “additional Officer comment” 
Section of the report above, noting that the vehicle purchase option is excluded 
and that the vehicle value be adjusted to its actual (GST inclusive) purchase 
price.”

a) The “Council goals” are not reported, would the Mayor please advise what 
Council’s goals were in offering the former CEO such a payout on the 
termination of his contract?

It is a ‘generic comment’ highlighting that any agreement to terminate the 
contract must be mutual in order that both parties can ‘move on’ from the 
current situation.

b) Who is the author of the “additional Officer comment”?

Council does not generally publish the identity of report authors.
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Item 5.1.3 – Continued…

c) What benefit did ratepayers achieve by the Council spending some 
$320,000 in order for the CEO to be relieved of his employment contract?

It enabled both Mr Genoni’s and Council’s goals to be achieved.

d) With the so called “vehicle option being excluded”, was any cash 
component offered or accepted for any so called “equity” built up in the 
vehicle by the former CEO?

There was no cash payment made on the basis of “equity built up in the 
vehicle”.

e) How many Council vehicles on the books of the City carry a GST value ?

None.

4. Immediately following the resignation of the CEO, effective on October 10,  
2003, the Planning Committee considered Mrs Genoni’s planning application for 
the Kanowna Ave and Locock St development in its October meeting.   Has the 
resignation of the CEO anything to do with Kanowna Ave and Locock St being a 
term of reference of the Report of Inquiry, or the evidence and findings at Part 3  
of the Inquiry Report?

This issue was not specifically raised.  It is not therefore possible to make a definitive 
comment on the possibility proposed.

5.1.4 Mr Bill Elkes, 55 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

The following questions were received from Mr Elkes for the Ordinary Council 
Meeting on Monday October 27, 2003, and were taken on notice.  Correspondence 
was forwarded to Mr Elkes on 13 November 2003, details below:

1. At the Special Council Meeting held on October 8, 2003 the Council met to 
discuss the resignation of the CEO Mr Genoni.  We understand from the Chair 
at the October REPOL meeting that McLeod and Co, the Department of Local  
Government and the Chamber of Commerce and Industry provided advice on 
the matter to Council.
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Item 5.1.4 – Continued…

a) Who initiated the involvement of these organisations in the resignation of 
the CEO?

A small number of senior officers initiated contact with relevant organisations in 
consultation with the Mayor.

b) Who briefed McLeod and Co to provide their legal advice and was the 
briefing and the advice made available to all Councillors?

A small number of senior officers were involved in contact with McLeods (in  
consultation with the Mayor), and their verbal advice was used in the 
preparation of the report, and a McLeods representative was present at the 
meeting in question.

c) I note that Mr Slarke from McLeod and Co attended the meeting, was the 
Department of Local Government and the Chamber of Commerce and 
Industry also invited to attend the Special Council Meeting?  Who briefed 
the Department and the Chamber in order to elicit their advice on the 
CEO’s contract?

No additional invitations were deemed necessary.  See answer to a) above.

d) Was the Department of Local Government and the Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry provided with a copy of the former CEO’s employment 
contract in order to provide advice to Council?

No.

e) Was the Department of Local Government and the Chamber of  
Commerce and Industry advice on the termination of the CEO’s 
employment contract provided to Council in confidential attachment 1,  
and if not, why not?

Verbal advice was used for the preparation of the report to Council.

2. Given the controversy surrounding the recent appointments of CEOs to the City 
of South Perth in 2000 and the City of Joondalup in 2001, and given that the 
Acting CEO has been recently acting in that position for the past 4 months, 
would it more appropriate for Council to defer the appointment process for a 
new CEO so that Council might be informed and directed by the (State 
Government’s Inquiry into Local Government CEO Appointments) committee’s 
findings?

No.
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5.1.5 Mr Ross O’Neil, 3 Glyde Street, South Perth

The following questions were received from Mr O’Neil for the Ordinary Council 
Meeting on Monday October 27, 2003, and were taken on notice.  Correspondence 
was forwarded to Mr O’Neil on 13 November 2003, details below:

1. At Item 5.2.2, in relation to question 7 the Chair of REPOL at the October 
meeting advised that the receivable “Non-Current Accrued Income Account” for 
the Springs, standing at $120,325 in the 2001-2002 year had been credited to 
zero in the financial statements for the 2002-2003 year.   Has Council informed 
the landowners in the Springs that this amount is no longer being sought from 
them?

No. The amount of  $120,325 did not represent the full amount that Council would be 
seeking from landowners if the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 13 were 
to proceed.  Notwithstanding this, should Town Planning Scheme 13 be approved by 
the Department of Planning and Infrastructure, all administration costs will be 
recovered in accordance with the Scheme conditions.

2. At Item 5.1.1, in relation to question 3 the Mayor advises that it is premature to 
consider initiating moves to reclaim ratepayers funds, totalling near $0.5 Million 
from Urban Focus in relation to the work invoiced and paid for by Council  
associated with the proposals for TPS 13, The Springs.   What more than the 
adverse findings and the Minister for Local Government’s statement in the 
Legislative Council on September 11, 2003 does this Council need to 
commence recovery action?

It is not thought that an adverse finding of the Inquiry Report would necessarily justify 
a legal action by the City against Urban Focus.  Certainly the Inquiry 
recommendations did not suggest any such action should be considered.  There is 
no immediately apparent reason why Urban Focus would not be able to reasonably 
expect appropriate reimbursement for the work carried out by them, as their services 
were acceptably performed and they have been recompensed for those services 
provided.   On the basis that the Inquiry has not suggested that there was any 
corruption, it is not likely that Council would wish to pursue a legal action on this 
occasion.  Even if a breach of the law has occurred (and this is not suggested to be 
the case) such a breach in itself would not necessarily give due cause to pursue an 
action as proposed.
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Item 5.1.5 – Continued…

3. Springs landowners remain in the dark in relation to the determinations on 
proposed TPS 13 being gazetted into law.    Beyond the Council response to 
the adverse findings in the Council’s ‘Consolidated Report of Inquiry’ dated April  
28, 2003, could the Mayor please update landowners on the Council’s current 
position, particularly the compulsory resumption or compulsory landpool clauses 
and the 20 year non-participating owners contribution clause in the Scheme?

Council’s position on ‘The Springs’ has not altered since the initiation of the Inquiry, 
and no further deliberation will take place (except for that which is administratively 
necessary) until after the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has made a 
decision on the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 13 – “The Springs”.

4. Given the evidence and findings in Part 2 of the Report of Inquiry tabled by the 
Minister for Local Government in April 2003, and the subsequent events, would 
the Council please consider withdrawing this controversial Scheme which has 
overshadowed the area since the Council’s appointment of Urban Focus as 
consultant in 1993 and the “no-zoning” effected by Council in 1995?

No. The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure will be making a decision on the City 
of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 13 – “The Springs”
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5.2 QUESTIONS ON WHICH WRITTEN NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN PRIOR TO THE MEETING

5.2.1 Mr Paul Hitt, Belmont Residents/Ratepayers Action Group Inc

C/- 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

1. a) In reference to Item 10.6.3 of the PDC 10/11/2003 has Council researched 
the history of the Riversdale Hall (the City’s first picture theatre) that is to 
be demolished?

The Mayor advised that to the extent that the City of Belmont Municipal  
Heritage Inventory has a four page entry relative to this location, the answer is 
yes, albeit the detail contained in the Inventory is only brief.

     
b) Was any of the material in the construction of this building, which is 

included in Council’s Municipal Heritage Inventory List, donated by local 
residents as was the case of the recently demolished Redcliffe Hall?

The Mayor advised that the hall was built by a local citizens group called the 
Riversdale Progress Association, apparently without the assistance of the then 
Roads Board.  It is not known where the materials were sourced from.

2. Is Council going to replace the playground equipment, monkey bars, balancing 
beams etc that have recently been removed from Tomato Lake?

The Mayor advised that subject to Council adopting Works & Technical Services 
Committee Item 10.1.1 tonight, the playground equipment will be replaced with a 
‘Corocord Macro Spacenet 3140’.

3. Recently a resident/ratepayer was given a warning by a Ranger in regard to 
walking his dog on Gould Reserve adjacent to the Ascot Inn.  This reserve has 
no notices or signs informing residents or visitor of any restrictions in relation to 
dogs.  This reserve is popular with local residents and visitors who use 
Council’s BBQ facilities.

a) Due to the vicinity of the BBQ facilities and in the interest of hygiene will 
Council provide “doggy bags” and a receptacle in which they can be 
disposed?
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Item 5.2.1 – Continued…

The Mayor advised that Gould Reserve is not a designated Dog Exercise Area 
and therefore dogs must be held on a leash at all times. As with many of the 
City’s smaller areas of public open space, there are no signs in Gould Reserve 
stating that dogs must be held on a leash.  Given that this reserve includes the 
designated horse swimming area for Ascot, the City will pursue the installation 
of appropriate signage. The City will also provide “doggy bags” at this location 
on the existing litter receptacle.

b) Has there been any recent changes to restrictions in relation to dogs in the 
immediate area of this reserve?

The Mayor advised, No.

5.2.2 Mr Clifford Strachan, 7 Casilda Road, Duncraig

In reference to Item 10.6.9 of the Planning and Development Committee Meeting 
minutes, if WASECO were to move to more appropriate premises over the next two 
weeks and not take any more tyres, would Council consider not taking legal action at 
this time?

The Director Development advised that the recommendation to Council by the 
Planning and Development Committee basically addresses that question; if removal 
of the tyres occur the legal action may not occur, although any action or non-action 
by Council would be as a result of consultation with Council’s solicitors.

5.2.3 Mrs Pat Morgan, 3 Jennifer Way, Rossmoyne

1. Mrs Morgan attempted to ask questions of the Mayor at the OCM of October 27,  
2003, her written questions were provided to the CEO (at approximately 
6.00pm), some 1 ½ hours before that meeting.  How is it that the questions 
appear in the Agenda this evening under Item 5.1.2, when the questions were 
denied at the subject meeting?

The Mayor advised because the questions were ‘taken on notice’.
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Item 5.2.3 – Continued…

2. The CEO was paid a gratuity of $43,896 upon his departure on October 10,  
2003.  The Comex budget, for the CEO’s Department contained a deleted 
account, number 200.00.0.207, for gratuities.  Why did Council decide, contrary 
to earlier decisions to delete the gratuities, expend unbudgeted monies from a 
deleted account at the Special Meeting on October 8, 2003?

The Mayor advised that Council has not decided to delete Gratuities.

3. In the West Australian newspaper, it was reported that the departing CEO 
would be paid $320,000 upon termination.  In Repol Attachment 2, I note 
cheque 748817, is made out for $203,716.03 as a miscellaneous net salary 
payment.

a) Was cheque 748817 for $203,716.03 on October 9, 2003 made out to the 
recently departed CEO?

The Mayor advised, No.

b) Chamber of Commerce and Industry data suggests that income tax of 
some $150,000 would be due on such a payment, has Council deducted 
sufficient income tax to ensure that ratepayers are not liable for the 
apparent difference of $30,000?

The Mayor advised, Yes.

4. Why did Council “gross up” the non-applicable GST on the Council provided 
motor vehicle for a possible purchase by the CEO, then seemingly continue with 
this figure as a payment to the CEO on the termination of his contract?

The Mayor advised that this was considered appropriate as part of the negotiations.
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5.2.4 Mr Bill Foy, 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

1. Mr Foy attempted to ask questions of the Mayor at the OCM of October 27,  
2003, his written questions were provided (at approximately 6.00pm) some 1 ½ 
hours before that meeting.  How is it that the questions now appear in the 
Agenda this evening under Item 5.1.2 (sic - 5.1.3), when the questions were 
denied at the October meeting?

The Mayor advised because the questions were ‘taken on notice’.

2. The Acting CEO, Mr Hartley telephoned me this morning, three weeks after the 
meeting of October 27, 2003 to accuse me of misusing confidential information 
in formulating questions in October.  Mr Foy told the Acting CEO that the 
questions came from the public record (the Special Council Meeting of October 
8, 2003 when the CEO’s contract was terminated).  Mr Foy asked that either,  
the accusations be reduced to writing or that a written apology be provided to 
Mr Foy.  Will the Mayor please, as a matter of Urgent Business this evening 
under Item 15, propose a motion to censure the Acting CEO and provide him 
with an apology, if not, will the Acting CEO please reduce his allegations to 
writing and provide them to me within 24 hours?

The Mayor advised that the Acting CEO did not make ‘accusations’ nor had Mr Foy 
asked that the matter be ‘reduced to writing’ or that a ‘written apology’ be provided.

3. Is it proper procedure to allow the now former CEO to advertise in the West 
Australian newspaper on October 7, 2003; a Special Council Meeting, the 
purpose of which, he and Council knew, was to resolve his own termination of  
contract?

The Mayor advised, Yes.

4. The Minutes of the Special Council Meeting of October 8, 2003 record that  
three declarations of financial interest were made to the meeting at Item 3 at  
around 7.37pm, will the Council please amend that record this evening, as no 
declarations were made during the public phase of the meeting which was held 
from the opening at Item 1 at 7.37pm, through to item 6 which ended at  
7.44pm?

The Mayor advised that the minutes do not record the declarations being made 
between 7.37pm and 7.44pm.  The minutes record that the declarations “were made 
prior to the discussion on Item 6.1”. 
.
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Item 5.2.4 – Continued…

5. In regard to Mr Foy’s question appearing in the agenda this evening, concerning 
the Council reason for agreeing to the termination of the CEO’s contract on 
October 8, 2003.  The answer provided at item 5.1.3 in tonight’s agenda is that  
the reason the contract was agreed as terminated was to allow Council to move 
on.  Why couldn’t Council have “moved on” with Mr Genoni remaining as CEO, 
maintaining the status quo of the past 14 years, and saved ratepayers some 
$371,400 by doing so?

The Mayor advised because this was the result of mutual negotiations between the 
two parties.

6. Mr Foy’s question, appearing in the Agenda this evening, concerned the 
Council reason for considering GST in the so called “vehicle option” offer to the 
CEO, the “vehicle option” was declined, was there a cash component paid to 
the CEO which related to the vehicle, and why was GST included in the grossed 
up figure?

The Mayor referred to his answer for question # 5.

7. In light of the nature of accessing legal advice, will Council please consider this 
evening holding off on the appointment process for a new CEO so that Council  
might be informed an directed by the Public Finance and Administration’s 
Inquiry Report into Local Government’s engagement of CEO’s?

The Mayor advised that a representative of Council’s  solicitors was present at the 
meeting in question, to provide advice directly to Council if called upon.  No benefit 
would be achieved in delaying what will be an exhaustive recruitment process.
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5.2.5 Mr Bill Elkes, 55 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

1. Mr Elkes attempted to ask questions of the Mayor at the OCM of October 27,  
2003, his written questions were provided to the CEO well before that meeting 
(at approximately 6.00pm).  How is it that his questions appear in the Agenda 
this evening under Item 5.1.2 (sic – 5.1.4), when the questions were denied at  
the meeting?

The Mayor advised because the questions were ‘taken on notice’.

2. At Item 9 of the November Works and Technical Services Committee meeting 
the Acting CEO advised that the Customer Service Charter stipulated a 7 
working day turn around for correspondence and the Council’s “Dataworks 
Record System” has been set up for a 10 day response cycle.

a) According to the Agenda, a letter was written to me on November 13, 
2003; this is a 20 day turnaround.  Why can’t Council deliver to ratepayers 
on the policies it has implemented?

The Mayor advised that notwithstanding that the days between the two dates is 
17 not 20, whilst every effort is made to respond within the shortest time,  
resource availability sometimes does not allow this charter commitment to 
always be met.

b) Mr Elkes did not receive the letter dated November 13, 2003 neither have 
Mr Stewart, Mrs Morgan, Mr Foy or Mr O’Neil.  Can Council please check 
to see when these letters were actually sent?

The Mayor advised that the letters were signed by the himself and/or the Acting 
CEO last week and posted upon signing.

3. At Item 7 of the November Community and Executive Services Committee 
meeting the issue of “Council/Committee Resolution Status Reports” is  
discussed:

a) Reference to an example report is made, yet no attachment is evident in 
the Minutes of meeting, why?

The Mayor advised that it was not necessary.
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Item 5.2.5 – Continued…

b) Reference is also made to this initiative assisting Councillors and Officers 
and that the reports will eliminate the potential for any resolution not being 
actioned or addressed.  How can ratepayers be informed and assured that 
Council is complying with its legislative requirements?

The Mayor advised that Council produces all the documents it is legislatively 
required to do so for public consumption.

4. At Item 10.8.1 of the November Resources and Policy Committee meeting the 
Committee recommends that Council adopt the 2002 – 2003 Annual Report.  At  
page 3 of the Report, the Mayoral Report, Councillor Passeri states that Glyn 
Doney did not seek re-election in May.  The WA Electoral Commission advises 
that former Councillor Doney stood in the May elections, but was defeated by 
Kevin Bettridge.  Will Council please correct this error at the appropriate item 
this evening?

The Mayor advised that the error would be drawn to Council’s attention when it 
discusses RePol Item 10.8.1.

5. Again at Repol Item 10.8.1 the Annual Report, there is neither disclaimer nor 
qualification within the Auditors Report to ratepayers.  However several recent  
fraud charges being laid against several local government executives; it seems 
that these local governments and their auditors failed to detect the offences, 
what additional controls does the Council propose to protect ratepayers from 
fraudulent activities by elected members or employees of Council?

The Mayor advised that the City’s audit is conducted to acceptable industry and audit 
standards.

5.2.6 Mr Ross O’Neil, 3 Glyde Street, South Perth

1. Mr O’Neil attempted to ask questions of the Mayor at the OCM of October 27,  
2003, his written questions were provided to the CEO (at approximately 
6.00pm) at least 1 ½ hours before that meeting.  How is it that his questions 
appear in the Agenda this evening under Item 5.1.2 (sic – 5.1.5), when the 
questions were denied at the October meeting?

The Mayor advised because the questions were ‘taken on notice’.

2. At Item 5.1.5 on the Agenda Mr O’Neil notes that once again Council is  
proposing to recover all administration costs it has expended on the stalled TPS 
13 Project known as The Springs, yet has written off any debt associated with  
the Project.  How can the Financial Reports for 2002 – 2003 accurately reflect 
the accounts of the district if they take no account of monies Council expects to 
extract from landowners in The Springs?
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Item 5.2.6 – Continued…

The Mayor advised that the adjustment was made in accordance with contemporary 
accounting standards.

3. Were the Minister for Planning and Development not to approve TPS 13, The 
Springs, will Council please give an assurance to ratepayers that it will pursue 
the recovery of some $0.5 (sic $0.5m) of ratepayer money it has expended with  
Urban Focus and others on what must then be said to be a failed scheme?

The Mayor advised that it is considered that the answer previously provided to Mr 
O’Neil (Reference OCM 17/11/03 – Item 5.1.5 part 2) adequately addresses the 
question.

4. On page 48 of The West Australian newspaper on Friday November 14, 2003 it  
was advised by the promoters of the Balneum Apartments that:

“This strip of land is often referred to as the ‘Golden Mile’ and, although it is not  
subject to a Redevelopment Scheme, it is currently experiencing a commercial 
push from private investors that will result in a similar rejuvenation of the area to  
that which has taken place in the East Perth precinct.  The Golden Mile  
comprises the Sandringham Hotel, the Springs Precinct, the Hill 60/St John’s 
Hospital Site, Hardey Park site, the Abernethy Road Junction and the Ascot 
Precinct.”

Has a decision on The Springs already been made by the Minister?

The Mayor advised, No.

5.2.7 Karen and Darren Hart, 23 Wedderburn Place, Ascot

In respect to Item 10.6.10 of the Planning and Development Committee Meeting held 
on 10 November 2003 –

1. Why is the owner’s own land not being used for parking, considering the block 
size?

The Director – Development advised that the owner's land will be used for car 
parking.

2. Why is the owner’s property lacking a driveway ‘as is’ and no parking facilities 
‘as is’?

The Director – Development advised that the issue of the crossover is a separate 
matter and there is sufficient parking as a private residence.
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Item 5.2.7 – Continued…

3. The Planning and Development Committee has discussed a turning circle being 
provided by the owners.  How is a turning circle possible when the street width 
is only approximately five metres.

The Director – Development advised that there was no suggestion by the Planning 
and Development Committee for a turning circle to be constructed.

4. Why has the owner advertised the Bed and Breakfast for the last 17 months 
without Council approval?  

The Director – Development advised that Council does not condone any illegal use, 
but now a formal application has been made and will be considered by the Council.

5. The Planning and Development Committee has proposed that the owner is to 
construct three parking bays.  This is not feasible as the owner and family 
usually have at least three cars of their own parked at the property.  There will  
not be the space for any visitors at the proposed site.  We foresee that it will be 
used as a drop off/pick up point only.

The Director – Development advised that Council’s Manager of Technical Services 
has confirmed that it is feasible to accommodate three car parking bays on site.

6. With the construction of the four townhouses nearing completion and the 
proposed Bed and Breakfast, where does overflow parking occur?  We do not 
think it is fair that we have to ask any visitors to our home to park in the 
neighbouring suburbs because one owner has the majority of the parking.  The 
six parking bays are already in high use with approximately four being used at  
any given time.

The Director – Development advised that the car parking provision complies with the 
City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No 14.

7. With a Bed and Breakfast being a 24 hour operation we are concerned over 
visitors, midnight flights and all the extra traffic the said such business will 
create.

The Director – Development advised that it is considered that such an occurrence will 
be unlikely.
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Item 5.2.7 – Continued…

8. When purchasing the block Mr and Mrs Hart envisioned a quiet, peaceful  
existence which is why they purchased at the end of a cul de sac.  They can not  
envision it being possible for their child and future children being able to ride 
bikes and play on the street as originally designed if a Bed and Breakfast is to 
go ahead.

The Director – Development advised that it is considered that the additional traffic will 
not be significant and it can be argued that it is the responsibility for parents to 
supervise children playing on any street regardless of the status of the road.

9. Can the proposal for the Bed and Breakfast please be delayed until a proposal  
suitable for all neighbouring properties be designed.

The Director – Development advised that this is a matter for the Council to consider 
at tonight’s meeting.

5.2.8 Agata and George Chmielewski, 19 Wedderburn Place, Ascot

In respect to Item 10.6.10 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting held 
on 10 November 2003 –

1. Why has the Planning and Development Committee approved the proposal  
considering the majority of neighbouring properties are against the proposal?

The Director – Development advised that the Planning and Development Committee 
has recommended approval to the Council having considered the views of residents.  
Planning decisions are not made by a vote from residents, but the merits of the 
arguments are carefully assessed by the Council.

2. It is not feasible for a commercial property to be amidst residential properties.

The Director – Development advised that this is a matter which is not a valid planning 
consideration.

3. A commercial property such as a Bed and Breakfast attracts strangers to the 
area along with the extra load of visitors/vagrants attracting extra traffic through 
the cul de sac.

The Director – Development advised that the additional traffic is not considered to 
cause a significant adverse effect.

4. The parking that was proposed by the Planning and Development Committee is 
opposite a residential bedroom window where residents/children sleep.  In the 
initial layout of the suburb the limited street width was not seen as a problem.  If  
parking is permitted where proposed it will be approximately 10 metres from 
other residents’ bedroom windows?
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Item 5.2.8 – Continued…

The Director – Development advised that the addition of a maximum of three cars is 
not considered to result in a significant adverse effect to the residential amenity.

5. Can the approval for the proposed Bed and Breakfast please be delayed until  
more consideration has been given to the points raised by neighbours?

The Director – Development advised that this is a matter for the Council to consider 
at tonight’s meeting.

5.2.9 Robert Weymouth, 21 Wedderburn Place, Ascot

In respect to Item 10.6.10 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting held 
on 10 November 2003 – If Council does not support the car parking on the south 
west side of the property, will it agree to parking on the north east side or 
alternatively delay consideration on the matter to seek further public consultation?

The Director – Development advised that the possibility of providing three car parking 
bays on the north east side of the property was examined by Council’s Manager 
Technical Services.  He has advised that this cannot be supported on traffic safety 
grounds and is of the opinion that the bays can only be located on the south west 
side.

The matter of Council referring the application to the next Planning and Development 
Committee meeting will be considered at tonight’s meeting.

5.2.10   Mr Rob Greenwood, 151 Coolgardie Avenue, Redcliffe

The Mayor advised that Mr Greenwood has posed several questions, (received late 
this afternoon) for tonight’s question time, most of which he considered are both 
personal and insulting.  The Mayor advised that at this point in time, it is appropriate 
for him to rule the first six questions ‘out of order’, however, he will be forwarding 
them to the Department of Local Government for their advice.

In regard to the seventh question, namely “Mayor, do you plan to appoint the Acting 
CEO to the position of CEO during the Christmas period when Council is in recess 
and being run by the executive”, the Mayor answered as follows:  The Council at their 
8 October 2003 meeting resolved …”That in accordance with Council policy (C1.1.5), 
the Deputy Chief Executive Officer to act in the position of Chief Executive Officer 
until such time as the new incumbent takes up the position”.  It is anticipated that the 
new CEO will not be appointed within the period in question.  The City has a 
Delegation of Authority that covers the January recess period where the Executive 
Committee can act.  Such a practice is quite acceptable.
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5.3 QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR

5.3.1 Mr Michael Ryan, 55 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Mr Ryan commenced to deliver a lengthy preamble and was repeatedly requested by 
the Mayor, to put his question.  Mr Ryan refused to do so.

***8.07pm Due to the refusal by Mr Ryan to comply with the repeated instructions of 
the Mayor, and to the extent that it impeded the progress of the meeting, 
the Mayor adjourned the meeting for a short period.

Prior to reconvening the meeting, the Mayor requested that the Acting 
Chief Executive Officer read the relevant sections of the Standing Orders 
pertaining to the conduct of the Public Gallery.  The Acting Chief 
Executive Officer read out the following:-

8.6 Prevention of Disturbance

(1) Any member of the public addressing the Council or a committee is to extend due 
courtesy and respect to the Council or committee and the processes under which they 
operate and must take direction from the person presiding whenever called upon to do 
so.

(2) No person, is to create a disturbance at a meeting, by interrupting or interfering with the 
proceedings, whether by expressing approval or dissent, by conversing or by another 
means.

(3) Any person interrupting the proceedings of the Council or the committee shall, when so 
directed by the Mayor or Presiding Member, forthwith leave the Council chambers or 
Committee Meeting Room.

***8.12pm The Mayor reconvened the meeting.

Mr Ryan asked how the Mayor determined that Mr Ryan (allegedly) was threatening 
a person at the Special Electors meeting held on 16 October 2003, that person 
proving to be the Mayor’s son?

The Mayor advised that at the time he was unaware of the identity of the person that 
Mr Ryan had approached, however interpreted that the physical actions of Mr Ryan 
were intimidatory.

***8.13pm Due to the continued interruption to the conduct of the meeting by way 
of interjection (by Mr Michael Ryan, Mr Peter Stewart, Mr Rob Greenwood 
and others), the Mayor again adjourned the meeting.
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***8.15pm Once order was regained, the Mayor reconvened the meeting.

5.3.2 Mr Roger Broinowski, 66 Armadale Road, Rivervale

In respect to ‘black spot’ and dangerous traffic area zonings, Mr Broinowski asked 
will the Council please provide the figures of the Commonwealth funding provided to 
the City to address those problem areas, and the figures contributed by the City to 
these projects?

The Mayor advised that he would take the question ‘On Notice’.

5.3.3 Mr Peter Stewart, 272 Peet Road, Roleystone

Mr Stewart commenced to deliver a lengthy preamble and was repeatedly requested 
by the Mayor to put his question.  Mr Stewart refused to do so.

***8.17pm Due to the refusal by Mr Stewart to comply with the instructions of the 
Mayor to the extent that it impeded the progress of the meeting, the 
Mayor ruled Mr Stewart’s question ‘out of order’ and adjourned the 
meeting for a short period.

***8.18pm Due to the continued interruption by Mr Stewart to the extent that the 
meeting would not be able to proceed, the Mayor resumed the meeting 
and instructed the security guard to remove Mr Stewart from the meeting 
room in accordance with Section 82 of the Police Act.

Mr Stewart refused to be removed from the meeting.

***8.19pm The Mayor adjourned the meeting and instructed the Acting Chief 
Executive Officer to contact the Police Service to remove Mr Stewart 
from the meeting.

***8.20pm Upon Mr Stewart departing the meeting, the Mayor reconvened the 
meeting.

***8.21pm Due to the continued interjections by a member of the Public Gallery 
(Mr Greenwood) the Mayor again adjourned the meeting.
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***8.24pm Once order was regained the Mayor reconvened the meeting and 
apologised to those members of the Public Gallery that were not party to 
the interruptions to the meeting.  The Mayor requested the Acting Chief 
Executive Officer to again read the relevant section of the Standing 
Orders pertaining to the conduct of the Public Gallery.  The Acting Chief 
Executive Officer read out the following -

8.6 Prevention of Disturbance

(1) Any member of the public addressing the Council or a committee is to extend due 
courtesy and respect to the Council or committee and the processes under which they 
operate and must take direction from the person presiding whenever called upon to do 
so.

Penalty $1,000

(2) No person is to create a disturbance at a meeting, by interrupting or interfering with the 
proceedings, whether by expressing approval or dissent, by conversing or by another 
means.

Penalty $1,000

(3) Any person interrupting the proceedings of the Council or the committee shall, when so 
directed by the Mayor or Presiding Member, forthwith leave the Council chambers or 
Committee Meeting Room.

5.3.4 Mr Paul Hitt, Belmont Residents/Ratepayers Action Group Inc

C/- 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

Can Mr Neil Hartley please explain why the wording in the advertisement placed in 
the West Australian by Council, in relation to the petition presented to Council 
concerning the Ascot Water Playground and a vote of no confidence in the Mayor, 
differs significantly to that printed on the petitions signed by many residents and 
ratepayers of Belmont, and as printed in Item 8.2 of the minutes of 17 November 
2003.

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that he believes the notice sufficiently 
records the purpose of the meeting.

***8.30pm As there were no further questions, the Mayor declared Public Question 
Time closed.
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6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

HELD 27 OCTOBER 2003

RICHARDSON MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, THAT 

THE MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD ON 27 OCTOBER 
2003, AS PRINTED AND CIRCULATED TO ALL COUNCILLORS, BE CONFIRMED 
AS A TRUE AND ACCURATE RECORD, SUBJECT TO THE DATE ON PAGE 39 OF 
ITEM 12.3 (SPECIAL ELECTORS MEETING – ASCOT WATER PLAYGROUND –
16 OCTOBER 2003) BEING ALTERED FROM ‘24 SEPTEMBER 2003’, TO 
’16 SEPTEMBER 2003’.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

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

The Mayor referred to his request for leave of absence at the last Council Meeting 
(OCM 27/10/03 – Item 10.1.2) and requested approval for an extension of the period 
by four days, to that of 27 November 2003 to 1 December 2003.

TEASDALE MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, THAT

COUNCILLOR PASSERI BE GRANTED LEAVE OF ABSENCE FROM ALL 
COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR THE PERIOD 27 NOVEMBER 2003 
TO 1 DECEMBER 2003, INCLUSIVE.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

10.2 GENERAL

Nil.

10.3 LATE CORRESPONDENCE OF AN URGENT NATURE

Nil.
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11. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

11.1 WORKS & TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING

HELD 3 NOVEMBER 2003

Receipt of Minutes

TEASDALE MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, THAT

THE MINUTES OF THE WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE 
MEETING HELD ON 3 NOVEMBER 2003, AS PRINTED AND CIRCULATED TO 
ALL COUNCILLORS, BE RECEIVED.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 10.1.1 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Bass.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

TEASDALE MOVED, BASS SECONDED, THAT 

RECOMMENDATION ITEMS 8.1, 10.2.1, 10.2.2, 10.3.1 TO 10.3.5, AND 10.4.1 OF 
THE WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 
3 NOVEMBER 2003, BE ADOPTED EN BLOC (I.E. WITH THE EXCEPTION OF 
ITEMS ITEM 10.1.1).

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0
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11.1.1   Withdrawn Item 10.1.1 - Installation Of Corocord Macro Spacenet 3140

BASS MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, THAT 

THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION NOT BE ADOPTED AND THE MATTER BE 
REFERRED TO THE NEXT WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE 
FOR FURTHER INVESTIGATION INTO APPROPRIATE SOFT FALL SURFACE
(OTHER THAN SAND) FOR THE PLAYGROUND EQUIPMENT.

LOST 1 VOTE TO 7
For: Bass

Against: Passeri, Richardson, Blair, Whiteley, Marks, Powell, Teasdale

TEASDALE MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, THAT

1. COUNCIL APPROVE THE INSTALLATION OF A COROCORD SPACENET AT 
TOMATO LAKE FOR THE VALUE OF $29,000 BUDGETTED IN THIS 
FINANCIAL YEAR AND FUNDED FROM 960.20.7.252.322 – G0105 –
PLAYGROUND GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS.

2. THE COST OF INSTALLING SOFTFALL SURFACES (OTHER THAN SAND) 
BE INVESTIGATED FOR ALL COUNCIL PLAYGROUNDS AND BE 
REPORTED TO A FUTURE WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES 
COMMITTEE MEETING.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

11.2 COMMUNITY & EXECUTIVE SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING

HELD 4 NOVEMBER 2003  

Receipt of Minutes

RICHARDSON MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, THAT

THE MINUTES OF THE COMMUNITY AND EXECUTIVE SERVICES COMMITTEE 
MEETING HELD ON 4 NOVEMBER 2003, AS PRINTED AND CIRCULATED TO 
ALL COUNCILLORS, BE RECEIVED.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Nil.
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Item 11.2 – Continued…

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

POWELL MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, THAT 

RECOMMENDATION ITEMS 7.1, 8.1, 10.2.1 AND 10.5.1 OF THE COMMUNITY 
AND EXECUTIVE SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 4 NOVEMBER 
2003, BE ADOPTED EN BLOC.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

11.3 PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING

HELD 10 NOVEMBER 2003

Receipt of Minutes

MARKS MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, THAT

THE MINUTES OF THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING 
HELD ON 10 NOVEMBER 2003, AS PRINTED AND CIRCULATED TO ALL 
COUNCILLORS, BE RECEIVED.

CARRIED BY ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 8 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 10.3.1 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Blair
Item 10.4.1 and 10.6.8 were withdrawn at the request of Cr Bass
Item 10.4.2 and 10.6.10 were withdrawn at the request of Cr Marks
Item 10.3.2 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Powell

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

MARKS MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, THAT 

RECOMMENDATION ITEMS 8.1, 10.4.3, 10.6.1 TO 10.6.7 AND 10.6.9 OF THE 
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 
10 NOVEMBER 2003, BE ADOPTED EN BLOC (I.E. WITH THE EXCEPTION OF 
ITEMS 10.3.1, 10.3.2, 10.4.1, 10.4.2, 10.6.8, AND 10.6.10).

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

***8.50pm The Acting Chief Executive Officer departed the meeting.

***8.51pm The Acting Chief Executive Officer rejoined the meeting
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11.3.1   Withdrawn Item 10.3.1 - Future of Reserve 26219 (1) Hilton Grove, Ascot 

BLAIR MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, THAT

THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION NOT BE ADOPTED AND TO CLARIFY THE 
FUTURE REQUIREMENTS FOR THE RESERVE, COUNCIL –

1. NOT PURSUE THE DISPOSAL OF PORTION OF RESERVE 26219 (1) HILTON 
GROVE AT THIS TIME.

2. REQUEST THE WESTERN AUSTRALIAN PLANNING COMMISSION TO 
EXAMINE THE NEED TO INCLUDE ALL OF RESERVE 26219 (1) HILTON 
GROVE AS ‘PARKS AND RECREATION’ UNDER THE METROPOLITAN 
REGION SCHEME AS PART OF ITS REVIEW OF THE ADEQUACY OF THE 
FORESHORE ‘PARKS AND RECREATION’ RESERVE FOR THE PRIVATELY 
OWNED PROPERTIES WITH FRONTAGES TO THE SWAN RIVER, 
FAUNTLEROY AVENUE AND HAY ROAD AND ADVISE THE COUNCIL 
ACCORDINGLY.

3. FORWARD TO THE DEPARTMENT FOR PLANNING AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE A COPY OF THIS REPORT AND ALL SUBMISSIONS 
RECEIVED.

4. THAT COUNCIL LIAISE WITH THE SWAN RIVER TRUST TO LOOK AT THE 
RIVER BANK TO SEE WHAT RESTORATION WORK IS NEEDED.

5. REFER THE MATTER TO THE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT FOR 
POSSIBILITIES OF LANDSCAPING PLAN FOR PUBLIC OPEN SPACE 
UTILISATION AND SIGNAGE.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

***8.53pm The Acting Chief Executive Officer departed the meeting.
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11.3.2 Withdrawn Item 10.3.2 - Draft Vehiclar Access Plan – Lots 62, 1352, 8, 9, 
10 & 11 (297, 299, 301, 303, 305 & 307) Orrong Road and Strata Lots 1 & 2 
(5-5A) Fulham Street, Kewdale

MARKS MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, THAT

THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION NOT BE ADOPTED AND TO ENABLE
LANDOWNERS TO HAVE AN EXTENSION OF TIME UNTIL 4 DECEMBER 2003 TO 
ADVISE THE CITY OF THEIR EASEMENT OPTION, THE MATTER BE REFERRED 
TO THE NEXT PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE FOR FUTURE 
CONSIDERATION.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

11.3.3 Withdrawn Item 10.4.1 - Amendment No. 20 to City of Belmont Town 
Planning Scheme No. 14 – Proposed Relocation of Tanunda Drive and 
Rezoning of Location 14004 Tanunda Drive  

MARKS MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, THAT

THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION BE ADOPTED WITHOUT AMENDMENT 
OR MODIFICATION.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 1
For: Passeri, Richardson, Blair, Whiteley, Marks, Powell, Teasdale 

Against: Bass

***8.56pm The Acting Chief Executive Officer rejoined the meeting.
Having earlier declared an interest, Cr Bass departed the meeting.

11.3.4 Withdrawn Item 10.4.2 - Amendment No. 29 (Commercial Vehicle 
Parking) to the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14

MARKS MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, THAT

THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION BE ADOPTED WITHOUT AMENDMENT 
OR MODIFICATION.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 0

***8.57pm Cr Bass rejoined the meeting.
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11.3.5 Withdrawn Item 10.6.8 - Lot 20 (13) O’Leary Place, Redcliffe –
Application for Family Day Care

BASS MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, THAT

THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION NOT BE ADOPTED AND THAT DUE TO 
CONCERNS OF THE SIZE OF THE BLOCK AND IMPACT OF NOISE ON 
NEIGHBOURING RESIDENTS, THE MATTER BE REFERRED TO THE NEXT 
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING FOR FURTHER 
CONSIDERATION.

LOST 2 VOTES TO 6
For: Teasdale, Bass

Against: Passeri, Richardson, Blair, Whiteley, Marks, Powell

BLAIR MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, THAT

THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION BE ADOPTED WITHOUT AMENDMENT 
OR MODIFICATION.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 1
For: Passeri, Richardson, Blair, Whiteley, Marks, Powell, Teasdale

Against: Bass

***9.20pm Cr Bass sought permission from the Mayor to leave the meeting for a 
personal commitment and subsequently departed the meeting and did 
not return.

11.3.6 Withdrawn Item 10.6.10 - Lot 71 (4) Wedderburn Place, Ascot - Proposed 
Bed and Breakfast Service (Invercloy Estate)

MARKS MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, THAT

THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION BE ADOPTED WITHOUT AMENDMENT 
OR MODIFICATION.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 0
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11.4 RESOURCES & POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING

HELD 11 NOVEMBER 2003

Receipt of Minutes

BLAIR MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, THAT

THE MINUTES OF THE RESOURCES AND POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING 
HELD ON 11 NOVEMBER 2003, AS PRINTED AND CIRCULATED TO ALL 
COUNCILLORS, BE RECEIVED.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Items 10.7.2 and 10.8.1 were withdrawn at the request of Cr Richardson.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

POWELL MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, THAT 

RECOMMENDATION ITEMS 8.1, 10.1.1, 10.5.1, 10.7.1 AND 11.1 OF THE 
RESOURCES AND POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 11 NOVEMBER 
2003, BE ADOPTED EN BLOC (I.E. WITH THE EXCEPTION OF ITEMS 10.7.2 
AND 10.8.1).

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 0

***9.28pm Having earlier declared a financial interest, Councillor Teasdale left the 
meeting.

11.4.1 Withdrawn Item 10.7.2 - Accounts for Payment

RICHARDSON MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, THAT

THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION BE ADOPTED WITHOUT AMENDMENT 
OR MODIFCATION.

CARRIED 6 VOTES TO 0
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***9.29pm Cr Teasdale rejoined the meeting.

11.4.2 Withdrawn Item 10.8.1 - Adoption of the Annual Report 2002-2003

RICHARDSON MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, THAT

THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION NOT BE ADOPTED AND TO CORRECT 
AN ERROR IN THE MAYOR’S REPORT, COUNCIL -

1. ADOPT THE 2002-2003 ANNUAL REPORT AS CIRCULATE, SUBJECT TO 
THE FIRST SENTENCE OF THE PENULTIMATE PARAGRAPH OF THE 
MAYOR’S REPORT BEING ADJUSTED TO READ –

“IN CLOSING I WOULD LIKE TO RECOGNISE THE EFFORTS OF THREE 
LONG STANDING COUNCILLORS WHOSE TERMS CONCLUDED IN MAY 
2003, NAMELY GLYN DONEY, MIKE GODSELL AND ANDREW MURFIN”.

2. THAT THE AVAILABILITY OF THE ANNUAL REPORT BE ADVERTISED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 5.55 OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 
1995.

3. THAT THE ANNUAL REPORT BE AVAILABLE TO MEMBERS OF THE 
PUBLIC AT THE ANNUAL MEETING OF ELECTORS ON WEDNESDAY, 
10 DECEMBER 2003.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 0
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12. REPORTS OF OFFICERS

12.1 INFORMATION ONLY ITEMS

Report by Community and Executive Services Division.

LOCATION

Not Applicable.

APPLICANT

Not Applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

35/006 Information Material to/from Councillors

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Not Applicable.

DATE

14 November 2003

SUMMARY

The City delivers a variety of information items to Councillors, including internal 
memorandums, Local Government industry information, newsletters, notices and 
publications.  These items do not require a formal decision by Council, however are 
provided to assist Councillors in being informed of a range of Council and Local 
Government related activities.  

BACKGROUND

The following is a summary of the general information only items and memorandums 
delivered to Councillors for the period 31 October 2003 – 14 November 2003.

COMMENT

Nil.
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Item 12.1 – Continued …

DATED SUBJECT
31/10/03 Memo – Advert in St Maria Goretti Newsletter

ALGA News 31/10/03
Memo – Annual Civic Dinner
Belmont City College News
WALGA – LG News Issue No. 43.03
Memo – Site Tour- Major Playground Facilities 5/11/03
Information Report for Councillors – PDC – 31/10/03
Memo – Use of Councillor’s Office
Memo – 2003 City Fair and Multicultural Festival
Memo – Informal Reception for Essential Services/Public 
Utilities/Racing Ind
Memo – Council/ Committee Resolution Status Report
Agenda – Community & Executive Services Committee
Agenda – Works & Technical Services Committee

7/11/03 WALGA – LG News Issue No. 44.03
ALGA News 4/11/03
Local Govt Update – No 48, October 2003
Local Govt and Regional Development Circular No 2003-18
Belmont Bulletin
Memo – City of Belmont Playground Equipment Audit
Memo – Special Council Meeting – Monday 1 December 2003
Memo – Councillors Workshop – Marketing/Communications
WALGA – Framework for new System of Scrutiny and Dealing 
with Misconduct in Local Govt and WA Local Govt Assoc.
Quarterly Events Calendar
REPOL – Matters Behind Closed Doors 11.1 – Contract 
Renewal Building Manager Services
Memo – Letter of thanks
Memo – Councillor Service Requests
Memo – Policies of the WA Planning Commission
Agenda – Planning & Development
Agenda – Resources & Policy Committee

14/11/03 Memo – Staff Xmas Function and Office Hours
Local Govt News Issue 45.03
Local Govt Focus Newspaper Vol 19: No 11
Red Hill Open Day 2003 Invitation
Belmont Business Talk Magazine
Invites to Civic Dinner
Media Release – WA top State for recycling
Memo – Fax and Printer Upgrades
Memo – Graffiti
Memo – Status Report Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre Tender 
Process
Information Report REPOL 14 November 2003
Information Report WTS 14 November 2003 
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Item 12.1 – Continued …

CONSULTATION

Nil.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Notwithstanding there might be some legislative implications contained within the 
various items detailed above, Section 5.92 and 5.93 of the Local Government Act 
1995 have a general application in respect to the provision of information to 
Councillors.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Whilst there might be some policy implications contained within the various items 
detailed above, none are apparent for the purpose of this report.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Whilst there might be some financial implications contained within the various items 
detailed above, none are apparent for the purpose of this report.

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan

Whilst there might be some Strategic Plan implications contained within the various 
items detailed above, none are apparent for the purpose of this report.

Operational Plan

Whilst there might be some Operational implications contained within the various 
items detailed above, for the purpose of this report, the following is applicable.

Organisational Strategy O5/1 (c) – “To keep Councillors informed of relevant industry 
and officer activities, regular update reports be presented to Council and the 
respective committees.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Whilst there might be some environmental implications contained within the various 
items detailed above, none are apparent for the purpose of this report.

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required only.
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Item 12.1 – Continued …

POWELL MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, THAT

1. THE INFORMATION PROVIDED TO ALL COUNCILLORS AND LISTED IN 
THIS “INFORMATION ONLY ITEMS” REPORT (EXCLUDING THE 
ANALYSIS OF INVESTMENTS SECTION OF THE CORPORATE SERVICES 
INFORMATION REPORTS) BE NOTED AND RECEIVED.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 0

***9.32pm Having earlier declared a financial interest Cr Passeri departed the 
meeting and the Deputy Mayor, Cr Richardson assumed the Chair.

TEASDALE MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, THAT

2. THE ANALYSIS OF INVESTMENTS SECTION OF THE CORPORATE 
SERVICES INFORMATION REPORTS BE NOTED AND RECEIVED.

CARRIED 6 VOTES TO 0

***9.33pm Cr Passeri returned to the meeting.  The Mayor resumed the Chair.
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13. REPORTS OF DELEGATES

13.1 CR WHITELEY – SUSTAINABLE BUILDING WA CONFERENCE

Cr 1Whiteley presented the report below on her attendance at the abovementioned 
conference.

“James Pol and I attended the conference, where we listened and spoke to some 
very knowledgeable (and passionate) guest speakers. 

For me as a ‘Future Well Balanced Committee Member’ there were three concepts 
that stood out.

1. South Atwell Primary School will wear the tag of being the ‘First Sustainable 
School in WA’.  The presenters Lara Mackintosh (Taylor Robinson B&N) and 
Bill Grace (GHD) were so enthusiastic about this project.  They have included 
the Community Centre within the school grounds.  The students from day 1,  
grade 1 will know all about sustainability in every form.  James and I have been 
invited to an inspection of the project when it is nearer completion.

2. Reversed brick veneer, as in brick internal walls (heat in) steel frame (cool air) 
and cladding on the outside (heat out) great concept, ‘obvious really’.

3. The Department of Housing and Works are working with local people in Broome 
and they are building an ‘Eco House’ that is suited to the area.  The finer details 
were so obvious they looked simple.

Solar passive is slowly being incorporated into new Developments, and the more it 
happens the cheaper the products/technology will get.

From the State Energy Development Office (SEDO) we heard about ‘push’ button 
light switches in rest rooms, which turn out the lights after 10 minutes, this provides 
cost and energy savings for business.

Grey water recycling is a ‘goer’ (again in new developments).

All presenters stressed that sustainability starts with the land developers who need to 
be encouraged by the Department of Planning and Infrastructure and Local 
Governments to get the orientation of the blocks right in the first place.

                                             
1 Spelling error corrected.
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Item 13.1 – Continued…

Finally I feel that in the future I will surely refer to the notes I took because 
sustainable, sadly, is about the future, when it really should be about the now”.

RICHARDSON MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, THAT

THE REPORT OF CR WHITELEY BE NOTED AND RECEIVED.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 0

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

Nil.

15. MATTERS FOR WHICH MEETING MAY BE CLOSED

Nil.

16. CLOSURE

There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor declared the meeting closed at 
9.34pm.


