City of Belmont
ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

MINUTES
TABLE OF CONTENTS

25 NOVEMBER 2002

ITEM

SUBJECT PAGE

2.1
2.2

5.2

NOTICE OF MEETING

OFFICIAL OPENING ..o ciircceerrrceee s sssrse s s es s s s s smee s snan s s smmsee s snen s sannensns 1
APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE ...........ccccoirirrrercee s e eee s s s smme s 1
APOLOGIES ... ueeeeeeeieieee ettt ee et e e eae e e s st teee e neaeaaasseee e nsteesanseaeeaasaeaeannsaeesanneenennssneennnes 1
LEAVE OF ABSENCE . ....cicuutieeitieeeeseeeesstteeeaseeesssseeeaasseesssneeeeaasseasansenesssseessansseesannes 1
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST ....cooricirisceerrrcees s semessssees s snms s s ees s smsn e s nnes 2
ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER (WITHOUT

[ 115703 U 15357 [ 1 2
PUBLIC QUESTION TIME.........coiiriiiirrinnssses s s s ssms s sn s s smss s ssmes snsnnes 3
RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE AT PREVIOUS MEETING..........cccueee. 3
5.1.1 Mrs Pat Morgan, 3 Jennifer Way, ROSSmMoyne...........cccovveeeeeviiieeeenne 3
51.2 Mr Bill Foy, 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale .............ccccoovveeiiiiiieennnne 4
5.1.3 Mr Peter Stewart, 275 Peet Road, Roleystone...........cccccceviiieriiieene 5
5.1.4 Mr Ross O’Neil, 3 Clyde Street, South Perth...........c.coooiiiiiiees 6
QUESTIONS ON WHICH WRITTEN NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN PRIOR TO THE

Y S 8
5.2.1 Mr Paul Hitt, 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont .............ccccooveeiiiiieiniiiee 8
5.2.2 Mr Michael Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale.................ccccceeeene. 8
5.2.3 Mrs Pat Morgan, 3 Jennifer Way, Rossmoyne...........cccccccevvieeriiineene 9
524 Mr Bill Foy, 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale .............c.ccooiiiiiiinnns 10
5.2.5 Mr Peter Stewart, 275 Peet Road, Roleystone...........cccooeeeveiiieeenn, 11
5.2.6 Mr Ross O’Neil, 3 Clyde Street, South Perth........ccccooooiiiiiieiiiiieee, 12
5.2.7 Mr Michael Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale..................ccccce...... 13

i
CONFIRMATION DATE: 16 DECEMBER 2002



25 NOVEMBER 2002

ITEM SUBJECT PAGE
5.2.8 Rob Greenwood (‘| Care’ Redcliffe Residents’ Group and Belmont
Residents/Ratepayers Action Group Inc) - 151 Coolgardie Avenue
[ L=T0 (01111 (T 13
53 QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR ...ttt e e e e e e e e ee e 15
5.3.1 Mr John Maguire, 11 Hillcrest Road, Kewdale ............cccccceeeiiiieenene 15
5.3.2 Mr William Elkes, 55 Riversdale Road, Rivervale .............cccccceeeeeennes 15
5.3.3 Mr Kevin Bettridge, Unit 3/18 Mort Street, Rivervale ........................... 15
5.34 Mrs Brenda Whitely, 8 Gibbs Street, Rivervale ...........c.cccceeeveenen, 15
5.3.5 Mr Paul Hitt, 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont...........cccccoeciiieeeiiiicieeeenne 16
5.3.6 Mr Rob Greenwood, 151 Coolgardie Avenue, Redcliffe...................... 16
5.3.7 Mr John Maguire, 11 Hillcrest Road, Kewdale ............cccccooeveiiieeeen. 16
5.3.8 Mr Peter Stewart, 275 Peet Road, Roleystone..........cccooveeeeiiieeenn, 16
6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES. ... cciiiiiisisisnsssssrssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssannsns 17
6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD 11 NOVEMBER 2002.........covveeiriieiiiieeeeeeeeeeenn 17
7. QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS ON WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)......ccccceirreirersssmmrrssssesssssssessssnssssssssssssssmssssssssssssnnsessnns 18
8. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS ... s s sssnsrss s s s s ssss s s s s s nsn s s s s s s 18
9. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM APREVIOUS MEETING.........ccccccceumuerennnnne 18
10. CORRESPONDENCE.........coceeteeeteeeeisssssesssssssrsssrsssssssssssssssssssssssssssnsnsssssnes 18
10.1 LEAVE OF ABSENGCE.......ccittttuieieieettteeeeeee ettt eeseaseeaa e eeeseeseaaseeseessasnsessessesannaseseenes 18
L0202 €= ] = = YR 18
10.3  LATE CORRESPONDENCE OF AN URGENT NATURE........cceeieiitirirteieee e e e e e e e e e 18
11. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.........coo e evississssss e ssss s s s s s s s s s s s snansn s snsananes 19
11.1 PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING HELD 18 NOVEMBER 2002 ...... 19
11.1.1  Withdrawn ltem 8.1.3 — Building Code of Australia — Energy
Efficient HOUSING DESIGN .......ovieiiiiieie e 19
11.1.2  Withdrawn Item 8.2.1 — Mosquito Control — PowerPoint
[ TSY Y 0] = 1o o T 19
11.1.3  Withdrawn ltem 8.2.3 — Energy Efficient Reserve Fund ...................... 20
11.1.4  Withdrawn ltem 8.6.4 — Lot 5 (118-126) Kewdale Road — Proposed
S0 o0 [V =7 (o) o TR 20
12. REPORTS OF OFFICERS.......ccoceeeeeeeeeeiisssisisssesnse s s ssssssssss s ssassnsssasssssnsnsnnnsnns 23
12.1 INFORMATION ONLY ITEMS ..ottt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aaeaeeseeeessesnsesenennns 23
13. REPORTS OF DELEGATES.......cccoceeeeeeeeeeeeissssssssssnsssssnesssssssssssssssssssssssssnns 25
13.1 CR GODFREY — ARIMA CONFERENCGE .....uiiiiieiieeeeee ettt a e e e e e e e e ae e 25
13.2 CR RICHARDSON — SECONDARY WASTE MANAGEMENT ...uvuviteeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeesennnns 26
13.3 CRBLARR—SPECIAL MEETING OF MAYORS/PRESIDENTS ON CRIME PREVENTION......26
i

CONFIRMATION DATE: 16 DECEMBER 2002



25 NOVEMBER 2002

ITEM  SUBJECT PAGE
14. URGENT BUSINESS APPROVED BY THE PERSON PRESIDING OR BY
] 0 £ @ 27
15. MATTERS FOR WHICH MEETING MAY BE CLOSED.......cccooviiminerninnninnnans 27
16. 09 10 25 1] 27
iii

CONFIRMATION DATE: 16 DECEMBER 2002



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

25 NOVEMBER 2002, COMMENCING AT 7.31PM

PRESENT

Cr P R Passeri, JP

Cr M H Blair

Cr M C Godsell

Cr G Doney

Cr AT Richardson, JP
Cr G J Godfrey

Cr P Marks

Cr AP Murfin, OAM, JP
Cr E Teasdale

Cr J Powell

IN ATTENDANCE

Mr B Genoni
Mr N Hartley
Mr R Lutey
Mr A Oats
Mr R Garrett

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

West Ward
Central Ward
Central Ward

West Ward

West Ward

East Ward

East Ward

South Ward

South Ward

South Ward

Chief Executive Officer

Deputy Chief Executive Officer

Director - Engineering

Manager — Planning Services
Manager — Financial Services

There were 19 members of the public and one 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.

2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Cr G Dornford
Cr M Bass
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OCM 2511/02 Declarations of Interest

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

In accordance with the City of Belmont’s Code of Conduct, Councillor Richardson
declared an interest that could give rise to a reasonable belief that his impartiality
may be adversely affected. The interest is in ltem 11.1 (ltem 8.4.1 of the Planning
and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 18 November 2002). The
nature of the interest being that he owns property in close proximity to Lot 14427
Minora Place, Rivervale.

In accordance with the City of Belmont’s Code of Conduct, Council’s Senior Planning
Officer, Juliette Gillan declared an interest that could give rise to a reasonable belief
that her impartiality may be adversely affected. The interest is in Item 11.1 (ltem
8.7.5 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 18
November 2002). The nature of the interest being that her father is a member of the
Town of Victoria Park Design Review Group who advised the Town of Victoria Park
on the Structure Plan for Burswood Lakes.

Councillor Teasdale declared a financial interest. The interest is in ltem 11.1
(ltem 8.7.5 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated
18 November 2002). The nature of the interest being that he is a Burswood
shareholder.

Councillor Passeri declared a financial interest. The interestis in ltem 11.2 (ltem
9.7.3 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 19 November
2002). The nature of the interest being that he has shares and superannuation in
AMP.

4. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

Nil.
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OCM 2511/02 Public Question Time

***7.34pm For the benefit of the public present the Chief Executive Officer stated
the rules of Question Time.

5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

51 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE AT PREVIOUS MEETING

5.1.1 Mrs Pat Morgan, 3 Jennifer Way, Rossmoyne

Mrs Morgan asked the following questions at the Ordinary Council meeting held on
Monday 11" November 2002, which were taken on notice. Correspondence was
forwarded to Mrs Morgan on 22" November 2002, details below.

I refer to the 19 November 2001 meeting of the Council when it adopted the final
form of TPS 13 “The Springs” for Ministerial approval. According to clause 10.8.3 of
the current Scheme, TPS 14, my husband and | will be liable for costs incurred by
Council for The Springs development on my property at 8 Malvern Road. | ask:

1. How much money has Council expended on outside costs on The Springs
since 19927

Our records indicate that the total expenditure incurred from the
commencement of the Springs development in 1995 is approximately
$494,000

2. How much money has Council expended on internal costs on The Springs
since 19927

Council does not track “internal” costs for activities of this nature as these
costs are recognised as a standard function of the Council in accordance with
its responsibilities to the community.

3. How much money has Council expended on outside costs since the final form
was adopted for Ministerial approval since 19 November 20017

Our records indicate that outside costs since 19 November 2001 are
approximately $29,000.

4. How much money has Council expended on internal costs since the final form
was adopted for Ministerial approval since 19 November 20017

See 2. above
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OCM 2511/02 Public Question Time

Item 5.1.1— Continued...

5.

5.1.2

Why don’t costs expended in “The Springs” show up in expenditure on the
financial report for 2001-2002 and why don’t costs incurred, but to be clawed
back under TPS 14 Section 10.8.3 show in a ‘suspense’ or other form of off-set
account?

The Annual Financial Report is not intended as a detailed management report
and therefore does not include specific details of activities undertaken in the
reporting period. All income and expenditure for the 2001-2002 financial year is
represented in the Annual Financial Report as required by the Local Government
Act 1995 and relevant Australian Accounting Standards.

Costs incurred and due to Council under TPS 14 are recognised as a receivable
in the Non Current Assets section of the Statement of Financial Position and at
Note 6 as Accrued Income.

What proportion of costs expended by Council in (1) to (4) above is to be debited
against so called ‘participating’ landowners in The Springs development?

The amount recoverable by Council is yet to be determined and will be the
subject of a future report to Council. However, in accordance with Council’s
resolution of 14 August 2000, it was not intended that participating landowners
pay for Scheme costs incurred prior to 16 November 1998.

Mr Bill Foy, 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

Mr Foy asked the following questions at the Ordinary Council meeting held on Monday
11™ November 2002, which were taken on notice. Correspondence was forwarded to
Mr Foy on 22"% November 2002, details below.

| refer to the 19 November 2001 meeting of the Council when it adopted the final form of
TPS 13 “The Springs” for Ministerial approval. My mother and | made submissions and
asked questions at meetings in regard to the Council approval of an Escort Agency
opposite The Springs in May 2001. The submissions and questions on amenity were
dismissed.

| note that Council has subsequently amended TPS 14, amendment 18, effectively
prohibiting sex related uses in all zones of the City with the exception of the industrial
zone and | ask:
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OCM 2511/02 Public Question Time

Item 5.1.2 — Continued...

1. Why did the City allow the apparent re-opening of the Escort Agency opposite
The Springs with the attendant risks to children and loss of amenity in the
area?

The City issued a planning approval on the 6 June 2001 for an escort agency
administration office. Provided the use of the premises is in accordance with the
City’s Town Planning Scheme, Council has no right to disallow the application.

2. The Police are continually attending reports of crime in The Springs, is Council
aware of the soaring crime rate in The Springs?

The advice from the Police Department and Council’s Security Patrols do not

1

support any suggestion of a “soaring crime rate in ‘The Springs ™.

3. Have the Police in Belmont or the Perth based Drug Squad been in contact
with the City in regard to the activities associated with the Escort Agency
opposite The Springs?

No.
4. If Council has been made aware of the problems, what action will the City of

Belmont take to protect the interests of residents and ratepayers?

Council makes every attempt within its powers to ‘protect the interests of
residents and ratepayers’.

5.1.3 Mr Peter Stewart, 275 Peet Road, Roleystone

Mr Stewart asked the following questions at the Ordinary Council meeting held on
Monday 11" November 2002, which were taken on notice. Correspondence was
forwarded to Mr Stewart on 22" November 2002, details below.

| refer to the 19 November 2001 meeting of the Council when it adopted the final form of
TPS 13 “The Springs” for Ministerial approval. |also refer to the minutes of the OCM of
28 October 2002 at ltem 15.1 — “Audit Summary”. | ask that members reflect on the
answers to the following questions to determine if they are prepared to accept the
minutes of the OCM as a true and accurate record as per Agenda Item 6 for this
evening. | ask:

1. According to the Local Government (Financial Management) regulations, at r.51,
the CEO is required to sign the attestation required by Schedule 2, Form 1. Why
has the Director — Finance signed this form for the 2001-2002 accounts?

Thank you for drawing this to our attention. The Chief Executive Officer has now
signed the Form 1 declaration as required by Regulation 51.
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OCM 2511/02 Public Question Time

Item 5.1.3 — Continued...

5.

Was the auditor advised that payments were made by the City during the year to

the Scheme Manager, and further, were these payments not subject to the
Audit?

Yes, all financial transactions are subject to audit within the requirements of
Australian Auditing Standards.

Was the auditor advised that payments were made by the City during the year to
its solicitors, McLeod and Company for services rendered in regard to the
Scheme and the Inquiry process, and further, were these payments not subject
to Audit?

Yes, all financial transactions are subject to audit within the requirements of
Australian Auditing Standards.

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

Mr O’Neil asked the following questions at the Ordinary Council meeting held on

Monday 1

1™ November 2002, which were taken on notice. Correspondence was

forwarded to Mr O’Neil on 22" November 2002, details below.

1.

Why has the Mayor not completed a response to my letter dated 28 August
2001 on behalf of Springs Landowners Group referring to the last meeting of
the Council’'s Springs Committee of 18 July 20017

The Working Group has not met since the last meeting held on Wednesday, 18
July 2001. There has been no progress on the proposed City of Belmont Town
Planning Scheme No. 13 “The Springs” because of the Inquiry into the City and
therefore there has been no business that would necessitate a meeting of the
Working Group.

Once the Inquiry is completed, it may be appropriate to arrange a Working Group
meeting and at that time the matters raised in your letter concerning the record of
the Notes of the 18 July 2001 meeting can be discussed.

Why didn’t the Council’s Springs Committee meet to consider and determine the
re-advertised Scheme in 2001 as it considered and determined the advertised
Scheme in 20007 Why hasn't it met since 18 July 2001

The input from the Working Group was not required on the re-advertised
Scheme. The Inquiry into the City has prevented any progress on the Scheme
and therefore there was no need to call a Working Group meeting.
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OCM 2511/02 Public Question Time

Item 5.1.4— Continued...

3.

Why has Council failed to acknowledge the 19 signatures and 26 property
addresses listed in the Springs Group submission rejecting the Scheme, or even
contacted landowners over the past 12 months to let us know our fate in TPS
137

Council has in its opinion complied with the processes of the Town Planning and
Development Act and Regulations and in fact has done far more than expected
for these types of Schemes.

The “fate” of the Scheme rests with the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure
and the Minister cannot consider the Scheme until the Inquiry has been
completed and the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) has made
a recommendation to her.

Why is Council totally ignoring the wishes and advice from the majority of the
private landowners in the Scheme expressed in our submission by saying that
we are a minority, and further, why haven't West Ward Councillors returned our
calls or bothered to contact us for the past 12 months?

The Council has considered all submissions on proper planning grounds. The
WAPC will assess all submissions and Council’s response in making its
recommendation to the Minister.

As was recorded in the 11 November 2002 Council Minutes, subsequent to that
meeting, West Ward Councillors advised that they had not received any
telephone calls from The Springs landholders that had not been responded to.

Why does the Council continue to specifically marginalise the majority of the
landowners in the Scheme by calling us a vocal minority in the Belmont Bulletin
of Christmas 2001 and the following edition of the Belmont Bulletin in March
20027

The 2001 and March 2002 Belmont Bulletins set out Council’'s understanding of
the position.

What is Council’s current plan for the vexatious Scheme 13, will we have to read
about our collective fates in the Christmas 2002 edition of the Belmont Bulletin?

Scheme 13 is not vexatious and Council’s position has not changed since its
resolution to adopt the Scheme with modifications and request the Minister to
approve the Scheme. The Council is confident that the Minister will reach the
conclusion that the proposed Scheme is the only way that a well planned and
high quality development can be achieved. Once the Minister has made a
decision all landowners will be advised of the outcome.
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OCM 2511/02 Public Question Time

5.2 QUESTIONS ON WHICH WRITTEN NoOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN PRIORTO THE
MEETING

5.21 Mr Paul Hitt, 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

Further to Mr Paul Hitt’s previous questions regarding Belmont International Baseball
Stadium (formerly Parry Fields):-

1. Is Council aware that further rubbish has been dumped on the site since he
began asking questions on the matter some weeks ago?

The Chief Executive Officer replied that Council is not aware of any other
rubbish on the site.

2. If Council is unable or unwilling to commit to a time line for the removal of the
rubbish on this site, will steps be taken to secure the site from future dumping?

The presiding person of the Works and Technical Services Committee,

Cr Godsell stated that at times other than when the site is being used for the
agreed access to the nearby construction site, the gates are to be closed to
prevent unauthorised access.

5.2.2 Mr Michael Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale
On page seven of the minutes of 11" November 2002 relating to the Islamic College,

ltem 11.1 Planning and Development Committee of 21% October 2002, Mr Ryan
asks:-

1. Why was part of his written question, namely “I along with former Councillor
(name deleted) and others it seems, hold reservations that 12 metres is in fact
adequate, but that | accept | would ask”, not recorded in the minutes?

The Mayor advised that Clause 11 (e) of the Local Government
(Administration) Regulations states that “the content of minutes of a meeting
of a Council...is to include... a summary of each question raised by members
of the public at the meeting and a summary of the response to the question”.
The record of minutes more than adequately accommodates this requirement.

2. In the answers given by Councillor Richardson and indeed in the original ltem
11.1 PDC 21.10.2002 reference is made to “12m wide roads” should these
more correctly be call “road reserves” as the answer as given, tends to give a
false impression of the actual size of the roads?

The presiding person of the Works and Technical Services Committee, Cr
Godsell replied that the mention of “12m road reserves” was in a specific
response to a question about 12 metre road reserve widths, not pavement
widths, and given these circumstances its meaning was quite clear.
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OCM 2511/02 Public Question Time

Item 5.2.2 — Continued...

It is noted in the Resources and Policy monthly payments attachment that the
amount of $25,773 was paid to McLeod & Co for legal advice on 28™ October
2002.

(@)  Whatis the total dollar amount expended on legal advice from McLeod
& Co relating to Local Government Inquiry to date?

(b) Has this amount and any future costs for McLeod & Co been allowed
for in the 2002-2003 budget?

(c)  Whatis the total dollar amount budgeted for legal costs to service the
Inquiry?

(d) In the event of any adverse finding against any Councillor or staff
member, will the Councillor or officer concerned be requested to
reimburse Council for any/all of the legal costs expended on his or her
behalf?

The presiding person of the Resources and Policy Committee, Cr Godfrey
replied —

(a) The amount expended (nett of GST Input Tax Credits) in relation to
legal cost for the Local Government Inquiry to date is: 2001/02 $10,256
and 2002/03 $37,288.

(b) Yes, a budget of $85,000 has been estimated for the 2002/03 Financial
Year.

(c) The total expenditure on legal costs relating to the Inquiry is estimated
to be approximately $95,256 in line with (a) and (b) above.

(d) This is a hypothetical question.

5.2.3 Mrs Pat Morgan, 3 Jennifer Way, Rossmoyne

Mrs Morgan refers to agenda item 5.1.1 this evening and asks:

1.

In response to her question (at part 1), she was advised that some $500,000
has been expended on The Springs from 1995, her question was in relation to
monies spent by Council since 1992. Could Council please advise how much
Council has spent on The Springs (Area A2) from 1992 to 19957

The Mayor advised that due to shortness of notice, this question would be
taken on notice.
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OCM 2511/02 Public Question Time

Item 5.2.3 — Continued...

2.

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

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

If the answer to the above question is zero, how is Council able to substantiate
any claim on Springs landowners and if substantiated, how is Council to
account for any windfall income from Springs landowners which has been

expended then “clawed-back” planned under TPS 14 clause 10.8.37?

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

5.24 Mr Bill Foy, 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

Mr Foy refers to the agenda item 5.1.2 for this evening and asks:

1.

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

The Mayor advised that due to shortness of notice, this question would be
taken on notice.

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

The Mayor advised that this question would be taken on notice.
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OCM 2511/02 Public Question Time

Item 5.2 — Continued. ..

5.2.5 Mr Peter Stewart, 275 Peet Road, Roleystone

Mr Stewart refers to agenda item 5.1.3 this evening and asks:

1.

His question (at part 1) was “according to the Local Government (Financial
Management) Regulations, at r.51, the CEO is required to sign the attestation
required by Schedule 2, Form 1. Why has the Director — Finance signed this
form for the 2001-2002 accounts?” and despite the note provided at 5.1.1,
remains unanswered. Could Council please advise why has the Director —
Finance signed this form for the 2001-2002 accounts?

Previously, the Director — Finance was required to sign this declaration and
inadvertently that practise has continued until this year when you brought the
regulation change to our attention, for which we thank you.

Can the CEO sign the account attestation required by r.51 of the regulations,
retrospectively of Council accepting the accounts at ltem 15.1 at the ordinary
council meeting of 28 October 20027 Will Council need to rescind the subject
motion this evening and re-adopt tonight with the proper certification from the
CEO?

| have signed the declaration and a copy has been forwarded to the
Department of Local Government and Regional Development. | do not believe
a rescission motion is necessary.

The 2000-2001 accounts of the City appear to be similarly flawed, that is, the
Director — Finance has signed the CEQ’s certification. How will this apparent
anomaly be resolved?

The 2000-2001 accounts signed by the Director — Finance were forwarded to
the Department of Local Government and Regional Development in 2001 and
that Department has not raised any concerns. As this declaration was
previously required to be signed by the Director — Finance, we presume the
Department of Local Government and Regional Development see this issue
as a minor technicality.

How long has the Director — Finance been signing certifications for the CEO
on the accounts of the City, has the CEO signed any r.51 certificates, if so,
which years?

Since it became a requirement under the Local Government Act 1995.
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OCM 2511/02 Public Question Time

Item 5.2.5— Continued...

5.

The Director — Finance is nominated as Stuart Cole in the certifications, this
position does not appear in the ‘directorships’ of the City. Does the City have
both a Director of Corporate Services and a Director — Finance?

The positions are one and the same.
In answer to his question (in part 5) of 11 November 2002, Mr Stewart was
advised that the auditor was advised that payments were made by the City to

the Scheme Manager of The Springs, how were the auditors so advised?

All financial records are made available to the auditor for inspection.

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

(as advised by Mr Peter Stewart)

Mr O’Neil refers to agenda item 5.1.4 this evening and asks:

1.

How many resumptive schemes has this Council initiated?

The Mayor advised that due to shortness of notice, this question would be
taken on notice.

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

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

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

The Mayor advised that this question would be taken on notice.
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OCM 2511/02 Public Question Time

Item 5.2 — Continued. ..

5.2.7 Mr Michael Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

| refer to agenda item 6 this evening, specifically the confirmation of ltem 15.1,
Urgent Business from the minutes of the ordinary council meeting of 11 November
2002. | ask:

1. Could the CEO please advise what allegations he is instructed to investigate
and report on to Council regarding the Departmental Inquiry into the City?

2. What are the terms of reference of the CEO’s inquiry into the Inquiry?
3. When will the CEO'’s report be available?

4, Will the CEO table his report of inquiry, or an interim report of inquiry to the
next ordinary council meeting of the City on 16 December 20027

The Chief Executive Officer advised that in regard to the above four questions
the item dealing with this matter relates to a confidential matter and will remain
so until and unless Council resolves to lift that confidentiality.

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

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

2. How will Council assist the Residents of Redcliffe, Belmont, Rivervale, Cloverdale
and Kewdale to counteract the projected fourfold increase in today’s noise,
fumes, sleep disruption, loss of amenity, fear of aircraft crashes into residences,
etc as flights into and out of Perth Airport increase from an average 250 flights per
day in 2002, to 1000 per day by 20477

3. The increased danger of aircraft accident due to Perth Airport’s proximity to the
Darling Scarp and associated Wind Shear is well documented, and, one of the
important reasons for the promised relocation of Perth Airport by 2015. What has
Council done to achieve that promised relocation away from Redcliffe, Belmont,
Rivervale, Cloverdale and Kewdale?
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Item 5.2.8 — Continued...

4.

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

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

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

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

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

The Mayor advised that due to the lack of time to research these questions, they
would need to be taken on notice.
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5.3 QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR

5.3.1  Mr John Maguire, 11 Hillcrest Road, Kewdale

In regard to the recent trip to China by the Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council
representatives of the Cities of Belmont and Swan, what business links have, or will be
established?

The Mayor advised that a register of businesses is being prepared by the EMRC and

the City of Guangzhou. It is anticipated that potential business links will flow from this
initiative.

5.3.2 Mr William Elkes, 55 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

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

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

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

Mr Bettridge stated that at the ordinary council meeting held on 28 October 2002 (ltem
5.3.2) the question recorded does not include all of the detail as reflected in his actual
question.

The Deputy Chief Executive Officer advised of the Local Government (Administration)
Regulation # 11(e) which states:

“The content of minutes of a meeting of Council ..... is to include a
summary of each question raised by members of the public at the meeting
and a summary of the response to the question”.

5.3.4 Mrs Brenda Whitely, 8 Gibbs Street, Rivervale

Mrs Whitely asked if the Mayor had a problem with his hearing, as whilst he could not
hear her question (OCM 11/11/02 —5.3.2). Councillor Doney was able to and there is
an answer to her question at the Planning and Development Committee meeting held
on 18 November 2002 (ltem 9.1.1).

The Mayor advised that he genuinely did not hear the question at the time.

The Mayor advised Council that the 30 minutes allotted to Question Time had elapsed.
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***8.10pm

POWELL MOVED., BLAIR SECONDED, that Question Time be extended for up to
a further 15 minutes.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

5.3.5 Mr Paul Hitt, 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

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

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

5.3.6 Mr Rob Greenwood, 151 Coolgardie Avenue, Redcliffe

Why did the Chief Executive Officer not read the ‘note’ attached to his earlier
questions on notice (at item 5.2.8)?

The Mayor advised that the ‘note’ was not part of the questions.

5.3.7 Mr John Maguire, 11 Hillcrest Road, Kewdale

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

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

5.3.8 Mr Peter Stewart, 275 Peet Road, Roleystone

1. In regard to the Department of Local Government’s Public Question Time
Guidelines, is the City in receipt of a copy?

The Mayor replied, yes.

2. Has a copy been passed to Councillors?
The Mayor advised that a copy of the Guidelines had not been distributed to
Councillors as yet. Councillor Marks added, that an industry newsletter was

forwarded to Councillors recently, outlining that this information is available on
the Department of Local Government’s web site.
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Item 5.3.8 — Continued...

3. Will the Mayor advised the correct meeting procedure to Councillors (as per
the above guidelines)?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that a report is currently being prepared
for Councillors’ future consideration. Notwithstanding, the documentation
referred to are “quidelines” and consequently not compulsory.

4, How are “Rules of Question Time” established and what is their head of
power?

The Deputy Chief Executive Officer read the Local Government
(Administration) Regulation #7(1) which states:-

“Procedures for the asking of and responding to questions raised by members
of the public at a meeting referred to in Regulation 6(1) are to be determined
by the person presiding at the meeting, or in the case where the majority of
members of the Council present at the meeting disagree with the person
presiding, by the majority of those members, having regard to the
requirements of sub-regulations (2), (3) and (5)”.

***8.19pm As there were no further questions, the Mayor declared Public Question
Time closed.

6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 11 NOVEMBER 2002

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 11 November 2002, as
printed and circulated to all Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

GODSELL MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Ordinary
Council Meeting held on 11 November 2002, as printed and circulated to all
Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

17
CONFIRMATION DATE: 16 DECEMBER 2002



OCM 2511/02 Correspondence

Nil.

Nil.

Nil.

10.

Nil.

10.1

Nil.

10.2

Nil.

10.3

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

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM APREVIOUS MEETING

CORRESPONDENCE

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

GENERAL

LATE CORRESPONDENCE OF AN URGENT NATURE
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11. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

1.1 PLANNING AND D EVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 18 NOVEMBER 2002

Receipt of Minutes

RICHARDSON MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that the minutes of the Planning
and Development Committee meeting held on 18 November 2002, as printed
and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

ltems 8.1.3, 8.2.1, 8.2.3, 8.6.4 and 8.7.4 were withdrawn at the request of Councillor
Godfrey.

ltem 8.7.5 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Richardson.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

RICHARDSON MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that recommendation items 8.1.1,
8.1.2, 814, 8.2.2, 824, 83.1, 83.2, 8.4.1, 8.5.1, 8.6.1 — 8.6.3, 8.7.1 - 8.7.3 and
9.1.1 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting held on 18
November 2002, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of items 8.1.3, 8.2.1,
8.2.3,8.6.4, 8.7.4 and 8.7.5).

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

11.1.1 Withdrawn Item 8.1.3 — Building Code of Australia — Energy Efficient
Housing Design

GODFREY _MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, that the Committee
Recommendation be adopted without amendment or modification.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

11.1.2 Withdrawn Item 8.2.1 — Mosquito Control — PowerPoint Presentation

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

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0
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Item 11.1 — Continued...

11.1.3 Withdrawn Item 8.2.3 — Energy Efficient Reserve Fund

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

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

11.1.4 Withdrawn Item 8.6.4 — Lot 5 (118-126) Kewdale Road
— Proposed Subdivision

GODFREY MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that the Committee recommendation
not be adopted and that on the basis of an improved environmental outcome,
Council not support a variation to Local Planning Policy No. 13 and advise the
owner that condition 2 of the subdivision approval of 11 June 2002 must be
complied with.

LOST3VOTESTO 7

For: Godfrey, Teasdale, Passeri

Against: Blair, Godsell, Doney
Richardson, Marks, Murfin, Powell

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the Commaittee
Recommendation be adopted without amendment or modification.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 2

For: Teasdale, Blair, Godsell, Doney
Richardson, Marks, Murfin, Powell

Against: Godfrey, Passeri
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Item 11.1 — Continued...

11.1.5 Withdrawn Item 8.7.4 — Draft State ment of Planning Policy
— Land Use Planning in the Vicinity of Perth Airport

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

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

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

11.1.6 Withdrawn Item 8.7.5 — Town of Victoria Park Burswood Lakes
Structure Plan and Associated Scheme Amendment

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

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

***8.53pm Cr Teasdale returned to the Chamber.
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11.2 RESOURCES AND PoLIcY COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 19 NOVEMBER 2002

Receipt of Minutes
GODFREY MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Resources

and Policy Committee meeting held on 19 November 2002, as printed and
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

ltem 9.7.3 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Godfrey.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

GODFREY MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that recommendation items 8.1,
82 921-9.23,941,94.2, 9.5.1,9.6.1,9.7.1, 9.7.2,9.7.4 — 9.7.6 and 9.8.1 of
the Resources and Policy Committee meeting held on 19 November 2002, be
adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of item 9.7.3).

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

***8.55pm Having earlier declared an interest in the following item, Cr Passeri
departed the Chamber and asked the Deputy Mayor, Cr Blair, to chair the
meeting in his absence.

***8.55pm  Cr Blair assumed the chair as Acting Mayor.

22
CONFIRMATION DATE: 16 DECEMBER 2002



OCM 2511/02 Reports of Officers

Item 11.2 — Continued...

11.2.1 Withdrawn Item 9.7.3 — Analysis of Investments as at 31 October 2002

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

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

***8.56pm Cr Passeri returned to the Chamber and resumed the chair.

12. REPORTS OF OFFICERS
12.1 INFORMATION ONLY ITEMS

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

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

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

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

BACKGROUND

This item relates to information circulated by the Chief Executive Officer which may
be of general interest to Councillors.
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Item 12.1 — Continued...

COMMENT

Reports of Officers

General information and memorandums:

DATED

SUBJECT

08 November 2002
15 November 2002
15 November 2002
15 November 2002
15 November 2002
15 November 2002
15 November 2002
15 November 2002
18 November 2002
19 November 2002
20 November 2002
21 November 2002

22 November 2002
22 November 2002
22 November 2002
22 November 2002
22 November 2002
22 November 2002

22 November 2002

Neighbourhood Watch Annual Awards Evening

This Week at ALGA — Friday 8 November 2002

Local Government News - Issue No. 45.02: 8 November 2002
Linking Councils and Communities — Edition 10

2002 Annual General Meeting

Seminar/Training — Understanding and Measuring Social Capital
Lot 400 (302-306) Great Eastern Highway, Ascot

Annual Report 2001-2002

Underground Power — Customer Satisfaction Survey

61X Site, Pt Lot 235 & Lot 1 (49-51) Harold Street, Ascot Waters
Local Government News : 20 November 2002

Planning and Development Committee — Item 8.1.4 (18/11/02)
Disability Access Review

This Week at ALGA — 15 November 2002

Local Government News - Issue No. 46.02: 15 November 2002
Western Councillor

Wilson Park (faxed on Monday 18/11/02)

Wicca Park — Christmas Car Park, Belmont Forum Staff
Addition to Schedule of Names Reserved for Streets and Parks
(tem 8.3.4 — 21/10/02 PDC Meeting)

Letter from FoodBank

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

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

TEASDALE MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that the information provided to all

Councillors and listed in this “Information Only ltems” report be noted and

received.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0
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13. REPORTS OF DELEGATES
13.1 CRGODFREY— ARIMACONFERENCE

From the 17" to 20" November 2002, Cr Godfrey attended the Association Risk and
Insurance Managers Australasia Conference held in Perth.

The conference theme was “Limiting Liability: Legislation and Litigation”. A wide
range of topics relevant to the City of Belmont was covered, such as disaster
recovery, effective corporate governance, limiting liability and assessing your risks.

It is evident that we need to look at Risk Assessment not only from an operational but
also from a strategic perspective.

Local Government Insurance Services WA Conference

On Thursday 21% November 2002, Cr Godfrey attended a one day risk management
seminar called “How the West was Done”.

Once again many speakers gave good presentations relevant to local government.
The topics covered were assessing and managing environmental risks, the Council’s
role in claims management and Pitfalls of Bad Risk Allocation in Contracts.

Two fascinating case studies were on the Rural Waste Disposal Sites — Brookton
Fire, and Public Event Risk management using AS 4360 as a tool. This paper was
delivered by Mr Ray Glickman, CEO City of Fremantle.

The host for the afternoon sessions was MLS board member, Mr Stuart Cole, who
did an excellent job.

Both seminars gave Cr Godfrey an insight into the important issues of liability,
insurance and risk management. Cr Godfrey tabled the ARIMA conference papers
for the records.

BLAIR MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the reports of Cr Godfrey be noted
and received.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0
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Item 13— Continued...

13.2 CRRICHARDSON — SECONDARY WASTE MANAGEMENT

Cr Richardson advised of secondary waste management initiatives being taken by
the Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council and the associated community
representation groups contributing to these initiatives.

BLAIR MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that the report of Cr Richardson be noted
and received.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

13.3 CRBLAIR — SPECIAL MEETING OF MAYORS/PRESIDENTS ON CRIME PREVENTION

On behalf of the Mayor, Cr Blair recently attended the abovementioned meeting
where there was a presentation by the Office of Crime Prevention. The meeting was
chaired by Mayor Pat Morris, the Local Government representative on the Safer WA
Council.

Representatives from the Office of Crime Prevention, Mr Gary Hamlon and Mr Bob
Kato gave a presentation on the “New Structures for Crime Prevention in WA’ report.
There were 26 workshops and 30 interviews and the Office of Crime Prevention
representatives stated they were overwhelmed by the responses of Local
Government.

There was a great amount of discussion on the implications of the report from a Local
Government perspective. One of the major discussion points was the cost shifting
onto Local Government from the State, relative to crime prevention initiatives in our
communities.

A copy of the draft Partnership Agreement on Crime Prevention has been sent to all
metropolitan Mayors and Presidents, as well as all Councils.

The meeting was of the view that the new structure for crime prevention needs more
negotiations on the Partnership Agreement and funding before it can be finalised.
The State Government has been advised that the Association will continue to keep a
dialogue going between WALGA and the Mayors/Presidents Safer WA Council
before it signs off on the Partnership Agreement on the New Structure for Crime
Prevention in WA.

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the report of Cr Blair be
noted and received.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0
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14. URGENT BUSINESS APPROVED BY THE PERSON PRESIDING OR BY
DECISION

Nil.

15. MATTERS FOR WHICH MEETING MAY BE CLOSED

Nil.

16. CLOSURE

There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor declared the meeting closed at
9.04pm.
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