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MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD IN THE CITY OF
BELMONT CIVIC CENTRE, 215 WRIGHT STREET, CLOVERDALE ON MONDAY
23 APRIL 2001, COMMENCING AT 7.32PM

PRESENT

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

IN ATTENDANCE

Mr B Genoni Chief Executive Officer
Mr N Hartley Deputy Chief Executive Officer
Mr S Cole Director - Finance
Mr N Deague Director - Development
Mr D Harris Acting Director - Engineering
Mr R Garrett Manager — Financial Services
Mr R Das Manager — Information Technology
Mrs L Francis Marketing and Promotions Co-ordinator

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

There were 32 members of the public, and 1 member of the Press (Southern
Gazette) present.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Mayor opened the meeting and welcomed those in attendance.

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE
2.1 APOLOGIES

Nil.
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OCM 23/04/01 Declarations of Interest

2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE
Nil.
3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

o Councillor Coops declared a financial interest. The interest is in Item 8.4.1 of
the Works and Technical Services Committee meeting minutes dated
2 April 2001. The nature of the interest being that her husband has been an
outside worker for the past 29 years with the City of Belmont.

o Councillor Coops declared a financial interest. The interest is in Item 8.4.2 of
the Works and Technical Services Committee meeting minutes dated
2 April 2001. The nature of the interest being that her husband is the owner of
a boat that could be used at the proposed boat ramp.

o In accordance with the City of Belmont's Code of Conduct, Mr Ric Lutey,
Director — Engineering declared an interest that could give rise to a perception
that his impartiality on the matter may be affected. The interest is in Item 8.4.2
of the Works and Technical Services Committee meeting minutes dated
2 April 2001. The nature of the interest being that he is the owner of a boat
that could be used at the proposed boat ramp.

o In accordance with the City of Belmonts Code of Conduct,
Councillor Symonds declared an interest that could give rise to a perception
that her impartiality on the matter may be affected. The interest is in Item 8.4.2
of the Works and Technical Services Committee meeting minutes dated
2 April 2001. The nature of the interest being that she is the owner of a boat
that could be used at the proposed boat ramp.

o Councillor Bass declared a financial interest. The interest is in Item 8.4.1 of
the Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated
9 April 2001. The nature of the interest being that she and her husband will be
directly affected by the decision. The extent of the interest is that they own a
truck that is parked in their driveway.

o Mr Colin Evans of Urban Focus declared a financial interest. The interest is in
Item 8.3.1 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting dated 9 April
2001. The nature of the interest being primary contact Town Planning
consultants 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. The extent of the
interest being that the area of the lots are:

- Lot 1 (10) Malvern Road, Rivervale - 1047m?
- Lot 2 (10A) Malvern Road, Rivervale - 1047m?
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OCM 23/04/01 Declarations of Interest

Item 3 continued...

Ms Kasia Betka of Urban Focus declared a financial interest. The interest is in
Item 8.3.10f the Planning and Development Committee meeting dated 9 April
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”. The extent of the interest being that she is a full-time employee
of Urban Focus.

o Mr Brian Hunt of Midland Project Management declared a financial interest.
The interest is in Iltem 8.3.2 of the Planning and Development Committee
meeting dated 9 April 2001. The nature of the interest being that he is the
consultant for the Superblock bounded by Alexander, Surrey, Orrong Road
and Sydenham Street. The extent of the interest being the consultancy fee
paid for this project.

o In accordance with the City of Belmonts Code of Conduct,
Councillor Symonds declared an interest that could give rise to a reasonable
belief that her impartiality may be adversely affected. The interest being in
Item 8.7.3 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting dated
9 April 2001, as one of the doctors associated with the proposed
Medical Centre has previously worked as a locum at her workplace.

o Councillor Richardson declared a financial interest. The interest is in Item
8.1.2 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting held on 10 April 2001.
The nature of the interest being that he is a property owner and strata
manager.

o Councillor Godsell declared a financial interest. The interest is in Item 6.1 of
the Special Council Meeting held on 11 April 2001. The nature of the interest
being that his business has tendered as sub-contractors to undertake works
on the new City of Belmont Civic Centre.

o Councillor Richardson declared a financial interest. The interest is in Item 13.2
of the Council meeting held on 23 April 2001. The nature of the interest being
that he is a registered agent with LJ Hooker - Belmont.
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OCM 23/04/01 Announcements by the Presiding Member (Without Discussion)

4. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

The Mayor read out a letter received from Mr Fred McKenzie OAM in regard to his
previous award. The letter read as follows:-

“Your letter from Councillors, Council staff and yourself congratulating me on
receiving an Order of Australia Award was received with gratitude. After all,
Council and particularly yourself, were major contributory factors to my
selection.

| trust your confidence in me also brings honour to the best governed and
administrated local government authority in WA. Whilst | hasten to add we
may not always see eye to eye on all issues, overall, who would want to live
elsewhere.

These thoughts are echoed in a congratulatory letter | received from the
Residents’ Association of the Retirement Village and | am enclosing a copy
and my reply back to that body. That body’s thoughts, | believe, should be
known to the Councillors, staff and yourself.”

The Mayor also read the letter from the Residents’ Association of the Faulkner Park
Retirement Village.
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OCM 23/04/01 Public Question Time

5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

*¥**7.37pm

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

51 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE AT PREVIOUS MEETING

5.1.1 Mr Ross O’Neil — 12 Rowe Avenue, Rivervale

Mr O'Neil asked the following questions at the Council Meeting held on
26 March 2001 which were taken on notice.

| refer to the council recommendation made when considering the submission
from the Springs Private Landowners Group regarding the effect of Town
Planning Scheme 13 on some 21 properties within the proposed scheme
(Special Council and Committee Meetings on 27 February 2001).

At point (b) where the Resume of Submission details landowners lack of
confidence in the Scheme Manager, the Council recommendation was to
dismiss the submission. Landowners are advised “...conflict of interest and
payments to the Scheme Manager, are addressed under the Local
Government Act. Council, and by extension, the Scheme Managers, are
required to comply with the Local Government Act.”

1. Which sections, subsections and clauses of the Local Government Act (the
Act) hold the Scheme Manager as being responsible for compliance with
the provisions of the Act?

As with all laws, one must peruse the relevant legislation to ascertain what
responsibilities/obligations are relevant. Every person (including the Scheme
Manager) is essentially responsible for compliance with all relevant provisions
of the Local Government Act.

Further to the above, Council has entered into a legal agreement,
(Management Agreement) with the Scheme Manager, and Clause 11.0 of that
Agreement states as follows

“The Project Manager must comply with the requirements of all Acts of the
Commonwealth of the State of Western Australia and with the requirements of
all written laws made under any such Act with the lawful orders, directions and
requirements of public and other authorities in any way affecting or applicable
to the Services or the Works.”
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OCM 23/04/01 Public Question Time

Item 5.1.1 continued...

2. Which sections, subsections and clauses of the Act make the Scheme
Manager publicly accountable?

Council is the responsible authority for the conduct, management and
implementation of the proposed City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme
No. 13. The Council is the body which is publicly accountable. The Scheme
Manager does however, have a direct responsibility in regard to financial
interest disclosures as per Part 5, Division 6 of the Local Government Act.

3. If the Scheme Manager fails to comply with provisions of the Act, how are
they made to be accountable?

We understand there are three options, Council may exercise Clause 14.0 of
the Management Agreement which deals with “Termination”, the Courts could
be canvassed to impose a fine for any breach of the Local Government Act or
the Chief Executive Officer could pursue the matter under the Official
Corruption Commission Act if he had reasonable belief that corruption was
evident.

4. What penalties apply to the Scheme Manager for failure to comply with
provisions of the Act?

Penalties vary in accordance with the seriousness of the breach and are at the
discretion of the Courts.

5. Would the Scheme Managers’ contract with the City be terminated if they
acted contrary to the provisions of the Act?

Not necessarily, as it depends on whether there was a wilful contravention of
any Act and regard must be given to other factors, including the nature and
severity of the contravention and the preparedness of the Scheme Manager to
remedy the situation.

6. How would Council determine that a breach of the Act has been made by
the Scheme Manager?

The Scheme Manager is required to regularly liaise and consult with the
Council, so that all actions are carried out in a lawful manner. If Council had
reason to believe a breach may have been committed, it would seek advice as
to how best to deal with the matter.
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OCM 23/04/01 Public Question Time

Item 5.1.1 continued...

7. Is the Scheme Managers’ contract dependent on compliance with the
provisions of the Act?

As outlined in the answer to question #1, our agreement includes a
requirement to comply with all relevant legislation, however “dependence”
needs to be taken in context, our agreement also includes a dispute resolution
procedure which would impact on how compliance issues were ultimately dealt
with.

8. Would Council, as the responsible authority, underwrite losses incurred by
landowners were any losses attributable to the Scheme Managers’
non compliance with the Act?

No. Council on the behalf of landowners would though, consider pursuing
legal action available to it for recompense for losses incurred.

5.1.2 Mr Peter Stewart — 3 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

Mr Stewart asked the following questions at the Council Meeting held on
26 March 2001 which were taken on notice.

My wife and | made a submission on Town Planning Scheme 13 “The Springs”
dated 29 May 2000.

1. Why was our submission of 29 May 2000 not considered in the
"Schedule of Submissions” presented to Committee and Council for
consideration at the Special Meetings held on 27 February 2001?

Council can only consider submissions during the gazetted advertising period.
Town Planning Scheme No. 13 was advertised from 5 May 2000 to
3 August 2000. And a further extension was given until the 4 September
2000.

Council administration first comprehensively responded to ‘Submission No. 1’
by P&Z Stewart on 31 July 2000. Submission No. 3 by P&Z Stewart referred
to ‘Submissions 1 and 2’ and were included as attachments. Full copies of all
submissions were available to Councillors at the Special Meetings held
27 February 2001.

Accordingly, a copy of your 29 May 2000 submission was thereby referred to
the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) and will be referred by
the WAPC to the Minister for Planning.
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OCM 23/04/01 Public Question Time

Item 5.1.2 continued...

2. Our submission in May 2000 raised serious allegations in regard to
conflicts of interest, why were these allegations not considered in the
“Schedule of Submissions” presented to the Committee and Council on
27 February 20017

The particular issue of the conflict of interest identified was investigated
independently and treated very seriously by the City. Contact was made with
Council’s Solicitor, the Anti - Corruption Commission and the Department of
Local Government. Contact has also been made with the Ministry for
Planning.

3. Our submission in May 2000 suggested that there was a high potential
for corruption in the design and execution of Town Planning Scheme
13, why were these allegations not considered in the “Schedule of
Submissions” presented to the Committee and Council on
27 February 2001?

The Council is responsible for the Scheme, and any assertion of corruption by
the Council is vigorously rejected and shows an ignorance of the outstanding
record of governance achieved by the Council.

4. Why have staff of the City denied Councillors and the Western
Australian Planning Commission the opportunity to assess these
allegations?

The proper planning and administrative processes are being carried out at all
times and any concern is carefully investigated. The assertion that staff are
denying Councillors and the WAPC to assess Mr Stewart’s allegations is
untrue.

5. Has any internal or external review been carried out to examine the
implications of the allegations, and if so, what was the mechanism, and
if not, why not?

Council’'s Planning Department has investigated the allegations and there is
no basis at this time to justify them, particularly in view of all the statutory and
procedural checks that are still to be carried out, and those that will continue to
be followed.

It must be remembered that a Town Planning Scheme does not have the force
of law unless approved by the Minister and this approval will not be given
without independent and close scrutiny.
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OCM 23/04/01 Public Question Time

Item 5.1.2 continued...

6. I received a letter from the City’s Planning Department dated
6 March 2001 advising me of the outcome of the Special Meetings held
on 27 February 2001. Scheme 13 was considered and not adopted;
resolution number 1 of that meeting decided to revert to Council’'s 1995
decision on redevelopment. Do the 2001 resolutions on the Springs
re-introduce the Scheme in the form of Amendment 78 to Town
Planning Scheme 11 from 19957

No.

5.1.3 Mr Kevin Morgan (Jaspa Pty Ltd) — Unit 10, 4 Queen Street, Bentley

Mr Morgan asked the following questions at the Council Meeting held on
26 March 2001 which were taken on notice.

| refer to the letters to the Springs landowners from the City of Belmont dated
23 February 2001 and 6 March 2001 regarding Special Meetings of
27 February 2001 and Town Planning Scheme 13.

1. As Town Planning Scheme 13 has not been adopted by Council, when
will the Planning and Development Committee next be considering new
proposals for a new scheme to be advertised?

Council adopted the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 13 with
modifications at its meeting of the 26 March 2001. The Minister has been
requested to consider a further advertising period of 42 days to allow
landowners to consider their individual costs and expected returns.

2. Will the new scheme incorporate the type of provisions included in the
scheme originally decided by Council in 1995 and approved by the
Minister for Planning in March 1996 (Amendment 78 of Town Planning
Scheme 11) as per Special Meeting resolution #1; hence eliminating
the more objectionable elements (compulsory landpooling with Scheme
Manager or Compulsory Acquisition) of the now lapsed Scheme 137

No. Amendment No. 78 to the previous City of Belmont Town Planning
Scheme No. 11, created the “Special Development Precinct” zone as an
interim form of control over the subject area. The City of Belmont Town
Planning Scheme No. 14 creates the same zone and refers to the vehicle by
which redevelopment will occur, that is Town Planning Scheme No. 13, refer
to Clause 10.8.1 of Town Planning Scheme No. 14. Town Planning Scheme
No. 13 requires compulsory landpooling.
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OCM 23/04/01 Public Question Time

Item 5.1.3 continued...

3. Because of the difficult history of Scheme 13, would Council give
consideration to naming the new proposed scheme as Scheme 15?7
Such a re-naming could give a fresh approach to planning, leaving
aside the convolutions of old Scheme 13 and be consistent with
provisions of Part 10.8 “Special Development Precinct Zone” within the
overall City of Belmont Scheme No. 14.

No.

4. As provided for in Part 10.8 of Town Planning Scheme 14, will Council
please prepare estimates of the costs of lapsed Town Planning
Scheme 13 and provided these to me at this request?

Town Planning Scheme 13 has not lapsed, however details of the Town
Planning Scheme 13 costs as outlined in Town Planning Scheme 14 (part
10.8) has been provided to all participating Springs landowners. Additional
financial information (including costs and estimated returns) will be
forthcoming as the scheme progresses.

5. Does Council now recognise that costs associated with the failed Town
Planning Scheme 13 should be borne by Council alone, or claimed by
Council from the Manager of the failed scheme?

No.

6. What is the City’s time frame for the preparation of a new scheme, will it
be prepared by the City of Belmont (not sub-contracted), when will
landowners have direct input to the planning process and when does
Council see itself as being in a position to advertise the new scheme?

A time frame with a high degree of certainty can be prepared once the City of
Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 13 has received final approval from the
Minister.

5.1.4 Mr Michael J Ryan - 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Mr Ryan asked the following questions at the Council Meeting held on
26 March 2001 which were taken on notice.

| refer to the Minutes of the City of Belmont’s Ordinary Council meeting held
on 12 March 2001; item 5.1.1, response to a question, taken on notice from
the previous Ordinary Council meeting in regard to the Springs Scheme
Manager.
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OCM 23/04/01 Public Question Time

Item 5.1.4 continued...

1. Can the City please confirm that the answer given on 12 March 2001
(question part 2) that: ..."we presume because there needs to be a
valid reason for termination of the Scheme Manager’s contract and to
date, there is no justifiable argument to terminate the contract”?

The answer to the question asked is printed in the relevant minutes which are
publicly available. Council will not waste valuable resources in researching
information that is in the public domain.

2. How did the City, its employees and elected members, consider and
determine that the disclosures made [by Mr Evans and Mr Evans on
behalf of his wife, Mrs Evans and Ms Betka] to the 27 January 2001
Special Committee meeting did not constitute a valid reason for
termination of the Scheme Manager’s contract?

The Planning and Development Committee noted the declarations of interest.
They did not believe they constituted a valid reason to consider termination of
the Scheme Manager’'s contract. In the case of Mr Evans, it was the opinion
of the Committee that the acquisition of an interest in land in “The Springs” by
Mrs Judith Evans, showed confidence in the future redevelopment of the area.

3. Why, as the answer given was that legal advice was not taken, was
legal advice not sought, on such a critical issue concerning belated and
misleading declarations of interest?

General legal advice relating to declarations of interests was sought.

4, Will Council now avail itself of independent legal advice on the impact
these declarations will have on:

(a) compliance with all aspects of the Local Government Act

(b)  the contract of the Scheme Manager

(c) the conduct of employees and elected members of the City of
Belmont

(d)  the progress of proposed Town Planning Scheme 13

(e)  other relevant legislation in force in Western Australia.

Not relevant as it is not considered that advice on the above issues is required
at this point in time.

5. Will Council resolve to provide landowners in the Springs with a copy of
this advice upon its issue?

Not relevant as it is not considered that advice on the above issues is required
at this point in time.
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OCM 23/04/01 Public Question Time

5.1.5 Mr W Foy - 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

Mr Foy asked the following questions at the Council Meeting held on
26 March 2001 which were taken on notice.

I refer to the Minutes of the City of Belmont's Special Planning and
Development Committee meeting on 27 February 2001; item 3 titled
“Declarations of Interest”.

1. Why [following Mr Evans disclosure that, in addition to him being the
primary contract town planner for the Springs, his wife Judith Evans, in
addition to her being the co-director of Coburg Nominees Pty Ltd, is half
owner of land within the Springs] was there no further discussion on the
matter recorded in the Minutes of the Special Committee meeting?

There is no requirement, nor is it practical, for Council or Committee Minutes
to be recorded as a Hansard, “comments” are however, often recorded to
assist the reader with appreciating the extent of the meeting discussions, or
the reasoning behind a particular decision. On this particular occasion, it was
not considered warranted to add a comment in regard to the issue in question
(the disclosure is though, highlighted in the minutes). Future meetings may
wish to have recorded, information describing the meeting’s assessment of a
disclosure. This is a matter for those meetings to consider in light of the
situation prevailing at the time.

2. Why did the Committee, after hearing Mr Evans disclosure of the
interest and the nature of the interest, fail to require Mr Evans to
disclose the extent of the interest as required by the Local Government
Act?

There was no “failure” as S5.70 of the Local Government Act does not require
the Committee to seek the “extent” of an employee’s (or contractor’s) interest.
The Committee was satisfied that the disclosures provided adequate
information for them to assess the accountability of Mr Evans’ advice.

3. Will Council now require Mr Evans, Mrs Evans and Ms Betka to
disclose the extent of the interest in a comprehensive report to Council?

Council will continue to ensure that S5.70 of the Act is complied with. The
requirement of the supply of the “extent” of a financial interest disclosure will
be a matter for each future Committee/Council meeting to assess, as they deal
with each respective issue and any disclosure relative thereto.
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Item 5.1.5 continued...

4. How were the Special Committee and Special Council meetings able to
determine the import of the disclosures by Mr Evans and Ms Betka
without inquiring into the extent of the interests made that evening?

As highlighted above, the Financial Interest Disclosures contained sufficient
information for the Committee to be satisfied of the accountability of Mr Evans’
advice.

5. Having been apprised of the interests of Mr Evans, Mrs Evans and
Ms Betka in the Springs, why did the Special Committee and Council
meetings of 27 February 2001 continue to recommend and pass
resolutions without consideration of the impact that these belated
declarations have had on the town planning process generally and in
particular, on the Springs project?

The Committee and Council did consider the relevance of the disclosures
made when making their decisions. As outlined in a previous answer, in the
case of Mr Evans, it was the opinion of the Committee that the acquisition of
an interest in land in “The Springs” by Mrs Judith Evans, showed confidence in
the future redevelopment of the area.

6. Does resolution number 1 of the Special Meetings of 27 February 2001
(“1. That Council reaffirm its commitment to Scheme 13 in order to
achieve the structured redevelopment of the area as originally decided
in 1995”) have the effect of putting what was resolved in 1995, being
Amendment No 78 of Town Planning Scheme 11, before landowners
and Council for consideration as Town Planning Scheme 13 in 20017

No. The intent of the resolution is simply to reinforce to the community, that
Council is committed to Town Planning Scheme No. 13.

7. Landowners are perplexed at the circuitous route being taken with
Town Planning Scheme 13 since 1993. When can landowners in the
Springs expect Councillors to properly and actively discharge their
obligation to electors in regard to the supervision of management of the
City of Belmont?

Council is of the opinion that it is competently undertaking its role and
responsibilities as the Council for the district of the City of Belmont.
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Item 5.1.5 continued...

8. Are Councillors aware that their passive indifference to the Springs
landowners’ difficulties over the past nine years, particularly the
preceding 18 months, could amount to a wilful default in discharging
their obligations to electors?

Council is satisfied that it is competently undertaking its role and
responsibilities as the Council for the district of the City of Belmont, and rejects
the assertion of there being passive indifference to the “The Springs”
landowners.

5.1.6 Mrs Janet Powell (President — Ratepayers and Residents Association) —
62 Treave Street, Cloverdale

Mrs Powell asked the following question at the Council Meeting held on
26 March 2001 which was taken on notice.

1. Due to the present standards set by insurance companies regarding
drivers not declaring past records when making insurance claims, it
would seem that if a member of the staff or Councillor should be
involved in an accident without having declared their record of offences
prior to any incident, those claims would not be paid. Is Council aware
of these facts?

Council is aware of the issues raised by Mrs Powell, however, a distinction
needs to be made between a private vehicle insurance policy and a fleet
vehicle insurance policy.

The issue raised in Mrs Powell’'s question relates to “non disclosure of material
fact” that applies to individuals taking out a private motor vehicle insurance
policy. Non-disclosure of relevant information in a private motor vehicle
insurance policy could lead to an insurance company denying liability of a
claim.

The City of Belmont’s vehicles however, are insured under a fleet policy and in
accordance with our policy, disclosures of the nature raised by Mrs Powell are
not required. Providing the driver of a Council vehicle has the appropriate
licence and is authorised by Council to drive that vehicle, the individual's
driving record is not taken into consideration.

Our fleet insurer monitors the claims history for the whole fleet and would raise
with Council any concerns they may have with our claims history. Council
would also address any prior driving habits of any individuals through
appropriate training.
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Due to insufficient staff resources, the answers to the questions taken on
notice from the meeting held 11 April 2001 will be included in the 28 May 2001
Ordinary Council Meeting.

5.2 QUESTIONS ON WHIcH WRITTEN NoTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN PRIOR TO THE
MEETING

5.21 Mr Mike Robson (Secretary —Residents and Ratepayers Association) -
24 Homewood Street, Cloverdale

1. Can Council advise the current stage of planning for parking facilities
near the mosque which will assist the Muslim community?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that this item would be taken on notice.

2. Can Council report on their mosquito control program for the past six
months, particularly in reference to Tomato Lake and the open drains
that exist throughout the City?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that Council has a significant local
mosquito program and acts in conjunction with neighbouring Councils,
however, specific details in regard to Tomato Lake are not immediately
available to him and this question would need to be taken on notice.

3. I am led to understand that Council has sought to have a Medicare
office located in the City of Belmont. Can Council advise the date that
this occurred and provide myself with a copy of the application and any
related documents?

The Mayor advised that several letters have been forwarded recently seeking

that a Medicare office be relocated back into Belmont. A copy of which can be
forwarded to Mr Robson.

5.3 QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR

5.3.1 Mr Paul Hitt — 85 Fitzroy Road, Rivervale

Mr Hitt asked in regard to the large numbers of Graham Farmer Freeway traffic
entering the Rivervale area and what action is Council taking to control this traffic.

The Mayor advised that this matter will be dealt with later in tonight’s meeting.
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5.3.2 Mrs Janet Powell (President — Ratepayers and Residents Association) —
62 Treave Street, Cloverdale

1. Further to my question last meeting, what does Council do in regard to
retraining staff who drive Council vehicles, and who have previous drink
driving offences?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that the details provided in answer to item
5.1.6 suitably cover this question, essentially, staff who have a current drivers
licence are able to drive a Council vehicle and are covered by Council’s
insurance policy.

2. Who is responsible for traffic infringements attributable to Council staff
driving Council vehicles?

The Mayor advised that drivers are responsible for their own traffic
infringement costs.

3. What is the cost of Council running its passenger vehicle fleet for the
past two years?

The Mayor advised that this information was available in Council’s annual
statements of account and budgets.

5.3.3 Mr Rob Greenwood — 151 Coolgardie Avenue, Redcliffe

1. Mr Greenwood repeated his questions asked in regard to a community
bank and the Electors Meeting resolutions passed last year (refer to
Special Council Meeting questions of 11 April 2001).

The Mayor advised that due to staff resources limits, the answers to these
questions were not available at tonight's meeting. The Chief Executive Officer
advised that as is Council’s normal practice, a written response would be
forwarded directly to Mr Greenwood (within the next few days) and the
answers to his 11 April 2001 questions would appear in the next Ordinary
meeting of Council Agenda on 28 May 2001.

2. Is Council aware of recent Royal Commission recommendations where
they support “open” Committee meetings?

The Mayor advised that he was generally aware of recent recommendations of
local government investigations and highlighted that Council meeting
procedures are operating in accordance with the current Local Government
Act.

***7.42pm

As there were no further questions, the Mayor declared Public Question Time closed.
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5.4 PuBLIC STATEMENTS To COuNciIL TIME

5.4.1 Statements Where Prior Notice Has Been Given

Nil.

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

Nil.

5.4.3 Statements Relevant to Other Council or Local Government Issues

Nil.
6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES
6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

HELD 26 MARCH 2001

GODSELL MOVED, SYMONDS SECONDED, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE
ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD ON 26 MARCH 2001, AS PRINTED AND
CIRCULATED TO ALL COUNCILLORS, BE CONFIRMED AS A TRUE AND
ACCURATE RECORD.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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***7.43pm Cr Godsell, having earlier declared an interest in this item, departed the
Council Chambers.

6.2 SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 11 APRIL 2001

RICHARDSON MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE
SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING HELD ON 11 APRIL 2001, AS PRINTED AND
CIRCULATED TO ALL COUNCILLORS, BE CONFIRMED AS A TRUE AND
ACCURATE RECORD.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 1

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

***7.44pm Cr Godsell returned to the Council Chambers.

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

Nil.
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8. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

8.1 IMPLEMENTATION OF A 40KM SPEED LIMIT FOR THE SECTION OF KOOYONG ROAD
FROM CAMPBELL STREET TO FRANCISCO STREET

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise of a petition received requesting the implementation of a 40km speed limit
for the section of Kooyong Road from Campbell Street to Francisco Street.

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

BACKGROUND

A petition has been received requesting the implementation of a 40km speed limit for
the section of Kooyong Road from Campbell Street to Francisco Street. The petition
reads as follows:

"We the undersigned residents and ratepayers of the City of Belmont request
that Council gives urgent consideration to the implementation of a 40km speed
limit for the section of Kooyong Road from Campbell Street to Francisco
Street.

There are many elderly people living in this area and they have great difficulty
crossing the road to go to the Kooyong Road shops."

123 residents have signed the petition.

COMMENT

Nil.

RICHARDSON MOVED, SYMONDS SECONDED, THAT THE PETITION BE
RECEIVED AND COUNCIL NOTE THAT THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST FOR
THE IMPLEMENTATION OF A 40KM SPEED LIMIT FOR THE SECTION OF
KOOYONG ROAD FROM CAMPBELL STREET TO FRANCISCO STREET BE
REFERRED TO THE NEXT MEETING OF THE WORKS AND TECHNICAL
SERVICES COMMITTEE.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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8.2 OBJECTION TO ESCORT AGENCY OR BROTHEL LOCATED ON GREAT EASTERN
HIGHWAY, RIVERVALE (BETWEEN NORWOOD AND SURREY ROADS)

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise of a petition received objecting to the escort agency or brothel located on
Great Eastern Highway, Rivervale (between Norwood and Surrey Roads).

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

BACKGROUND

A petition has been received objecting to the escort agency or brothel located on
Great Eastern Highway, Rivervale (between Norwood and Surrey Roads). The
petition reads as follows:

"We the undersigned are aware that an escort agency or brothel has been
established on the Great Eastern Highway, Rivervale between Norwood
and Surrey Road. We categorically declare that we strongly object to such an
establishment.

In our capacity as residents, ratepayers and local council voters, we request
each and every councillor to take an interest in this case and oppose any
application from the parties concerned."

13 residents have signed the petition.

COMMENT

Nil.

BLAIR MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, THAT THE PETITION BE RECEIVED AND IT
BE NOTED THAT THIS MATTER WILL BE CONSIDERED AT ITEM 12.3 OF
TONIGHT’S MEETING AND THE PETITIONERS BE ADVISED OF COUNCIL’S
ULTIMATE DECISION.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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8.3 RESTRICTION OF SPEED OF TRAFFIC IN MENZIES STREET, RIVERVALE

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise of a petition received regarding the speed of traffic in Menzies Street,
Rivervale.

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

BACKGROUND

A petition has been received regarding the speed of traffic in Menzies Street,
Rivervale. The petition reads as follows:

"We the residents of MENZIES Street, Rivervale, would like the Council to
investigate the possible options to restrict the speed of traffic in our street."

16 residents have signed the petition.

COMMENT

Nil.

SYMONDS MOVED, BASS SECONDED, THAT THE PETITION BE RECEIVED AND
COUNCIL NOTE THAT THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST FOR INVESTIGATION
INTO THE SPEED OF TRAFFIC IN MENZIES STREET, RIVERVALE BE
REFERRED TO THE NEXT MEETING OF THE WORKS AND TECHNICAL
SERVICES COMMITTEE.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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8.4 INSTALLATION OF A “NO RIGHT TURN” SIGN AT THE INTERSECTION OF
CHAMBERLAIN ROAD AND GLADSTONE ROAD, RIVERVALE

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise of a petition received requesting the installation of a “No Right Turn” sign
at the intersection of Chamberlain Road and Gladstone Road, Rivervale.

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

BACKGROUND

A petition has been received requesting the installation of a “No Right Turn” sign at
the intersection of Chamberlain Road and Gladstone Road, Rivervale. The letter
accompanying the petition (and signed by Mr Paul Hitt on behalf of himself and other
concerned residents) reads as follows:

"As a resident of Belmont | have taken this opportunity to voice my concerns
at the increase of vehicles turning left into Chamberlain Street off the new
Polly Farmer Freeway, as a shortcut to enter Francisco Street. In so doing,
vehicles have to turn into Gladstone Road at a moderately severe bend in the
road. It is also apparent that some heavy vehicles are also now using this
route as a shortcut.

As there are a large number of elderly people who live in the immediate
vicinity, the increase of traffic raises serious concerns for the safety of the local
residents. To reduce through traffic in this area | would like to suggest that a
No Right Turn be placed at the junction of Chamberlain Road and Gladstone
Road. Local traffic would still have access to the vicinity and access can still
be gained to Francisco Street, at the traffic lights on Orrong Road. | would see
this modification as a temporary measure, until an in-depth assessment of the
situation is carried out by the council."

29 residents have signed the petition.
COMMENT
Nil.

SYMONDS MOVED, MURFIN SECONDED, THAT THE PETITION BE RECEIVED
AND COUNCIL NOTE THAT THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST FOR THE
INSTALLATION OF A “NO RIGHT TURN” SIGN AT THE INTERSECTION OF
CHAMBERLAIN ROAD AND GLADSTONE ROAD, RIVERVALE BE REFERRED
TO THE NEXT MEETING OF THE WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES
COMMITTEE.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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8.5 CONSTRUCTION OF “HALF COURT” BASKETBALL COURTS AT REDCLIFFE PARK
COMMUNITY CENTRE

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise of a petition received regarding the construction of “half court” basketball
courts at Redcliffe Park Community Centre.

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

BACKGROUND

A petition has been received regarding the construction of “half court” basketball
courts at Redcliffe Park Community Centre. The petition is titled “Petition to the
Belmont City Council for construction of a basketball practice court at Redcliffe Park
Community Centre” and 36 residents have signed the petition.

COMMENT

Nil.

GODFREY MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, THAT THE PETITION BE RECEIVED
AND COUNCIL NOTE THAT THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF “HALF COURT” BASKETBALL COURTS AT REDCLIFFE
PARK COMMUNITY CENTRE BE REFERRED TO THE NEXT MEETING OF THE
WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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Nil.

10.

Nil.

1.

111

Nil.

11.2

Nil.

11.3

Nil.

12.

121

MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

CORRESPONDENCE

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

GENERAL

LATE CORRESPONDENCE OF AN URGENT NATURE

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 2 APRIL 2001

Receipt of Minutes

SYMONDS MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Works and

Technical Services Committee meeting held on 2 April 2001, as printed and
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

Document Set ID: 249655

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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Item 12.1 continued...

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

ltems 8.4.1 and 8.4.2 were withdrawn at the request of Councillor Godsell

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1,
8.1.1-8.1.2,8.2.1- 8.2.9, 8.4.3 - 8.4.4, 8.5.1 - 8.5.2, and 9.1 — 9.2 of the Works
and Technical Services Committee meeting held on 2 April 2001, be adopted en
bloc (i.e. with the exception of items 8.4.1 and 8.4.2).

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

***7.58pm Councillor Coops having earlier declared her interest in this item
departed the Council Chambers.

12.1.1 Withdrawn Item 8.4.1 — Outside Workers Enterprise Bargaining
Agreement

GODSELL MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, THAT THE COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION BE ADOPTED WITHOUT AMENDMENT OR
MODIFICATION.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***7.59pm Councillor Symonds having earlier declared her interest in this item
departed the Council Chambers.

12.1.2 Withdrawn Item 8.4.2 — Abernethy Road Boat Ramp

GODSELL MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, THAT THE COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION BE ADOPTED WITHOUT AMENDMENT OR
MODIFICATION.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

***8.00pm Councillor Coops and Councillor Symonds returned to the meeting.

25
CONFIRMATION DATE: 28 MAY 2001

Document Set ID: 249655
Version: 1, Version Date: 03/05/2001



OCM 23/04/01 Reports of Committees

12.2 ADMINISTRATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 3 APRIL 2001

Receipt of Minutes

DONEY MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that the minutes of the Administration
and Community Services Committee meeting held on 3 April 2001, as printed
and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

GODFREY MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1 — 5.2,
8.1.1 — 8.1.2, 8.2.1, 8.3.1, 8.4.1, 8.5.1, and 9.1 of the Administration and
Community Services Committee meeting held on 3 April 2001, be adopted en
bloc.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

12.3 PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 9 APRIL 2001

Receipt of Minutes

SWANN_MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that the minutes of the Planning and
Development Committee meeting held on 9 April 2001, as printed and
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.4.1 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Blair.
Item 8.6.2 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Doney.
Item 8.7.3 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Murfin.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

COOPS MOVED, SWANN SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1, 7, 8.1.1 —
8.1.2,83.1-8.3.2, 86.1,8.6.3-8.6.4,87.1—-8.7.2, 87.4—8.7.9, and 9.1 - 9.2 of
the Planning and Development Committee meeting held on 9 April 2001, be
adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of items 8.4.1, 8.6.2 and 8.7.3).

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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***8.02pm Councillor Bass having earlier declared her interest in this item departed
the Council Chambers.

12.3.1 Withdrawn Item 8.4.1 — Proposed Changes to Amendment No. 12
Relating to the Clause for ‘Commercial Vehicle Parking’

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***8.03pm Councillor Bass returned to the meeting.

12.3.2 Withdrawn Item 8.6.2 — Lot 1 (33/35) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont -
Proposed Change of Land Use from ‘Motor Vehicle Hire’ to ‘Office’ Use

DONEY MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, THAT AS THE COUNCIL WAS NOT
ABLE TO DISALLOW THE LAND USE ON PLANNING GROUNDS, THE
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION NOT BE ADOPTED AND THAT:-

(A). COUNCIL APPROVE THE APPLICATION LODGED BY ROY WESTON
COMMERCIAL FOR AN ‘OFFICE FOR ADMINISTRATION OF AN ESCORT
AGENCY’ WITHIN THE EXISTING BUILDING ON LOT 1
(33-35) GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY, BELMONT SUBJECT TO THE
FOLLOWING CONDITIONS:

1. THE PREMISES BE UTILISED FOR OFFICE USE AND
ADMINISTRATION ONLY.

2. THE OFFICE BE ACCESSED BY EMPLOYEES ONLY, WITH NO
ADMITTANCE TO ESCORT AGENCY CLIENTS AND CUSTOMERS.

(B). COUNCIL INCLUDE AS A FOOTNOTE ON THE APPROVAL THAT
CONDITIONS 1 AND 2 ABOVE WERE IMPOSED BASED ON
STATEMENTS MADE IN THE APPLICATION DATED 16 MARCH 2001 AND
CORRESPONDENCE DATED 28 MARCH 2001.

(C). THE APPLICANT BE ADVISED THAT ANY PROPOSED SIGNS ON THE
BUILDING OR PROPERTY WOULD NEED TO BE LODGED AS A
SEPARATE DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION, AND SIGN LICENCE
APPLICATION.

LOST 2 VOTES TO 10

For: Doney, Godsell

Against: Passeri, Blair, Richardson, Coops,
Marks, Swann, Godfrey, Murfin, Symonds, Bass
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Item 12.3.2 continued...

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 1

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

Against: Doney

***8.08pm Councillor Symonds having earlier declared her interest in this item
departed the Council Chambers.

12.3.3 Withdrawn Item 8.7.3 — Location of Proposed Medical Centre — Lot 288
(23) and Lot 289 (25) Gerring Court, Rivervale

MURFIN _MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, THAT THE COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION BE ADOPTED WITHOUT AMENDMENT OR
MODIFICATION.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***8.09pm Councillor Symonds returned to the meeting.

124 RESOURCES AND PoLicYy COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 10 APRIL 2001

Receipt of Minutes

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that the minutes of the
Resources and Policy Committee meeting held on 10 April 2001, as printed and
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.1.2 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Doney.
Item 8.2.4 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Bass.
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Item 12.4 continued...

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

GODFREY MOVED, SWANN SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1, 7.1,
8.1.1,82.1-8.2.3,83.1,84.1-8.4.3, 8.7.1 - 8.7.3, 8.8.1 - 8.8.6, 9.1 and 9.2 of
the Resources and Policy Committee meeting held on 10 April 2001, be
adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of items 8.1.2 and 8.2.4).

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

***8.10pm Councillor Richardson having earlier declared his interest in this item
departed the Council Chambers.

12.4.1 Withdrawn Item 8.1.2 — Proposed New Rubbish Charges Policy

DONEY MOVED, SWANN SECONDED, THAT THE COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION BE ADOPTED WITHOUT AMENDMENT OR
MODIFICATION.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***8.11pm Councillor Richardson returned to the meeting.

12.4.2 Withdrawn Item 8.2.4 — Confidential Staff Item

RICHARDSON MOVED, MURFIN SECONDED, THAT THIS MATTER BE DEALT
WITH BEHIND CLOSED DOORS AS THE LAST ITEM ON TONIGHT’S AGENDA.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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13. REPORTS OF OFFICERS

13.1 INFORMATION ONLY ITEMS

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

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

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

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

BACKGROUND

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

COMMENT

General information and memorandums:

DATED SUBJECT

23/03/01 Public Forum — Monday, 30 April 2001

26/03/01 Martin Gray’s Farewell

26/03/01 Local Government Association Executive Meeting to be held at the
City of Belmont - 2 April 2001

28/03/01 Autumn River Festival

06/04/01 Annual ANZAC Memorial Service

06/04/01 Item 8.7.7 — 9 April 2001 Planning and Development Committee
Agenda

06/04/01 Public Forum — Monday, 30 April 2001

12/04/01 Local Government Association of Western Australia - Annual
General Meeting 2001

12/04/01 Reserved Road Names

18/04/01 Kewdale Hotel — Variation of Entertainment Condition
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OCM 23/04/01 Reports of Officers

Item 13.1 continued...

Councillor Information Items circulated on 30 March 2001:
13.1.1 WAMA Week Issue No. 12.01 — 23 March 2001.
Councillor Information Items circulated on 6 April 2001:
13.1.2 WAMA Week Issue No. 13.01 — 30 March 2001.

13.1.3 Vacancies for Four Members - Municipal Liability/WorkCare Self
Insurance Schemes Board of Management.

Councillor Information Items circulated on 12 April 2001:

13.1.4 WAMA Week Issue No. 14.01 — 6 April 2001.

13.1.5 Vacancy for WAMA Metropolitan Member and Deputy Member — Western
Australia Pedestrian Advisory Council.

13.1.6 Vacancy for WAMA Member— Bush Fire Service Consultative Committee.

13.1.7 Vacancy for WAMA Member— Safer WA Council.

13.1.8 Vacancy for WAMA Member— Fire and Rescue Service Consultative
Committee.
13.1.9 Vacancy for Local Government Representative — Heritage Council of

Western Australia (Panel of up to 3 Names).

13.1.10 Vacancy for LGA Member— Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies
Advisory Committee.

Councillor Information Items circulated on 20 April 2001:
13.1.11 WAMA Week Issue No. 15.01 — 11 April 2001.

13.1.12 WAMA Infopage — Physical Activity Taskforce.

13.1.13 Letter from the Office of the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure
regarding Planning Appeal System — Appeals to the Minister for
Planning and Infrastructure — Changes to Procedures.

SWANN MOVED, BASS SECONDED, THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED TO
ALL COUNCILLORS AND LISTED IN THIS “INFORMATION ONLY ITEMS”
REPORT BE NOTED AND RECEIVED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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OCM 23/04/01 Late Item

***8.12pm Councillor Richardson declared an interest and departed the Council
Chambers. The nature of Councillor Richardson’s interest is that he is a
registered agent with LJ Hooker — Belmont.

13.2 LATE ITEM — EXPRESSION OF INTEREST 05/01 — LAND AUCTION SERVICES

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise Council of the outcomes of expressions of interest called for the provision
of land auction services for the Durban Street subdivision.

IS THIS PROPOSAL CONSISTENT WITH COUNCIL’S CORPORATE PLAN? YES
Community Strategy C 1/3 — To ensure that the City of Belmont provides a wide
choice of residential accommodation to suit the needs of all age groups and to
satisfy the social and economic needs of the community: - b) To retain a
predominance of single housing, with medium density grouped dwellings interspersed, and
that in strategic locations, such as around neighbourhood shopping centres, higher density
residential development be encouraged.

BACKGROUND

In June 1999 Council resolved to prepare and advertise a business plan, in
accordance with the requirements of Section 3.59(2) of the Local Government Act,
1995, for the purpose of subdividing Council’s land holdings at Lots 70 - 76 Durban
Street and disposing of this land by way of public auction.

As a result, Council subdivided the land and created seven residential lots, these
being: -

Lot 300 Leake Street - 514sgm single residential *battleaxe lot
Lot 301 Leake Street - 336sgm  single residential

Lot 302 Durban Street - 362sqgm single residential

Lot 303 Durban Street - 375sgm single residential

Lot 304 Durban Street - 349sgqm single residential

Lot 305 Durban Street - 349sqm single residential

Lot 306 Durban Street -1,847sgm 7 unit development site

*Note: Council to contribute cost of paving battleaxe access to Lot 300 to red oxide asphalt standard or equivalent.

The business plan noted that the proceeds generated from the sale of the land were
to be placed in a restricted reserve with funds utilised by the City of Belmont towards
the development, construction and maintenance of the second stage of the Redcliffe
Community Centre and adjoining Redcliffe Park for the benefit of the residents within
the district.

32
CONFIRMATION DATE: 28 MAY 2001

Document Set ID: 249655
Version: 1, Version Date: 03/05/2001



OCM 23/04/01 Late Item

Item 13.2 continued...

A call for Expressions of Interest to provide land auction services for the subdivision
was advertised in the West Australian on Saturday 31st March 2001, and information
packages were distributed to all locally based real estate agents. Submissions
closed 10am Wednesday 18" April 2001.

With the current favourable property market, buoyed by the $14,000 first homebuyers
grant scheme, Council Officers believe it would be advantageous for Council to
conduct the land auction as soon as possible in May, and therefore avoid the
seasonal winter downturn expected in market demand.

COMMENT

Council received four submissions, these being from Raine & Horne Belmont;
LJ Hooker Belmont; Realty Executives; and Chesterton International. The
submissions are summarised (GST inclusive) as follows: -

Commission Conveyancing Auctioneer Sub-Total Marketing Total
Raine & Horne — Belmont $18,810.00 $ 1,540.00 $ 600.00 $ 20,950.00 $ 3,900.00 $ 24,850.00
LJ Hooker - Belmont $16,500.00 $ 1,200.00 $ 990.00 $ 18,690.00 $ 2,851.20 $21,541.20

Realty Executives - East Vic Park  $ 15,400.00 $ 1,750.00 $1,100.00 $ 18,250.00 $ 2,100.00 $ 20,350.00

Chesterton International $13,475.00 § 1,347.50 $ 990.00 $ 15,8712.50 $ 7,260.00 $ 23,072.50

The summary sub-totals those fixed costs of commission, conveyancing and
auctioneer cost, separating the variable marketing costs, as the city can separately
consider the level of marketing program it believes appropriate to maximise the
return from the sale of land.

On this basis, the submission by Chesterton International offers the best outcome for
the City, with the marketing program scaled to the most appropriate level by Council
Officers to ensure a reasonable exposure to generate sales interest.
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Item 13.2 continued...

DONEY MOVED, BASS SECONDED, THAT RESULTING FROM EXPRESSION OF
INTEREST 05/01 - LAND AUCTION SERVICES FOR THE DURBAN STREET
SUBDIVISION, COUNCIL ACCEPT THE SUBMISSION BY CHESTERTON
INTERNATIONAL FOR THE COMMISSION, CONVEYANCING AND
AUCTIONEERING COST COMPONENTS TOTALING $15,812.50, AND THAT THE
LEVEL OF THE MARKETING PROGRAM BE DETERMINED BY COUNCIL
OFFICERS IN CONSULTATION WITH CHESTERTON INTERNATIONAL.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***8.17pm Cr Richardson returned to the meeting.

14. REPORTS OF DELEGATES
14.1 COUNCILLOR MURFIN — 11 APRIL STUDENT FORUM

Councillor Murfin advised that a student forum was held recently in the City of
Belmont Civic Centre. Approximately 50 students from the local primary schools
attended.

Councillor Murfin, who facilitated this forum, introduced the Mayor — Councillor Peter
Passeri, JP, Councillor Lynne Coops and the staff present and invited the Manager —
Library Services and the Youth Services Co-ordinator to briefly speak to the students
about the services they provide in their relevant areas.

Following a light lunch, the students were asked to highlight any issues they wanted
discussed in the Council Chambers, and the following topics were raised:

Belmont City Skate Park

Provision of a Bike Track and its Location
Amenities in Council Parks

Other facilities for Youth in the City
General Comments

YVVYYVYYVY

From the group of student councillors present, Lee from Kewdale Primary was
selected to act as “Mayor” during the discussions in the Council Chambers.

During the course of the afternoon, several groups were invited to take part as
“councillors” on a rotational basis, and debate the various issues raised previously.
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Item 14.1 continued...

Listed below are some comments made in relation to the issues raised for
discussion:

» Belmont City Skate Park

The general feeling was that the building of the skate park was a great
concept by Council as it provided a good recreational facility.

Concerns were raised with regard to some minor crimes occurring such as
bikes being stolen, smoking, bullying, jumping the fence into the Oasis Centre,
etc. and most felt that extra security guards and patrols would alleviate this
problem. Some saw the extra security guards as a problem, as they said the
guards tended to take some matters too seriously.

The issue of providing security cameras was also discussed, however, there
was some feeling that this would not deter the anti-social behaviour, as the
cameras could be vandalised.

Requests were made to provide a “half pipe” and something for the younger
children to enjoy. Some thought that the existing facilities were adequate.
More amenities were requested at the skate park, such as a food/drink
kiosk/shop or a canteen, public phone and gas barbecues in the surrounding
park for families to enjoy whilst the children were at the park.

More skating competitions were requested.

More toilet facilities were requested, as the existing toilets are not always
open. (Cr. Murfin undertook to investigate the times that the toilets were open
to the public).

> Bike Track

Document Set ID: 249655

The concept of a bike track was supported by many of the schools — with the
location near the skate park being generally favoured.

This location was favoured because the current security patrols could monitor
the Bike Track at the same time, thereby saving costs. In addition, the other
facilities, such as toilets and canteens, etc. could also be shared.

Some thought that the “dirt” could cause a problem being in close proximity to
the skate park, and the bike track should be located elsewhere. The point was
raised that some children already use their bikes at the skate park.

Some other optional locations for the Bike Track that were discussed were —
Tomato Lake, Kart World, Forster Park, Library - middle of the vacant block.
Tomato Lake was not seen by some as a good option, because of
environmental issues.

The type of track discussed was for BMX, Dirt Bike with bowl, or a multi
purpose track to accommodate things for younger children.

Competitions at the bike track were requested.
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Item 14.1 continued...

» Amenities in Council Parks
e Parks in general were mentioned with a request for more facilities/amenities
such as — shelters from weather, cycle paths, drink fountains, more toilets.
e Toilets at Tomato Lake were considered to be too far from the lake.

» Other facilities for Youth in the City

e The introduction of a Time Zone was strongly supported — reasons given were
— keeps youth off the streets; no similar type of entertainment in Belmont at
present; something to do; opportunity to meet people.

e Some opposition to a Time Zone was also received, as it was perceived that
this type of entertainment would see older children bullying the younger ones;
it could encourage stealing; security could be a problem and the hours would
be outside those of the Belmont Forum Shopping Centre hours (if located at
the Shopping Centre).

e Some positive suggestions for a Time Zone included — token system; locate
next to the Reading Cinemas or at Belmont Forum; limit or have specific times
for various age groups; security guards to monitor movies and Time Zone.

e More Discos were requested for the youth.

» General Comments
e Toilets were requested in Rivervale near the shops.
e Netball courts — glass, broken bottles, etc. on courts — safety hazard.
e Syringes — found in school grounds (the prospect of an “exchange van” was
discussed, however, it was perceived that this would not stop the problem and
was therefore of no use).

This exercise was seen as extremely beneficial as it opened up discussion between
Council and the students of our City.

The students are to be commended for their exemplary behaviour and their input into
the future direction of our City.

BLAIR MOVED, COOPS SECONDED, THAT COUNCILLOR MURFIN’S REPORT BE
RECEIVED AND NOTED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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14.2 COUNCILLOR BLAIR—- LocAL GOVERNMENT ASSOCIATION MEETING

Councillor Blair advised that Councillor Godfrey, the Deputy Chief Executive Officer
and herself attended a Local Government Association meeting yesterday (Sunday,
22 April 2001) to vote on the proposed Single Local Government Association for
Western Australia. All 17 recommendations proposed by the “Single Association
Working Group” were passed and the proposed name for the new association is
“Local Government WA”.

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, THAT COUNCILLOR BLAIR’S
REPORT BE RECEIVED AND NOTED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

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

Nil.

16. NOTICE OF MOTIONS FOR CONSIDERATION AT THE NEXT MEETING

Nil.

Prior to proceeding behind closed doors to discuss a confidential item, the Mayor
gave the opportunity for Councillors whose terms were expiring, to provide a brief
report prior to their retirement/election.

Councillors Swann, Blair, Coops, Godfrey, Richardson, Symonds, and Passeri
commented on their terms in Council and how proud they have been to serve their
community in the City of Belmont.

The Chief Executive Officer passed on his and the staff's appreciation for the
professional and conscientious manner in which Councillors had conducted
themselves during their terms as Councillors.
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17. MATTERS BEHIND CLOSED DOORS

**+8 42pm

MURFIN MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, THAT IN ACCORDANCE WITH
SECTION 5.23(2)(A) COUNCIL PROCEED BEHIND CLOSED DOORS TO DISCUSS
A CONFIDENTIAL STAFF ITEM.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

***8.43pm The Mayor advised that Council will be proceeding behind closed doors
and asked all in attendance, other than Councillors and the Chief
Executive Officer to leave the Council Chambers.

***8.44pm The meeting resumed with all Councillors and the Chief Executive Officer
present.

17.1 WITHDRAWN ITEM — 8.2.4 RESOURCES AND PoLicY COMMITTEE
CONFIDENTIAL STAFF ITEM

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 1

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

Against: Bass

***8.48pm

GODFREY MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, THAT THE MEETING AGAIN BE OPEN
TO THE PUBLIC AND THAT THE RESOLUTIONS PASSED BEHIND CLOSED
DOORS BE READ.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

18. CLOSURE

There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor declared the meeting closed at
8.49pm.
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