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MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD IN THE CITY OF 
BELMONT CIVIC CENTRE, 215 WRIGHT STREET, CLOVERDALE, ON MONDAY 
19 NOVEMBER 2001, COMMENCING AT 7.30 PM

PRESENT

Cr P R Passeri, JP West Ward
Cr M H Blair 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
Mr M Ferialdi Manager – Health Services
Ms D Barker Manager – Library Services
Mr D Harris Manager – Technical Services

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

There were 34 members of the public and 1 member of the press (Southern Gazette) 
present.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Mayor opened the meeting and welcomed all those in attendance.

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

2.1 APOLOGIES

Councillor Dornford – Central Ward
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2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil.

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Teasdale declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.1.1 of the 
Works and Technical Services Committee meeting minutes dated 5 November 2001.  
The nature of the interest being that he is a shareholder in Bristile.

In accordance with the City of Belmont’s Code of Conduct, Councillor Powell 
declared an interest that could give rise to a reasonable belief that her impartiality 
may be adversely affected.  The interest is in Items 8.2.1 and 8.2.2 of the 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting minutes dated 
6 November 2001, which may affect her impartiality in respect to the nominations for 
the Community Service Awards.

Councillor Powell declared a financial interest.  The interest was in Item 8.3.2 and 
8.4.3 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting dated 12 November 
2001.  The nature of the interest being that she owns a property in Knutsford Avenue.

Mr Colin Evans from Urban Focus declared a financial interest.  The interest was in 
Item 8.7.6 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting dated 12 November 
2001.  The nature of the interest being that he is the primary contact town planning 
consultant for Town Planning Scheme No. 13 – “The Springs”.  His wife, Judith 
Evans, is a Co-Director of Coburg Nominees Pty Ltd trading as ‘Urban Focus’ and is 
half owner of Lots 1 and 2 Malvern Road within the proposed Town Planning 
Scheme No. 13 – “The Springs” area.

Ms Kasia Betka from Urban Focus declared a financial interest.  The interest was in 
Item 8.7.6 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting dated 12 November 
2001.  The nature of the interest being that she is an employee of Urban Focus who 
are the Scheme Managers for Town Planning Scheme No. 13 – “The Springs.

Councillor Passeri declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.8.3 of the 
Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 13 November 2001.  The 
nature of the interest being that he has shares and superannuation with AMP.

Councillor Dornford declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.8.3 of the 
Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 13 November 2001.  The 
nature of the interest being that he has shares with AMP.
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4. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

4.1 Mayor highlighted that the City had recently received an award from the 
Neighbourhood Watch organization in recognition of our ongoing contribution 
and support of the Neighbourhood Watch Program.

4.2 Highlighted that Hon Michelle Roberts, Minister for Transport, announced the 
50km/hr speed limit to commence on 1 December in Belmont last week.

4.3 Mayor read out an award recently won by Urban Focus (The Springs 
Development Project Managers) for the residential development “Cockburn 
Gardens Estate”.  The award reads as follows:

“So impressed were the Judges by Cockburn Gardens Estate that they 
recommended to the President of the Urban Development Institute of 
Australia, that it is a worthy recipient of the inaugural President’s Award.

The Judges commented that Cockburn Gardens Estate demonstrated 
persistence, professionalism and innovation.

This project has had significant environmental issues and planning problems 
given the existing tenancy of properties.  It is truly unique given the number of 
individual landowners and their ethnic origins.  It is apparent that many 
innovative legal initiatives have been undertaken to arrive at a workable 
subdivision model to protect the financial and ownership interests of all 
involved.

Congratulations in particular to Urban Focus principal Colin Evans, on his 
extraordinary knowledge of the market and his ability to negotiate with a wide 
range of stakeholders to achieve a successful outcome for all involved”.

4.4 Mayor announced that the Australian Hotels Association Awards for 
Excellence for 2001 “Best Bistro Award”, was awarded to Belmont Tavern.
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*** 7.37 pm

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

Nil

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

5.2.1 Mr Michael Robson, President - Belmont Ratepayers and Residents 
Association

Can the Council outline their future plans for the development of recreational facilities 
for the youth in the Redcliffe area?

Chief Executive Officer advised that he presumed Mr Robson was asking if Council 
could develop another skateboard park in Redcliffe.

Council, after careful consideration decided that a centralised high quality facility 
provided the best outcome for our City wide youth who incidentally were part of the 
Skateboard Park decision process, including its location.

Obviously to replicate this $250,000 facility at other locations in our City would not be 
justified expenditure of ratepayers funds.

As far as ease of access to this facility is concerned, contrary to your suggestions, 
the very compact nature of Belmont’s residential areas supports the centralisation of 
better quality major facilities than having a scattering of substandard facilities and 
Faulkner Park could hardly be more central.  As a consequence, it has been chosen 
as the location for the soon to be constructed bike park.

Interestingly, as far as access to the Skatepark is concerned, many skateboarders 
from as far away as Rockingham and Kalamunda regularly use our Park.  With 
regard to other recreational facilities Council has a fairly even distribution of a range 
of active recreation facilities throughout our district including Redcliffe where, 
coincidentally some of these facilities are significantly under utilised.

The City has, over a period of time, surveyed its residents including Redcliffe, about 
recreational facilities and I am not aware of significant deficiencies that have been 
highlighted in Redcliffe.
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Item 5.2.1 Continued …

The City would, of course, welcome evidence of particular recreational needs in 
Redcliffe or any other area of our City so we can include that in our future recreation 
planning process.

The Mayor added further, that during the recent AMAC Conference he had the 
pleasure of hosting a visit to the Skateboard Park, the Mayor, Chief Executive Officer 
and two other Officers from the City of Hume in Victoria.  They were all very 
impressed and made many notes.  Whilst chatting with the youth using the facility, it 
was noted that many of the youth travelled from areas such as Bayswater, Morley 
and even as far as Warwick.  I believe that the youth will travel to use this facility and 
with the help of public transport, the central facility will be sufficient for some time into 
the future.

5.2.2 Mr Paul Hitt, Spokesperson – Belmont Residents/Ratepayers Action 
Group Inc

1 How many car bays will be lost at the Belmont Forum due to the new pathway 
under construction opposite the entrance to the Reading Cinema complex?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that no car bays would be lost.  The pathway is 
in accordance with the originally approved plans for the forum redevelopment, which 
addresses Council’s carparking requirements for the site.

2 Why does the City of Belmont not recognise Volunteers throughout the 
community who give their services to the people of Belmont such as St 
Vincent De Paul, Salvation Army and others.  Could Council adopt a policy 
that includes recognition of all volunteers?

The Chief Executive Officer outlined that the City has, for many years, formally 
acknowledged the efforts of “City of Belmont Volunteers” through awards for years of 
service and an annual dinner.

As part of the City of Belmont’s recognition of the International Year of the Volunteer, 
consideration was given in fact to this very question of volunteers in general.  
However after some investigation it became apparent that any form of recognition 
other than some form of general statement would be an enormous task.  
Considerations included:

 The sheer number of volunteers in our community.  While no attempt was made 
to quantify that number it is estimated that we are talking in the thousands; 
charitable organizations, service clubs, religious bodies, sporting clubs, 
community organizations, youth organization, Neighbourhood Watch members 
etc.  In fact, recent Australia wide statistics reveal that approximately 25% of 
Australia’s population are volunteers.  These figures would translate to Belmont 
having approximately 6000 volunteers.
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Item 5.2.2 Continued …

 The number of Belmont residents who volunteer outside of their community.

The City did, of course, acknowledge and thank all volunteers in a Belmont Bulletin 
earlier in the year.

The City would be keen to explore any meaningful form of acknowledgement at the 
same time conscious of any possible significant administrative or resource costs.

3 Are Councillors selected to attend conferences on knowledge, merit, and 
service or is there a selection criteria?

The Chief Executive Officer highlighted that yes, there is a selection criteria and 
these relate to knowledge and merit which often means that the Chairman or a 
Councillor from the related Council Committee, Working Group or Sub Committee are 
considered, depending on their availability.

4 Has or will the Council appoint ratepayers or residents to the Committee or 
focus group dealing with the rationalisation of public open space within the 
City of Belmont?

The Chief Executive Officer answered that two Councillors who are ratepayers and 
residents are on this focus group.  Should Council wish to consider supporting any of 
the focus group’s suggestions that may relate to rationalisation of public open space 
then input from the wider community, particularly those that have a relationship to the 
public open space, would certainly be sought.

5 Who is responsible for the cleaning of the swimming pool at the Oasis 
complex as excreta has been observed and which may have presented a 
health risk?

The Chief Executive Officer responded that the Oasis management and staff are 
responsible.  Unfortunately such accidents do very occasionally occur and 
appropriate remedial action is taken as soon as possible by the Oasis staff.

5.2.3 Mr Paul Hitt – 85 Fitzroy Road, Rivervale

1 As the former Bowling Club site (152 Great Eastern Highway) is now being 
developed could the Council please advise:
a) The total price received for the site?
b) When the sale was settled?

2 Regarding the same site, did Council provide any cash services or other 
contributions to the rehabilitation of this site during the contract period?
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Item 5.2.3 Continued …

3 Was the Bowling Club site ever formally valued and if so:
a) By whom?
b) When?
c) Valuation figure?

4 Has the Council entered into any agreement to sell the land encompassing the 
forma Parry Field (and being part of Lot 5 and Lot 49) subject to the lifting of 
the Deed of Trust protecting this property.  If so:

a) To whom?
b) Sale price on each Lot?
c) When was the contract formalised?
d) Will any part of this land be retained for Public Open Space?
e) If so, what is the land area proposed to be retained and where is it 

located?

The Mayor advised that as the questions were detailed and only recently received, 
they would need to be taken on notice.

5.2.4 WJ & G Elkes – 55 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Asked why Council is recommending adoption of (The Springs) Town Planning 
Scheme 13 in the face of landowners opposition and why a 20 year redevelopment 
condition had been imposed?

The Director-Development responded, outlining that if the Scheme was to proceed, it 
would be unfair for non-participating landowners to subdivide or redevelop their land 
and reap a significant windfall profit without making a contribution towards the costs 
of general redevelopment and upgrading of the area.  It was considered that a period 
of 10 years would pass quickly and therefore a longer period of 20 years was 
considered appropriate.

Council is prepared to consider adoption of proposed Town Planning Scheme No 13 
despite opposition from landowners, because of the planning objectives for the area 
that are in the interest of the wider community.  A group of private landowners cannot 
dictate their wishes to the community and usurp the proper planning decision making 
process that rests with the Council, the Western Australian Planning Commission and 
the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.
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5.2.5 Pat Morgan – Lot 133 Malvern Road

I refer to the Notice of Meeting and Agenda for this evening.  With reference to the 
Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 12 November 2001, 
Item 8.7.6, TPS 13 “The Springs” development, I ask:

1 Why does the report, under “Viability” continue to misrepresent “nett returns” 
to landowners on a dollar per square metre, when landowners are given no 
direct indication of what reduced area their land holding will represent under 
the scheme?

2 Why have all the Headworks cost allocations changed since the close of 
readvertising?

3 Why does the new Headworks costing favour Cell 3.  Cell 3 contains some 
31% of road frontage yet now contributes only 13% for these Scheme costs?

4 What is meant by the statement ….”The current value on a dollar per square 
metre basis was considered to be not adversely affected by the decision of the 
Council and the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to a Town Planning 
Scheme for the area” in the Committee comments under the head “Land 
Values”?

5 Which firms of valuers were engaged to provide these dollar per square metre 
values to Council and why weren’t they provided in the viability analysis as 
readvertised by Council?

6 Which firms of consultants and legal advisers were engaged to determine that 
landowners were not adversely affected in the decision of Council to finally 
adopt the Scheme?

7 Could Council please provide proof to landowners in the Springs that the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has agreed to a Town Planning 
Scheme for the area?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that the questions had just been received earlier 
this evening.  The Mayor advised that the questions would need to be taken on 
notice.

5.2.6 Graham Hayes – Lot 4 (57) Riversdale Road

I refer to the Notice of Meeting and Agenda for this evening.  With reference to the 
Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 12 November 2001, 
Item 8.7.6, TPS 13 “The Springs” development, I ask:

1 Why does the Committee Comment include a section titled “Reputations of 
those involved in the Scheme” and speak in past tense in reference to the 
reputation of Council’s Scheme Manager and Council’s Solicitor?
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Item 5.2.6 Continued …

2 Why does the Committee’s Comment include a reference to landowners at 
one on one interviews as “saying one thing and doing another”?

3 How many landowners attended the group meeting arranged by Council 
during the readvertising, how many Springs Committee members attended 
and how many Planning and Development Committee members attended this 
meeting?

4 Why does the Committee Comment that “The test of true leadership of a 
Council often relates to decision require forward planning and visionary 
thinking, particularly when they are contrary to the views of a local minority”, 
when the majority of landowners in the Scheme reject it?

5 How is it that the Scheme is so important to the City that it seemingly requires 
compulsory landpooling and mortgage broking or compulsory acquisitions 
from landowners; when the owners of one lot in the Scheme can now make 
their own decision as to their status of participating or non-participating in the 
Scheme?

6 Why are all landowners in the Scheme denied their own determination as to 
participation or non-participation in this Scheme?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that the questions had just been received earlier 
this evening.  The Mayor advised that due to their complexity, the questions would 
need to be taken on notice.

5.2.7 Mr W Foy – 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

I refer to the Notice of Meeting and Agenda for this evening.  With reference to the 
Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 12 November 2001, 
Item 8.7.6, TPS 13 “The Springs” development, I ask:

1 My mother and I made formal submission on the readvertising of the Scheme 
which was determined at number 14 of Attachment C.  Why was our street 
address, 14 Hawksburn Road, not included in the list?

2 Council’s recommendation on our submission was “Response is identical to 
Submission 12”.  My mother and I are not members of a Superannuation 
Fund, what relevance does this recommendation have to us and our 
submission?

3 We did not purchase our land in 1999, or resell it in 2001.  We purchased our 
home at 14 Hawksburn in 1969.  Why does Council refer to 1 and 5 
Hawksburn Road in response to our submission?
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Item 5.2.7 Continued …

4 As Council may well have to compulsorily acquire our home at 14 Hawksburn 
Road and have us move out, would you please do us the courtesy of getting 
our home address correct?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that the questions had just been received earlier 
this evening.  The Mayor advised that the questions would need to be taken on 
notice.

5.2.8 Mr Peter Stewart – 3 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale (in Springs)

I refer to the Notice of Meeting and Agenda for this evening.  With reference to the 
Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 12 November 2001, 
Item 8.7.6, TPS 13 “The Springs” development, I ask:

1 I note the declaration by the Scheme Manager of a financial interest in this 
item.  The declaration says that ….”his wife, Judith Evans, is a co-director of 
Coburg Nominees Pty Ltd trading as Urban Focus and is a half owner of Lots 
1 and 2 Malvern Road within the proposed Town Planning Scheme No 13 
“The Springs” area”.  A search of titles shows no ownership by a Judith Evans 
in the TPS 13 area.  How accurate is this declaration?

2 Submission No 7 in Attachment C is from JV White, D&K Evans and 
M&K Evans concerning property at Lots 1 and 2 Malvern Road.  Which of 
these respondents is the Judith Evans, a director of the Scheme Manager?

3 Submission No 7 is one of only two submissions from private landowners 
supporting the scheme and upheld by Council recommendation.  Would 
council consider allowing these two private landowners who support the 
Scheme to go forward into the Scheme and allowing those who do not support 
it the same freedom of choice to not participate?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that the questions had just been received earlier 
this evening.  The Mayor advised that the questions would require researching and 
therefore, would need to be taken on notice.

5.2.9 Mr Ross O’Neil – 12 Rowe Avenue, Rivervale

I refer to the Notice of Meeting and Agenda for this evening.  With reference to the 
Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 12 November 2001, 
Item 8.7.6, TPS 13 “The Springs” development, I ask:

1 Why does Council continue to send correspondence to the Springs Private 
Landowners at the incorrect address in Roleystone when I advised you of my 
co-ordination of the Group several months ago?
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Item 5.2.9 Continued …

2 Why has the Mayor not responded to my letter dated 28 August 2001 referring 
to the last meeting of the Springs Committee on 18 July 2001?

3 Why hasn’t the Springs Committee met to consider and determine the 
readvertised Scheme as it considered and determined the advertised Scheme 
in 2000?

4 Why has Council failed to acknowledge the 19 signatures and 26 property 
addresses listed in the Springs Group submission on the readvertising of the 
Scheme?

5 Why is Council totally ignoring the wishes and advice from the majority of the 
private landowners in the Scheme expressed in our submission?

6 Why does the Committee comment specifically marginalise the majority of the 
landowners in the Scheme by calling us a vocal minority?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that the questions had just been received earlier 
this evening.  The Mayor advised that he would need to take these questions on 
notice.

5.2.10 KH & PD Morgan

I refer to the Notice of Meeting and Agenda for this evening.  With reference to the 
Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 12 November 2001, 
Item 8.7.6, TPS 13 “The Springs” development.  Since the close of advertising, it 
would appear that the Springs landowners have been presented with an entirely new 
formula for calculating the contribution each cell makes towards the A and B 
headwork’s costs as found in the report before Councillors.  My questions are:

1 Why do we have a change of formula at this late stage?

2 Why does this formula appear to heavily favour Cell 3 in reducing that Cell’s 
contribution from around 30% to less than 14%?

3 Are Councillors aware that Cell 3 includes land owned by Council and 
JV White who, according to the Scheme Manager’s declaration, is the Scheme 
Manager’s wife who is a director of Coburg Nominees, trading as Urban 
Focus?

4 Does Council’s conflict of interest cause a further conflict of interest in 
Councillors voting to adopt TPS 13 in its final form this evening?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that the questions had just been received earlier 
this evening.  The Mayor advised that the questions would need to be taken on 
notice.
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5.3 QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR

5.3.1 Timothy Turner – 63 Riversdale Road

What is the logic and accounting policies that relate to the 20 year redevelopment 
conditions relevant to Town Planning Scheme 13 (Springs Development)?

The Director Development advised that Council felt that 10 years was too short.  It 
believed 20 years was a more appropriate time.  

As a capital raising exercise, how does Urban Focus comply with Corporations law?

The Mayor advised that this question would need to be taken on notice.

The Mayor advised that as the 30 minutes allocated to question time had elapsed, he 
intended to close Public Question Time.

BASS MOVED,  TEASDALE SECONDED, that question time be extended.

LOST 4 VOTES TO 7
FOR: POWELL, TEASDALE, GODFREY, BASS

AGAINST: PASSERI, GODSELL, MURFIN, BLAIR,
RICHARDSON, DONEY, MARKS

***8.10pm The Mayor declared Public Question Time closed.

6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 29 OCTOBER 2001

GODFREY MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Ordinary 
Council Meeting held on 29 October 2001, as printed and circulated to all 
Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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7. QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS ON WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

7.1 QUESTIONS FROM CR BASS ON ACCOUNTS FOR PAYMENT

1 Cheque 736296 - City of Melville - $1,264.44
Why are we paying long service leave to the City of Melville, and for who?

Under the Long Service Leave Regulations, long service leave entitlements are 
transportable when moving from one local government to another. When an 
employee takes his long service leave or leaves that local authority, the amount 
accrued from any other local authority must be paid. In this case, MR PJ CARRIE, an 
employee of Belmont some years ago (1989), is taking his long service leave and 
Belmont’s share calculated at the time of his termination is now due and payable to 
his current employer - the City of Melville.

2 Cheque 736379 - Pagett & Co, Barrister and Solicitor - $275.00
Why and what is this amount for?

Legal advice provided on the application of the Retirement Villages Act 1992 to 
certain over 55’s facilities.

3 Cheque 736437 - Corporate Theatre Productions Pty Ltd - $2,796.20
What is this amount for and why?

These costs are for:
 Multimedia production for the Mayoral Dinner.
 Audio visual equipment and labour for Mayoral Dinner.
 Repairs to the City of Opportunity logo in the Reception Area.
 Hire of equipment for the Business Breakfast.

4 Cheque 736521 - Park Motor Body Builders (WA) Pty Ltd - $8,039.35
If this is for repairs to a Council vehicle, can you tell me who it was for?

Costs were for the refurbishment of the low loader, supply and fit a new cylinder to 
the ramp and repair the tailgate to the tipper.

5 Cheque 736582 - Urban Focus - $24,933.05
What were the two large payments for, and how much to date have we paid 
them?

There is only one payment on this cheque and that relates to Design and Planning 
Cell Modifications for July and August 2001, Administration and Management for July 
and August 2001, together with disbursements for the same period for the Town 
Planning Scheme 13 - The Springs project.

Since 1995, approximately $395,000 has been paid to Urban Focus.
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Item 7.1 Continued …

6 Cheques 736661 and 736505 - McLeods
Could you itemise what the legal fees paid to McLeods were for?

Cheque 736661 - $6,644.00
 Restructure of Oasis lease 

(to be recovered from Leisure Australia) $ 2,244.00

 2000-2001 Annual Retainer $ 4,400.00
$ 6,644.00
========

Cheque 736505 - $5,039.85
 Definition for sex-related business $   897.60
 District Zoning Scheme Amendment - 

commercial vehicle parking $   646.80

 Conditions of Planning Approval - landscaping $   176.00

 Agreement for contributions to Mozart Mews 
Subdivision - Sutton $   895.60

 Sub-lease renewal - Belmont Sports and 
Recreation Club Inc. $ 1,181.95

 Preparation of Scout Hall Lease - Peachey Avenue
Variation to Scout Hall Lease - St Kilda Road $ 1,241.90

$ 5,039.85
========

7 Cheque 736663 - PR Passeri - $509.05
What was this reimbursement for?

Reimbursement of Council approved expenses for the Mayor’s attendance at the 
Australian Sister City Association National Conference held in Bunbury from 
30 September 2001 to 3 October 2001.

8 Cheque 736806 - Winning Post Tavern - $550.00
If this is for soft drinks and alcohol, could you give me the amount spent for 
the last financial year?

As detailed in the Warrant List, this cheque is not for soft drinks and alcohol but is a 
refund of a verge bond held by Council when additions were being undertaken to the 
Liquor Store.
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8. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

8.1 PETITION – TOWN PLANNING SCHEME 13

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise of a petition received by private landowners in the proposed Town 
Planning Scheme No 13.

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

BACKGROUND

A petition has been received in regard to the Committee’s consideration to adopt 
Town Planning Scheme No 13.  The petition reads as follows:

“That the published minutes of the City of Belmont’s Planning and 
Development Committee meeting dated 12 November 2001 at Item 8.7.6 
disregards and disrespects the opinion and wishes of the majority of the 
private landowners in the proposed Town Planning Scheme No 13.

Given the Officers report and the Committee’s consideration to adopt TPS 13 
in its final form, we register our strong protest and confirm that we have no 
confidence in the Scheme Managers, Council Officers or elected members of 
this Committee.  We wish no involvement in a compulsory landpool with, or 
compulsory acquisition by Council.

We hereby ask Council:

1 Reject the recommendation of the Committee at Item 8.7.6 this evening 
and suspend any further progress on the Scheme pending a formal 
inquiry into the planning processes, Council business, all land 
acquisitions and promotion of the Scheme since inception in 1992.

2 Consider why 19 out of the 21 private landowners making submissions 
on the readvertising of the Scheme rejected it and why these 
submissions were disregarded in the Officers report and the Committee 
recommendations.

3 Allow all Councillors to fully inform themselves on landowners 
submissions and the subsequent Committee Comment that these 
submissions were the result of external pressure from a small number 
of individuals who had an agenda of undermining the Scheme and the 
creditability of any party who had involvement with it.  Such an informed 
view must be reached before approving this item.  Landowners are 
determined to protect their rights.
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Item 8.1 Continued …

4 Invite an investigation by the Department under Part 8, Division 1 of the 
Local Government Act 1995 into the promotion of the Scheme 13 and 
for Council to subsequently develop alternate methods to achieve 
Council’s Vision, such alternatives to encompass ways and means 
beyond compulsory acquisitions, the surrender of land titles and the 
delegation of Council powers to a Scheme Manager/developer.”

14 residents have signed the petition.

COMMENT

Nil.

BLAIR MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the petition be referred to the next 
meeting of the Planning and Development Committee.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

9. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

Nil

10. CORRESPONDENCE

10.1 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

10.1.1 Cr Bass - Leave Of Absence

Report by Chief Executive Officer.

APPLICATION

To advise Council of correspondence received from Cr Bass requesting leave of 
absence from Monday, 26 November 2001 to Saturday, 8 December 2001 inclusive.

BACKGROUND

Cr Bass has requested leave of absence from all Council and Committee meetings 
for the period Monday, 26 November 2001 to Saturday, 8 December 2001 inclusive.
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Item 10.1.1 Continued …

COMMENT

Nil.

MURFIN MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that Councillor Bass be granted leave 
of absence from all Council and Committee meetings for the period Monday
26 November 2001 to Saturday 8 December 2001 inclusive.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

10.2 GENERAL

10.2.1 Letter of Appreciation – Security Patrols

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise Council of a letter of appreciation regarding the Belmont Security Patrol 
and Council’s Health Section.

BACKGROUND

A letter of appreciation has been received from John and Jacqueline Bromley, 
101 Arlunya Avenue, Cloverdale, regarding the local security patrols.  The letter 
reads as follows:

“I just wish to voice my appreciation of your initiatives and general policy as it 
has recently affected myself and family.

Firstly, we had left the house in the evening to visit and our alarm went off 
(due to a large moth).  We were contacted by a neighbour and arrived 8 
minutes after it began, as the siren stopped.  We were delighted to be greeted 
by a member of the security patrol who had already inspected the front of the 
house and acquainted himself with our dog.  He had just been on patrol and 
had seen the blue light and stopped to ensure all was well, in our opinion a 
very gratifying occurrence.

Secondly, we have been afflicted by a noise problem from our next door 
neighbours, a situation which is always delicate and subjective.  Action was 
taken immediately by your Mr Davidson to curb the noise.  In addition I was 
immediately contacted on placing the complaint and the situation 
professionally explained and dealt with, in this case requiring his intervention 
twice.
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Item 10.2.1 Continued …

I wish to thank the council for the excellent initiatives and the professionalism 
of the staff; both areas which reflect upon the quality of the council, my 
appreciation goes to you all”.

COMMENT

Nil.

BASS MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the letter be noted and received and a 
copy be forwarded to the Manager – Health Services and the security 
contractor with Council’s appreciation.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

10.3 LATE CORRESPONDENCE OF AN URGENT NATURE

Nil

11. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

11.1 WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING HELD 
5 NOVEMBER 2001

Receipt of Minutes

GODSELL MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Works and 
Technical Services Committee meeting held on 5 November 2001, as printed 
and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.1.1 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Godsell.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

GODSELL MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1, 8.2.1, 
8.3.1, 8.3.2, 8.4.1 - 8.4.3, 8.5.1 and 8.5.2 of the Works and Technical Services 
Committee meeting held on 5 November 2001, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with the 
exception of item 8.1.1).

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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Item 11.1 Continued …

*** 8.23pm Cr Teasdale having earlier declared his financial interest in this item, 
departed the meeting.

11.1.1 Withdrawn Item 8.1.1 – Bristile Park

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

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

*** 8.24pm Cr Teasdale returned to the meeting.

11.2 ADMINISTRATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING HELD
6 NOVEMBER 2001

Receipt of Minutes

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.4.1 and 8.4.2 were withdrawn at the request of Cr Blair.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

DONEY MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1, 8.1.1, 
8.2.1 - 8.2.3, 8.3.1, 8.5.1 and 8.5.2 of the Administration and Community 
Services Committee meeting held on 6 November 2001, be adopted en bloc (i.e. 
with the exception of items 8.4.1 and 8.4.2).

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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11.2.1 Withdrawn Item 8.4.1 – Keeping of Dogs - 170 Coolgardie Street, 
Redcliffe

BLAIR MOVED,  MURFIN SECONDED, that Council not allow more than two dogs 
per household in the City of Belmont and that due to the size and number of the 
dogs in this application, the application be refused.

LOST 4 VOTES TO 7
FOR: PASSERI, BLAIR, MURFIN, POWELL

AGAINST: TEASDALE, MARKS, GODSELL, 
RICHARDSON, GODFREY, DONEY, BASS

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

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 4
FOR: TEASDALE, MARKS, GODSELL, 

RICHARDSON, GODFREY, DONEY, BASS,
AGAINST: PASSERI, BLAIR, MURFIN, POWELL

11.2.2 Withdrawn Item 8.4.2 – Keeping of Dogs – 14 Wilson Place, Belmont

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

11.3 SPECIAL ADMINISTRATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING HELD 
6 NOVEMBER 2001

Receipt of Minutes

BLAIR MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that the minutes of the Special 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting held on 
6 November 2001, as printed and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

DONEY MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that recommendation item 4.1 of the 
Special Administration and Community Services Committee meeting held on 
6 November 2001, be adopted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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11.4 PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING HELD 12 NOVEMBER 2001

Receipt of Minutes

RICHARDSON MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Planning 
and Development Committee meeting held on 12 November 2001, as printed 
and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.7.6 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Marks.
Items 8.2.2, 8.3.2, 8.4.3, 8.6.1 were withdrawn at the request of Councillor 
Richardson.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1, 
7, 8.1.1 - 8.1.4, 8.2.1, 8.2.3, 8.2.4, 8.3.1, 8.4.1, 8.4.2, 8.4.4, 8.6.2, 8.6.3, 8.7.1 - 8.7.5, 
8.7.7 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting held on 
12 November 2001, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of items 8.2.2, 
8.3.2, 8.4.3, 8.6.1 and 8.7.6).

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

11.4.1 Withdrawn Item 8.2.2 – Health Local Laws

Deputy Chief Executive Officer read purpose and effect of new local laws.

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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*** 8.42pm Cr Powell having earlier declared her financial interest in the following 
two items, departed the meeting.

11.4.2 Withdrawn Item 8.3.2 – Proposed Local Planning Policy No 14 – Town 
Centre Frame 

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

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

11.4.3 Withdrawn Item 8.4.3 – Proposed Amendment No 26 to the City of 
Belmont District Planning Scheme No 14 – Additional Landuses in the 
Town Centre Frame

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

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

*** 8.43pm Cr Powell returned to the meeting.

11.4.4 Withdrawn Item 8.6.1 – Lot 36 (225) Alexander Road (corner Abernethy), 
Belmont – Proposed Renovations to an Existing Building

RICHARDSON MOVED,  TEASDALE SECONDED, that as the developers have 
now agreed to meet the appropriate development conditions and the Alexander 
Road façade that the Committee previously believed was unsatisfactory has now 
been resolved, the Committee recommendation not be adopted and:

1 Council approve the proposal for Lot 36 (225) Alexander Road at the 
corner of Abernethy and Alexander Roads Belmont, in accordance with the 
application dated 1 October 2001 and the revised plans dated 19 November 
2001, subject to such conditions as are deemed necessary by the Director 
– Development or Manager Planning Services under authority delegated by 
the Council in accordance with Clause 9.10;

2 A condition of development approval be included that prohibits the placing 
or display of any goods within the front setback areas of Abernethy Road 
and Alexander Road to the façade of the building; and
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Item 11.4.4 Continued …

3 The fencing and gates to conform with Council policy.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 3
FOR: DONEY, BASS, RICHARDSON, GODSELL

MARKS, TEASDALE, POWELL, MURFIN
AGAINST: GODFREY, BLAIR, PASSERI

11.4.5 Withdrawn Item 8.7.6 – Proposed Town Planning Scheme No 13 “The 
Springs” – Consideration of Submissions

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

*** 9.09pm Cr Powell departed the meeting.

The substantive motion was put and ….

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 1
FOR: PASSERI, BLAIR, DONEY, RICHARDSON, GODFREY, 

GODSELL, MARKS, MURFIN, TEASDALE
AGAINST: BASS

*** 9.15pm Cr Powell returned to the meeting.

11.5 RESOURCES AND POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING HELD 13 NOVEMBER 2001 

Receipt of Minutes

GODFREY MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the minutes of the 
Resources and Policy Committee meeting held on 13 November 2001, as 
printed and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.4.5 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Bass.
Item 8.8.3 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Godfrey.
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Item 11.5 Continued …

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

GODFREY MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1, 7.1, 
8.2.1, 8.2.2, 8.4.1 - 8.4.4, 8.4.6, 8.5.1, 8.7.1, 8.7.2, 8.8.1, 8.8.2 and 9.1, of the 
Resources and Policy Committee meeting held on 13 November 2001, be 
adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of items 8.4.5 and 8.8.3).

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

11.5.1 Withdrawn Item 8.4.5 - Notice of Motion

BLAIR MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that due to the confidential nature of this 
item, its deliberation be deferred to item 15.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

*** 9.19pm Cr Passeri having earlier declared his financial interest in this item, 
departed the meeting.

*** 9.19pm Cr Blair as Deputy Mayor, assumed the Chairmanship of the meeting.

11.5.2 Withdrawn Item 8.8.3 – Analysis of Investments As At 31 October 2001

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

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

*** 9.20pm Cr Passeri returned to the meeting and resumed the chair.
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12. REPORTS OF OFFICERS

12.1 INFORMATION ONLY ITEMS

Report by Chief Executive Officer 

APPLICATION

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

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

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

BACKGROUND

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

COMMENT

General information and memorandums:

DATED SUBJECT
25/10/01 Green Energy Learning Programme. 6 and 7 November 2001
26/10/01 Special Administration and Community Services Committee Meeting 

(Adachi Student Delegation Report Back Item)
26/10/01 2001 City Fair – City of Opportunity Marquee
02/11/01 Replacement November Calendar
02/11/01 Commissioning Belmont City College Chaplain – Tony Severin
02/11/01 Proposed Kewdale Residential Area Name Change
02/11/01 Farewell to Jo Rullo
02/11/01 Draft Item – Proposed Town Planning Scheme No. 13 “The Springs” 

– Consideration of Submissions: 12 November 2001 Planning and 
Development Committee

02/11/01 Questions from Councillor Bass
08/11/01 Kewdale Name Change Survey
08/11/01 2001 Belmont City Fair
09/11/01 Advertising of Amendments 21 and 22
09/11/01 Constitutional Recognition of Local Government – Presentation of 

Petition to Commonwealth Parliament
09/11/01 Councillors’ Mail
09/11/01 Western Australian Municipal Association Membership of the State 

Tourism Council of WA.
09/11/01 Belgravia/Barker/Hehir Streets Policy Area
14/11/01 Hill 60 Heritage Building
16/11/01 2001 Annual General Meeting
16/11/01 Community Service Awards
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Item 12.1 Continued …

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 26 October 2001: 

12.1.1 WAMA Week Issue No. 42.01 – 19 October 2001.

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 9 November 2001: 

12.1.2 WAMA Week Issue No. 43.01 – 26 October 2001.
12.1.3 WAMA Week Issue No. 44.01 – 02 November 2001.

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 16 November 2001: 

12.1.4 WAMA Week Issue No. 44.01 – 09 November 2001.

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

13. REPORTS OF DELEGATES

13.1 CR MURFIN – SKATE COMPETITION

Cr Murfin reported that the skate and bike competition was held Sunday 11 
November 2001, with the competition starting at 11.30am and continuing through 
until 6.30pm.  The competition was open to BMX, skateboard, scooter and inline 
riders and was held at the Belmont Skate Park.  It is estimated that spectators were 
in excess of 1000.  Seventy six competitors (the youngest being six years old) 
entered categories of 12/under, 15/under, open and female.  The competition was 
extended due to the large number of competitors.

Significant financial support was received from Sponsors – Office of Youth Affairs, 
Bicycle Entrepreneur, Sk8 Australia, Belmont Rotary Club and Water Corporation.  
Sponsorship of $6000 (cash, product and prizes) was obtained.  Great support was 
received from Youth Services and Peer Leadership Program, which raised over $500 
towards the Youth Mountain Bike Program.  BMX ramps were installed and removed 
by Brotherhood for Life.  Sponsors in attendance were happy and keen to be 
involved in future events.

Positive feedback was received from competitors and spectators alike, especially 
from parents.  The success of the event may lead to a “night series” in late summer.  
An evaluation will take place with all parties involved.
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Item 13.1 Continued …

BLAIR MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the report presented by Councillor 
Murfin be received and noted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

13.2 CR TEASDALE – BELMONT OASIS LEISURE CENTRE

Cr Teasdale reported on the Annual General Meeting and the recent Board meeting 
of the Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre.  The centre attracted 424,200 patrons during 
2000/2001, 6000 less than the previous year, which resulted in a gross of $2m, down 
$100,000 on the previous year, although still producing an operating profit of $8,000.  
However, in the final analysis, an overall financial loss of $156,000 was recorded.

The In Shape Health Club improvements have led to a doubling in membership in the 
past 7 months, which resulted in the club’s income exceeding budget by $50,000.

In the current year with the revised loan schedule, the Management are optimistic 
that an overall surplus may be possible.

I am pleased to announce that I have obtained a seat on the board of Leisure 
Australia, which manages the Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre and over 20 
Recreational Centres throughout Australia.

POWELL MOVED, MURFIN SECONDED, that the report presented by Councillor 
Teasdale be received and noted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

Version: 1, Version Date: 28/11/2001
Document Set ID: 275441



OCM 19/11/01 Reports Of Delegates

28

13.3 CR GODFREY – LOCAL GOVERNMENT INSURANCE SCHEME (LGIS)

Cr Godfrey reported that on 1 November 2001, she attended the Municipal Liability 
and Workcare Scheme presentation of the financial results for the 6 years to 30 June 
2001.  Her attendance was to represent the City of Belmont on behalf of the Mayor 
Cr Peter Passeri.

In 1995 in response to an urgent need for a stable and responsible Local 
Government Insurance Service the Municipal Insurance Schemes were established.  
With the help of many, especially Jardines, we have an Insurance Company that we 
in Local Government can be proud of.

In 1997 after a difficult Liability year, the Board realized that it had to build an asset 
base to protect its members investment.  The goal was set at having an asset base 
of $7 million by year 7.  This goal has proved to be an integral part of the strength of 
LGIS in a year that has challenged Insurance worldwide.

In London, Lloyds have released their 1998 figures with a loss of $2886 million.  
Lloyds have not made an Underwriting profit in any year of the 1990s.  The events of 
11 September have sent financial shockwaves through the insurance industry.  The 
chemical explosion in France and an underground mine collapse in America are 
likely to reach more than a billion dollars.  The losses to date have exhausted many 
insurers re-insurance protections, so the next claims expose the insurers to the full 
amount of any loss.

The Municipal Liability Scheme has had to adapt to the removal of the non-feasance 
defense for management of highway claims by the High Court and also the demise of 
the HIH insurance company.

A definite success story for Local Government Self Insurance, is its work care 
insurance program.  The premium rating has been reduced from 60% to an average 
of 2.94%.  This has saved members million of dollars.  The average claim is 45% of 
the WA State average.

In conclusion, the City of Belmont is part of a self insurance scheme formed 6 years 
ago and is the benchmark for Local Government Schemes in Australia.

BLAIR MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the report presented by Councillor 
Godfrey be received and noted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

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

Nil
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15. MATTERS BEHIND CLOSED DOORS

15.1 WITHDRAWN ITEM 8.4.5 – NOTICE OF MOTION**
**Attachment 1 – Item 15.1 refers

*** 9.30pm GODSELL MOVED,  BLAIR SECONDED, that in accordance with section 
5.23(2)(a) Council proceed behind closed doors to discuss item 8.4.5 of 
the 13 November 2001 Resources and Policy Committee meeting 
minutes.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

*** 9.30pm The Mayor advised that Council will be proceeding behind closed doors 
and asked all in attendance, other than Councillors and staff to leave the 
Chamber.

*** 9.31pm The meeting resumed with all Councillors and staff present.

*** 9.36pm The public gallery was invited to return to the Council Chambers.

16. CLOSURE
There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor declared the meeting closed at 
9.36pm.
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