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Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held in the Council Chamber,
City of Belmont Civic Centre, 215 Wright Street, Cloverdale on Tuesday

25 November 2025 commencing at 6:30pm.

Minutes

Present

Mayor R Rossi, JP (Presiding Member)

Cr D Sessions (Deputy Mayor)
Cr G Sekulla, JP

Cr J Harris

Cr B Ryan

Cr P Marks

Cr Z Abedin

Cr J Davis

Cr C Kulczycki

In attendance

Mr J Christie
Mr S Downing
Mr W Loh

Mr M Murphy
Ms D Dabala
Ms G Carter-Nguyen (dep. 6:35pm)

Mr A Bott (dep. 6:35pm)
Ms C Gilbert (dep. 6:35pm)
Mr B Pang (dep. 6:35pm)
Ms L Nicholls

Ms S Bell

Members of the gallery

There were 8 members of the public in the gallery and no press representatives.

Mayor

West Ward
Central Ward
Central Ward
East Ward
East Ward
South Ward
South Ward
West Ward

Chief Executive Officer

Director Corporate and Governance

Director Development and
Communities

Director Infrastructure Services
Manager Governance and Legal

Manager Public Relations and
Stakeholder Engagement

Manager Planning Services
Coordinator Planning Projects
Coordinator Planning
Coordinator Governance
Senior Governance Officer
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1 Official Opening

6:30pm The Presiding Member welcomed all those in attendance and
declared the meeting open.

The Presiding Member read aloud the Acknowledgement of Country.

Acknowledgement of Country

Before | begin, | would like to acknowledge the Whadjuk Noongar people as the
Traditional Owners of this land and pay my respects to Elders past, present and
emerging.

| further acknowledge their cultural heritage, beliefs, connection and
relationship with this land which continues today.

The Presiding Member invited Cr Sessions to read aloud the Affirmation of Civic
Duty and Responsibility on behalf of Elected Members. Cr Sessions read aloud the
affirmation.

Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility

I make this affirmation in good faith and declare that | will duly, faithfully,
honestly, and with integrity fulfil the duties of my office for all the people in the
City of Belmont according to the best of my judgement and ability.

| will observe the City’s Code of Conduct and Standing Orders to ensure
efficient, effective and orderly decision making within this forum.

2 Apologies and leave of absence

Ms J Cherry-Murphy (apology) Coordinator Governance
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3 Declarations of interest that might cause a

conflict

3.1 Financial Interests

Nil.

3.2 Disclosure of interest that may affect impartiality

Item No and Nature of Interest (and extent, where
Title appropriate)
Cr G Sekulla 12.2 - | have met the CEO, the Chairperson and a
Amendment No. Director of the Perth Racing Board on a
24 to Local number of occasions during the past 8 years.
Planning Scheme Note: Disclosed prior to commencement
No. 15 : .
of discussion on Iltem 12.2.
CrD 12.2 - I have met the CEO of Perth racing at
Sessions Amendment No. multiple events whilst representing the City.
24 to Local
Planning Scheme
No. 15
CrD 12.3 - Local | live very close to the Gt Eastern Highway
Sessions Planning Policy corridor
No. 20 - Great
Eastern Highway
Urban Corridor
Mayor R 12.4 — Mrs Hays was a fellow member of the
Rossi Demolition of a Belmont Historical Society for many years.
Single Dwelling
— Lot 502 (314)
Kew Street,
Cloverdale
CrD 14.1 — NAIDOC I know the nominee and nominator, and have
Sessions Awards 2025 previously been on various advisory groups
Nomination with both.
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4 Announcements by the Presiding Member
(without discussion) and declarations by
Members

4.1 Announcements

‘Last month | had the pleasure in sharing that our Rangers Team had been
named the Ranger Team of the year.

It is with great pride that | announce our Planning Team have been awarded
Local Government Planning Team of the Year in the Band 1 category by the
Planning Institute of Australia.

This award recognises outstanding achievements by planning teams within WA'’s
largest local governments.

It acknowledges the dedication, professionalism and collaborative approach the
City of Belmont Planning Team brings to its work as they navigate a complex infill
environment while supporting the City in meeting its targets.

It also reflects how a small council can deliver significant, State-level outcomes
by embedding feasibility, design quality and pragmatism into the planning
framework.

Please join me in congratulating our Planning Team for their remarkable
achievements and the positive impact they have on planning a better City of
Belmont.

I would now like to invite the representatives of the Planning Team to come
forward to accept the award in recognition of their outstanding work.'

4.2 Disclaimer

6:35pm The Presiding Member drew the public gallery’s attention to the
Disclaimer.

The Presiding Member advised the following:

‘| wish to draw attention to the Disclaimer Notice contained within the Agenda
document and advise members of the public that any decisions made at the
meeting tonight can be revoked, pursuant to the Local Government Act 1995
(WA).

Therefore, members of the public should not rely on any decisions until formal
notification in writing by Council has been received.’
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4.3 Declarations by Members who have not given due
consideration to all matters contained in the
business papers presently before the meeting

Note:

Cr Harris made a declaration at Iltem 4.3 in relation to Item 12.7 — Annual Report
2024-25 in the agenda.

Cr Harris advised that whilst he has read Item 12.7, due to the item being a late
item, he stated that he was not able to give the item due consideration, and that
he would depart from the Chamber during the discussion and voting on this
agenda item.

5 Public question time

5.1 Responses to questions taken on notice

5.1.1 Ms Hollands on behalf of Belmont Residents and
Ratepayer Action Group

The following question was taken on notice at the 28 October 2025 Ordinary
Council Meeting. Ms Hollands was provided with a response on 13 November
2025. The response from the City is recorded accordingly:

1) Atthe 23 September 2025 Ordinary Council Meeting | asked if Councillors
blocking people from their social media page and whether residents could
make a complaint of a breach of the Code of Conduct. The response from the
City was that the social media page of a Councillor is the ‘private realm of an
individual, and it is up to the individual, or in this instance Councillor who they
allow to see their social media page content.’

In the Elected Members Communication Policy, it includes statements relating
to social media such as ‘increases residents access to Council information’,
and ‘increase the level of trust in Council’. How does either of these happen
when people are blocked?

Additionally, | refer the City and Council to the Elected Member Code of
Conduct sections 4.1(b), 5.1(a), 6(d), 8.1(a) and 8.2(b) and (d), and to
regulation 18 within the Standards Panel Decision ‘Walker vs Treeby’, and
‘Kepert vs Standards Panel and Attorney General where both breaches related
to social media accounts. Now that | have provided this information, would

the City and Council be prepared to re-investigate this information and review
the responses provided to me at the 23 September 2025 Ordinary Council
Meeting?
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Response

The City has reviewed the additional material provided by Belmont
Residents and Ratepayer Action Group (BRRAG) as well as the Local
Government Standards Panel cases quoted by BRRAG.

By the City’s reading of the Standards Panel cases referred to by the
guestioner, these cases do not relate to blocking of access to a Facebook
page by an Elected Member.

Should BRRAG believe an Elected Member has breached the Local
Government Act by blocking a third party’s access to that Elected
Member’s Facebook site, it is open to BRRAG to lodge a formal complaint
with the City or the WAEC (as it occurred in the Municipal Election
Period).

5.1.2 Ms L Hollands, Redcliffe

The following question was taken on notice at the 28 October 2025 Ordinary
Council Meeting. Ms Hollands was provided with a response on 13 November
2025. The response from the City is recorded accordingly:

4. Is there a policy to stop properties having overgrown grass, particularly in
relation to front yards of residential properties?
Response

There is no Council policy that addresses overgrown grass on private
properties.

Where the property is grossly overgrown the owner would be required to
cut back the vegetation in line with the Bushfire Act 1954 (WA).

5.1.3 Mr Cardozo on behalf of Belmont East Ward Connect

The following questions were taken on notice at the 28 October 2025 Ordinary
Council Meeting. Mr Cardozo was provided with a response on 13 November
2025. The response from the City is recorded accordingly:

3. When the public is asked to leave an ABF for confidential matters, is the audio
recording paused, as it is during confidential items at OCM's?
Response

The audio recording continues during closed sessions for confidential
matters at ABF’s.
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4. So if the audio does not capture confidential matters, then confidentiality
cannot be the reason that the public cannot access the ABF audio?
Response

As above, the audio recording continues during closed sessions for
confidential matters at ABF's.

5.1.4Ms J Gee, Cloverdale

The following questions were taken on notice at the 28 October 2025 Ordinary
Council Meeting. Ms Gee was provided with a response on 13 November 2025.
The response from the City is recorded accordingly:

1. Can | have a summary of how much has been spent on Councillor meals in
the last 12-months?
Response

The City provided meals for Elected Members for November 2024 to
October 2025 (12 months) at a cost of $19,874 (ex-GST).

2. How much is the Councillors’ Lounge costing us including drinks and snacks
over the last 12-months?

Response

The Councillors Lounge cost for Elected Members for November 2024 to
October 2025 (12 months) is estimated at $1,534 (ex-GST).

5.1.5Mr L Rosolin, Belmont

The following question was taken on notice at the 28 October 2025 Ordinary
Council Meeting. Mr Rosolin was provided with a response on 13 November 2025.
The response from the City is recorded accordingly:

2. Inregard to employees and volunteers engaged with the City at multiple
locations, what is the checks performed to ensure the safety of children and
the community as to the backgrounds of these individuals?

Response

As Mr Rosolin was advised at the 28 October 2025 Ordinary Council
Meeting, relevant roles at the City require an employee to have a valid
Working With Children Check and satisfactory National Police Clearance
prior to their commencement at the City.
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5.2 Questions from members of the public

6:37pm The Presiding Member drew the public gallery's
attention to the rules of Public Question Time as written
in the Public Question Time Form.

In accordance with rule (l), the Mayor advised that he had registered 6
members of the public who had given prior notice to ask questions.

The Presiding Member invited members of the public who had yet to
register their interest to ask a question to do so. Two further
registrations were forthcoming.

5.2.1 Ms L Hollands, Redcliffe

1. With regard to the City’s current Advisory Groups:

a) What is the original date when the current City Advisory Groups were
initiated?

b) Can | have the dates of any subsequent changes to their Terms of
Reference?

c) How do | get a copy of the minutes that relate to these changes?
Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that these questions would be
taken on notice.

2. What was the date of the meeting that the decision to change the Terms of
Reference for the Advisory Groups, and why was there no Ordinary, Special
Council Meeting or minutes from this?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that these questions would be
taken on notice.

3. Can the City provide the section of the Local Government Act 1995 (WA) (the
Act) amendments that now these groups are seen as administrative?

a) Does it specifically state that councillors are no longer allowed to be on
these groups?
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Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that these questions would be
taken on notice.

4. Atthe 28 October 2025 Ordinary Council Meeting, | asked questions about
Belmont Seniors Citizens Centre (BSCC) Bus Agreement, and these questions
were deleted from the livestream. The City Administration claims it has the
right to do this under Section 5.23 of the Act. This section is for when a
meeting is closed, and it was not closed during Public Question Time. What
specific section of 5.23 of the Act allows Council to remove sections from the
livestream when it occurs during Public Question Time?

a) Where does it state that the City has the right to enact this when the
meeting is not closed?

b) Where does it state that the City can do this for the purposes of closing
the meeting?

Response

The Manager Governance and Legal stated that some information has
already been provided to Ms Hollands on this matter and general legal
permissibility. Whilst the Act is not exhaustive on this matter as

raised by Ms Hollands, there is nothing under general legal principles
as confirmed with communication with the Department of Local
Government, Industry Regulation and Safety (DLGIRS) that prevents
the City from not livestreaming or publishing parts of its meeting,
whether on the agenda or not that contains confidential information.

5. To clarify, is the City stating that there is no specific section in the Act which
allows for the removal of sections of the livestream?

Response

The Manager Governance and Legal stated that she refers to her
previous response, and that whilst there is no specific provision in the
Act that deals with matters that the Council does not have forewarned
or forenotice of, there is no prohibition on the general legal principle
that any party, Council or otherwise cannot act to protect and
preserve its confidential information. This position has been
reinforced and supported by DLGIRS.
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5.2.2 Ms Hollands on behalf of Belmont Residents and
Ratepayer Action Group

1. Did the City of Belmont, when asking DLGIRS for a determination on the
matter, state that there was no confidentiality clause in the BSCC Bus
Agreement, and there was a public BSCC meeting on the matter?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that yes, this was advised to
DLGIRS.

2. The Belmont Residents and Ratepayer Action Group (BRRAG) sent a letter to
Council recently regarding the removal of two of Ms Hollands’ questions during
Public Question Time at the 28 October 2025 from the livestream, and a
response was received from the Director Corporate and Governance. The
response stated that ‘legally permissible and entirely responsible decision and
appropriate in the circumstances with both parties not waiving confidentiality’.
The BSCC Bus Agreement had no confidentiality clause which means neither
party agreed to the matter being confidential, so how does that work when
there is no such clause for either party that both parties must waive the
confidentiality in order to be spoken about publicly?

Response

The Manager Governance and Legal stated that firstly, matters
pertaining to the BSCC Bus Agreement between the City and BSCC are
commercial-in-confidence for each of those parties, and is a matter
for those parties to determine. Secondly, the absence of any note of
confidentiality or a confidentiality clause in any agreement does not
absolve any quality of confidentiality in a document or communication
if the parties continue to treat it as such. The City has prevailed with a
position that the City’s legal privilege in the document has been
maintained. The City is yet to be advised by BSCC that they have
waived their legal privilege, and as such the commercial-in-confidence
nature of the agreement stands.

3. Under section 6.2(1) [Sd of the Standing Orders, it is at the Mayor’s discretion
during Public Question Time whether a question is to be answered, for instance
if the question is deemed inappropriate or has been asked previously. At the
28 October 2025 Ordinary Council Meeting, | asked the question on the BSCC
Bus Agreement and the Mayor received the question and referred the question
to the Chief Executive Officer. When it is the Mayor’s role to determine if a
question is appropriate for response, why did the Mayor refer the question to
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the Chief Executive Officer for reply and after the first question was deemed to
be confidential in nature, why was my second question on the matter
permitted to be asked, and | was not asked to withdraw the question at the
time?

Response

The Mayor stated that as Mayor, he is able to seek advice from the
Chief Executive Officer and Officers, which is what occurred on the
evening.

4. The Livestreaming Policy requires the Chief Executive Officer consults with the
Mayor regarding the removal of any section of the livestream. Did the Mayor
consult with the Chief Executive Officer on this matter, and,

a) Given that the Mayor is a member of the BSCC, and that there was a
public BSCC meeting advertised on the matter, why did the Mayor agree
to the removal of the questions from the livestream?

b) Will the Mayor be following policy and moving a motion before Council to
either agree, or disagree, with the removal from the livestream?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that to clarify, the clause Ms
Hollands is referring to does not relate to anything and everything
being excluded from the livestream. It discusses inappropriate
behaviour during Public Question Time. There is a clause in the City’s
Livestreaming Policy that advises that confidential matters will not be
recorded or livestreamed, or made available to the public.

5.2.3Ms D Ransome, Ascot

1. Has the development of fourteen units at 56/58 Hay Road met Government
Sewerage guidelines?

Response

The development is required to meet Government Sewerage Policy.
A sewer connection point exists approximately 63 metres from the
site, which is within the 91 metres requirement under the Health Act
1911 (WA). Because of this, the development is not permitted to rely
on an alternative septic system and must connect to the reticulated
sewer network. This ensures sewer and wastewater are managed in
accordance with current health and safety standards.
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2. When all units are occupied there will be at least twenty-eight people feeding
into an alternative septic system. Given that these units are within sight of
the Swan River does the council have any environmental concerns?

Response

The development must connect to the reticulated sewerage network
as indicated in the response to question 1.

3. Alternative septic systems function adequately if people use them
appropriately. Has council considered that many things such as sanitary
items, fats oil or grease, food scraps, bleach etc. could cause these systems
to mal function?

Response

The development must connect to the reticulated sewerage network
as indicated in the response to question 1.

4. Will buyers be made aware that their property is not on reticulated sewerage
and the costs involved of maintenance of the sewerage system?

Response
The development must connect to the reticulated sewerage network
as indicated in the response to question 1.

5.2.4 Mr Cardozo on behalf of Belmont East Ward Connect

1. The City of Belmont’s Information Statement has listed for many years the
Agenda Briefing Forums (ABFs) as public meetings. Can the City confirm that
changing that classification, including the removal of ABFs from the list, cannot
be done by City Administration, and must be approved by Council at a public
meeting?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that it is the City’s understanding
that Council has no intention at present to change ABFs, therefore
they remain open to the public. The Chief Executive Officer stated that
the remainder of the question would be taken on notice.

2. Can the City confirm that the ABFs audio recording is a continuous recording
which includes the entirety of the public portion of the meeting?

Response
The Chief Executive Officer stated that he believes that yes, it is.

The Director Corporate and Governance stated that the Chief
Executive Officer is correct, it is a continuous recording.
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3. Given that the City has acknowledged the audio recording at an ABF is
continuous throughout the session, and there are occasions when there are
confidential items on the agenda, but are not discussed behind closed doors,
meaning the entire meeting remains accessible to the public, what rationale
does the City have for denying access to the ABF audio recording for meetings
where no confidential matters are addressed, or at least for the public section
as per the Freedom of Information Act 1992 (WA)?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that this matter raised by Mr
Cardozo has been responded to by the City on a number of occasions,
and that the audio recording of an ABF is for minutes verification
purposes only.

4. The City acknowledges that ABFs are continuously audio recorded, yet the ABF
Matrix omits any public submissions or deputations, councillor questions and
officer responses. Given that the Freedom of Information Act 1992 (WA) and
the State Records Act 2000 (WA) both require accurate and accessible records
of public information, what is the City’s justification for releasing only a brief
summary when the City holds a complete audio recording of the meeting?

Response

The Manager Governance and Legal stated that she believes that the
City has already responded to Mr Cardozo on this matter, and clarified
that the issue pertains to the exemption in the Freedom of

Information Act 1992 (WA) for material that is publicly available.
Therefore, the release of an ABF audio recording is not subject to the
FOI requirements of the Act, since it is already accessible in a public
domain and at an event open to the general public. She also directed
the questioner to previous correspondence sent to Mr Cardozo
regarding this topic.

5.2.5Mr M Cardozo, Redcliffe

1. Atthe 10 December 2024 Agenda Briefing Forum, my written submission was
refused as | was deemed not directly affected. Whilst the ABF Matrix does
record the Mayor’s refusal, it does not record any of the explanation | provided
when asked how | was directly affected. Given that the Matrix is adopted at
each Ordinary Council Meeting as an official public record of the meeting, how
can an internal or external reviewer assess the fairness of the decision to not
allow a submission or deputation?
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Response

The Manager Governance and Legal requested that Mr Cardozo clarify
which parties he would consider to be an external reviewer.

The Manager Governance and Legal stated that as Mr Cardozo
considers State Government agencies to be external reviewers, who
would be aware of the obligations and rights under the relevant Acts,
those agencies would be across what information is in the public
domain.

2. The City has previously stated it relies on dictionary definition of directly

4.

affected. If the residents reasoning is not recorded in the Minutes adopted by
Council, how can the City claim that the Matrix is a complete or accurate public
record for the purposes of the State Records Act 2000 (WA) and Freedom of
Information Act 1992 (WA).

Response

The Manager Governance and Legal referred to previous responses
given. The information is in the public realm, by operation of the
Freedom of Information Act 1992 (WA), it does not need to be
specifically recorded. There is no obligation on the City to collect
verbatim information from Officers, Councillors, members of public
etc. provided at an ABF. The Matrixes are a high-level summary of the
information exchanged on the evening.

The AEM on 3 February 2025, had no confidential items and was recorded in
full. The published minutes include only the motion headings, and omit the
electors submissions, explanations and rationale. What reason is there for the
City to withhold the audio and the complete record of the AEM.

Response

The CEO stated that the recording is for the verification of the
minutes. The legislation allows the City to provide a summary of the
meeting.

Throughout this year, the City has confirmed that the ABF is continuously
recorded, supported by a Matrix, adopted as Minutes at the following OCM.
Does the City acknowledge that ABF records must meet the same standard of
accuracy, completeness and accessibility as OCMs and Special Council
Meetings?
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Response

The Manager Governance and Legal stated that State Parliament
would not have intended that the Freedom of Information Act 1992
(WA) would supersede the Local Government Act 1995 (WA). The
Local Government Act 1995 (WA) is very clear about the City’s
obligations, including the requirement to record information in the
form of minutes. Meetings that are not statutorily required by the
Local Government Act 1995 (WA), such as ABFs and other meetings,
are open to the public but sit outside those obligations. They are two
distinct statutory regimes that operate separately and would not
override the obligations on local authorities under the Local
Government Act 1995 (WA).

5.2.6 Ms C Padua, Redcliffe

1. Residents in the Lyall St area have been following the proposed ‘left in, left
out’ trial at Lyall St and Stanton Rd. Can the City please advise whether the
‘left in, left out’ trial can proceed independently of the Western Power delay?

a) And if so, when residents can expect it to begin and if it can proceed
independently, is the City willing to prioritise the trial given the ongoing
safety concerns raised by residents?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the design works had
reached 85% completion and the City is liaising with Main Roads WA
on funding.

A modelling exercise considered a number of scenarios, with one of
them as the ‘left in, left out’ on its own. It was not the preferred
scenario as it would push traffic in other directions. The best outcome
was the ‘left in, left out’ and other treatments. The ‘left in, left out’
works could be done before the other works, but the concern would
be the potential impact on traffic. The preferred solution would be to
do them all together.

To do other parts of the treatment, for example, intersection plateaus
at Lyall St, on Moreing St and the junctions at Stanton Rd, there is
potential to do those initially but the modelling and preferred option
would be that the ‘left in, left out’ is done at the same time as the
roundabout.
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In regard to the timing for lighting, the City has a direct Western
Power application in and have applied on an ‘Option B’ process where
the local government can design and deliver the lighting themselves
under Western Power approval. The City is meeting with a lighting
consultant on Friday. The City is also in discussions with suppliers for
solar lighting. If there are delays on other aspects of lighting, they
could be installed as a temporary measure.

The City is pursuing every avenue and anticipate that within the next
month or two the City would have more information on project
timings that would be available on the City’s website.

2. Could the City please advise whether another car counter or speed monitoring
device is currently being used or is planned to be deployed to track speeding
vehicles on Lyall St.

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the City can carry out
another audit on speeds and traffic volume on Lyall St.

3. Regarding the intersection at Victoria St and Lyall St, does the City plan to
implement any measures to further prevent accidents?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated there were a number of
intersections identified under the Redcliffe Traffic Study. The Director
Infrastructure Services stated that the remainder of the question
would be taken on notice.

7:12pm Sessions moved, Harris seconded, that Public Question Time be
extended.

Carried 9 votesto O

For: Abedin, Davis, Harris, Kulczycki, Marks, Rossi, Ryan, Sekulla and
Sessions

Against: Nil
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5.2.7 Mr M Russell, Kewdale

1.

What money is in the dedicated reserve account for Lot 1, 314 Kew St
property created in 2007, and why were none of the funds used to stabilise or
reuse the heritage dwelling in the years since?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that the question would be taken on
notice.

When was last time the Annual Report was not inserted as a late item to the
OCM?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that the question would be taken on
notice.

What legal basis is the City relying on to make the Belmont Senior Citizens
Club bus contract confidential, and how is it consistent with upcoming reforms
requiring public registers of contracts and community leases?

Response

The CEO stated that the discussions were commercial in confidence.
At the time the questions were raised, the agreement had not been
signed. In accordance with legislation, the City believe that is a
confidential matter between the City and the Senior Citizens Club.

4. What commercial harm would occur if a community bus use Agreement

between the City and a volunteer run seniors organisation were to be released.
Response

The CEO stated that the rationale for confidentiality was because it
was a confidential discussion with two parties.

5.2.8 Ms J Gee, Cloverdale

The minutes in the public gallery do not mention the item being queried at this
meeting that were removed from the livestream. Question one and question
four from Ms Hollands are included, but no reference to the fact that question
two and three were asked.

Ordinary Council Meeting Page | 21
Tuesday 25 November 2025



Response
The Mayor stated there is an updated version.

The Manager Governance and Legal confirmed that an updated
version of the Minutes are available on the website and to the public.

2. The Ordinary Council Meeting 28 October 2025 Minutes in the public gallery
include that a response to a question taken on notice was provided to me on
13 November 2025. As of tonight, | have not received a written response to
my questions taken on notice?

Response

The CEO stated that this matter would be followed up.

3. Can | have the last five years of the costs of meals and the Councillors Lounge
that were asked at the October 2025 Council meeting?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that the question would be taken on
notice.

4. On what date did the City remove part of the livestream of the 28 October
2025 Ordinary Council Meeting?

Response

The CEO stated that it was believed this was actioned the day
following the meeting.

The Manager Governance and Legal confirmed that it happened the
day following the meeting.

5. What is the purpose of the Advisory Groups?
a) lIs it to assist the Council?

b) What are Council going to get out of an Advisory Group that they don't sit
on?

Response

The Mayor stated that Elected Members do receive the minutes on the
portal.
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The CEO stated that it is not just officers who sit on Advisory Group
meetings. There are members of the public and the City has
advertised for members with a strong response. Elected Members are
kept up to date with minutes from the meetings that are posted on

the Elected Member portal.

6. Are Elected Members allowed to attend Advisory Group meetings should they
wish to?

Response

The CEO stated that Advisory Groups are administrative in nature. The
officers and members are attendees in accordance with the Terms of
Reference.

7:19pm As there were no further questions, the Presiding Member
declared Public Question Time closed.
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6 Confirmation of Minutes/receipt of Matrix

6.1 Matrix for the Agenda Briefing Forum held 18
November 2025

Officer Recommendation

Harris moved, Sessions seconded

That the Matrix of the Agenda Briefing Forum held on 18 November 2025, as
printed and circulated to all Elected Members, be received and noted.

Carried Unanimously 9 votes to O

For: Abedin, Davis, Harris, Kulczycki, Marks, Rossi, Ryan, Sekulla and
Sessions

Against: Nil

6.2 Ordinary Council Meeting held 28 October 2025

Note: Mayor Rossi asked if there were any questions from Elected
Members on the Ordinary Council Meeting Minutes held 28 October
2025.

Note: Cr Harris asked the following questions:

1. There was mention before on advice received from the Department of Local
Government, Industry Regulation and Safety (DLGIRS) on the removal of a
section of the 28 October 2025 livestream, and of two questions removed
from the 28 October 2025 meeting minutes. Has Council been provided this
advice?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that yes, he believes it had been
provided to Elected Members, and that there was also a media item
released in relation to this matter that included the Department’s
statement.

The Director Corporate and Governance stated that yes, an email was
sent to Elected Members with DLGIRS's advice.
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2. To clarify, the advice from DLGIRS is the statement that was published on 13
November 2025 in the PerthNow article?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that correspondence was previously
provided to a resident which confirmed advice from DLGIRS that local
governments are not permitted to livestream or publish parts of the
meeting that are closed to the public. Confidential matters such as
contracts and commercial negotiations fall within this advice. It is not a
legislative requirement that recordings remain completely unaltered,
provided any edits are made for legitimate purposes, such as removing
confidential or legally restricted information.

3. The City’s Livestreaming Policy states that any changes to the livestream are
to be confirmed at the following Ordinary Council Meeting, why is this change
not on the agenda this evening?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that his understanding of Council
Policy 62 — Livestreaming Policy is that the clause Cr Harris is referring
to relates to the questions also raised by Ms Hollands during Public
Question Time at this meeting. The Policy also states that confidential
matters in accordance with Section 5.23 of the Local Government Act
1995 (WA) (the Act) will not be livestreamed or made available to the
public.

4. s it the City’s position that Section 5.23 of the Act permits these questions to
be removed from the Minutes, or is the basis more the general legal principle
of protecting confidential information?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that both the Local Government Act
1995 (WA) (the Act) and the general legal principles are relevant, and
that the advice from DLGIRS confirmed that removal of a section of the
livestream, or questions from the minutes is acceptable as confidential
matters such as contracts and commercial negotiations are not permitted
to be livestreamed or published to the public.

The Manager Governance and Legal concurred with the Chief Executive
Officer and further stated that it is important to remember that the City
operates under the Act, but it also operates under larger common law
principles, and that the legal obligations of the City are no less valid. In
this particular instance, the City had received confirmation from DLGIRS
that there is a general legal principle that applies in relation to the
responsible handling of matters which are confidential or legally
restricted.
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It is rare for DLGIRS to provide individual advice to local governments,
as it is often advised that the City seek its own external legal advice. On
this matter, DLGIRS did confirm unequivocally that there is no
prohibition on the City removing confidential matters from the public
minutes, and that the minutes do not have to remain unaltered if there is
a legitimate purpose seeking to protect and preserve confidential and
legally restricted information.

5. Were those comments from DLGIRS made to the City directly, or to PerthNow

and then reported?

Response

The Chief Executive Officer stated that the initial advice was reported via
the media, but there was correspondence from the Director Corporate
and Governance to DLGIRS on this issue, and DLGIRS confirmed this
advice.

The Director Corporate and Governance stated that DLGIRS confirmed
the comments and advice made to the City directly.

Note: Cr Harris stated that he had further questions relating to the 28
October 2025 Ordinary Council Meeting Confidential Minutes.

The Presiding Member advised that in accordance with Section
5.23(2)(c) of the Local Government Act 1995 (WA) in order to discuss
the Confidential Minutes of the 28 October 2025 Ordinary Council
Meeting, Council will need to go behind closed doors.

7:26pm Davis moved, Harris seconded that in accordance with Section
5.23(2)(c) of the Local Government Act 1995 (WA), the
meeting proceed behind closed doors to discuss the
Confidential Minutes of the 28 October 2025 Ordinary Council
Meeting.

Carried unanimously 9 votes to 0

For: Abedin, Davis, Harris, Kulczycki, Marks, Rossi, Ryan, Sekulla and
Sessions

Against: Nil

7:27pm The Desktop Support Officer departed the meeting.

7:27pm Members of the public gallery departed the meeting.
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Note: Refer to Confidential Minutes.

7:32pm The meeting came out from behind closed doors. Five members
of the public returned to the meeting.

Note:

Cr Harris put forward the following Alternative Motion:

Alternative Councillor Motion

Harris moved.
That Council:

1. Defer the confirmation of the October 2025 Ordinary Council Meeting
minutes to the December meeting.

2. Instructs the Chief Executive Officer to restore the livestream of the
October 2025 Ordinary Council Meeting, including questions and answers
from Ms Hollands.

Lapsed.

The Presiding Member advised that in accordance with Section
5.23(2)(c) of the Local Government Act 1995 (WA) in order to further
discuss the confidential matters relating to Cr Harris’ Alternative Motion,
Council will need to go behind closed doors.

7:33pm Sekulla moved, Davis seconded that in accordance with Section
5.23(2)(c) of the Local Government Act 1995 (WA), the
meeting proceed behind closed doors to discuss the confidential
matters relating to Cr Harris’ Alternative Motion.

Carried unanimously 9 votes to 0

For: Abedin, Davis, Harris, Kulczycki, Marks, Rossi, Ryan, Sekulla and
Sessions

Against: Nil

7:33pm The Desktop Support Officer departed the meeting.

7:33pm Members of the public gallery departed the meeting.
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Note: Refer to Confidential Minutes.

7:40pm The meeting came out from behind closed doors. Five members
of the public returned to the meeting.

Note: Cr Harris’ Alternative Motion did not proceed.

Officer Recommendation

Sekulla moved, Marks seconded

That the Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 28 October 2025, as
printed and circulated to all Elected Members, be confirmed as a true and
accurate record.

Carried 8 votes to 1

For: Abedin, Davis, Kulczycki, Marks, Rossi, Ryan, Sekulla and Sessions

Against: Harris

7 Questions by Members on which due notice
has been given (without discussion)

Nil.
8 Questions by members without notice

8.1 Responses to questions taken on notice

Nil.
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8.2 Questions by members without notice

8.2.1Cr Sessions
1. Do we have an u