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MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD IN THE CITY OF
BELMONT CIVIC CENTRE, 215 WRIGHT STREET, CLOVERDALE, ON MONDAY,
28 JULY 2003, COMMENCING AT 7.34PM

PRESENT

Cr P Passeri, JP West Ward
Cr ARichardson, JP West Ward
Cr K Bettridge West Ward
Cr M Blair Central Ward
Cr G Dornford Central Ward
Cr G Godfrey East Ward
Cr P Marks East Ward
Cr E Teasdale South Ward
Cr J Powell South Ward

IN ATTENDANCE

Mr N Hartley Acting Chief Executive Officer
Mr R Lutey Director - Engineering
Mr N Deague Director — Development
Mr S Cole Director — Corporate Services
Mr P Varris Acting Director — Community and Executive Services
Mr M Littleton Manager — Technical Services

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

There were 19 attendees in the gallery.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Mayor opened the meeting and welcomed those in attendance.

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

2.1 APOLOGIES

Cr M Bass East Ward

2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Cr B Whiteley (refer to ltem 10.1.1)
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OCM 28/7/03 Declarations of Interest

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

In accordance with the City of Belmont’'s Code of Conduct, the Acting Chief
Executive Officer, Mr Neil Hartley declared an interest that could give rise to a
reasonable belief that his impartiality may be adversely affected. The interest is in
tem 11.2 (9.5.1 of the Community and Executive Services Committee meeting
minutes dated 15 July 2003). The nature of the interest being Mr Hartley represents
the Local Government Managers Association on the WA Local Government
Association Working Group (Code of Conduct).

In accordance with the City of Belmont's Code of Conduct, Councillor Dornford
declared an interest that could give rise to a reasonable belief that his impartiality
may be adversely affected. The interest is in ltem 11.3 (ltem 9.6.3 of the Planning
and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 21 July 2003). The nature of
the interest being that he has previously engaged the services of Peter Webb in his
capacity as a Planning Consultant.

Councillor Teasdale declared a financial interest. The interest is in ltem 11.4 (ltem
10.7.1 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 22 July 2003).
The nature of the interest being that Cr Teasdale’s wife is in receipt of a Sister City
honorarium.

Councillor Teasdale declared a financial interest. The interest is in ltem 11.4 (ltem
10.7.4 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 22 July 2003).
The nature of the interest being that Cr Teasdale is a Director of Leisure Australia.

Councillor Dornford declared a financial interest. The interest is in ltem 11.4 (ltem
10.7.3 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 22 July 2003).
The nature of the interest being that he is the owner of the Belmont Child Care
Centre that is listed in the Outstanding Sundry Debtors report.

Councillor Richardson declared a financial interest. The interest is in ltem 11.4 (ltem
10.7.3 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 22 July 2003).
The nature of the interest being that he is the Manager of a strata company that is
listed in the Outstanding Sundry Debtors report.

In accordance with the City of Belmont's Code of Conduct, Councillor Dornford
declared an interest that could give rise to a reasonable belief that his impartiality
may be adversely affected. The interest is in Item 11.4 (ltem 10.7.1 of the Resources
and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 22 July 2003). The nature of the
interest being that he uses Burgess Rawson as his agent.
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OCM 28/7/03 Declarations of Interest

Iltem 3 — Continued. ..

In accordance with the City of Belmont's Code of Conduct, the Acting Chief
Executive Officer, Mr Neil Hartley declared an interest that could give rise to a
reasonable belief that his impartiality may be adversely affected. The interest is in
ltem 11.4 (ltem 10.7.4 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes
dated 22 July 2003). The nature of the interest being Mr Hartley represents Council
at the Belmont Community Recreation Association Inc. (the Oasis lessee).

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

Councillor Dornford declared a financial interest. The interestis in ltem 12.1 of
tonight’s meeting. The nature of the interest being that Cr Dornford has shares in
AMP.

Councillor Dornford declared a financial interest. The interestis in ltem 11.1 (ltem
9.2.2 of the Works and Technical Services Committee meeting minutes dated 14 July
2003). The nature of the interest being that Cr Dornford is the lessee of 1 Grand
Parade, Redcliffe which may be affected by the proposed works in Sydenham Street.

Councillor Powell declared a financial interest. The interestis in tem 11.3 (ltem
9.1.2 of the Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 21 July
2003). The nature of the interest being that Cr Powell lives opposite to the property
for which a carport application has been lodged.

4. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

4.1 ANNOUNCEMENTS

The Mayor acknowledged the presence of Mr Michael Littleton, the City’s new
Manager of Technical Services.
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OCM 28/7/03 Announcements

Iltem 4 — Continued. ..

4.2 DISCLAIMER

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

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

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

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

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

***7.37pm The Acting Chief Executive Officer read aloud the disclaimer.
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time

***7.38pm For the benefit of the public present the Acting Chief Executive Officer
stated the rules of Public Question Time.

5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE AT PREVIOUS MEETING

5.1.1 Mr Bill Foy, 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

Mr Foy asked the following questions at the Ordinary Council meeting held on
Monday 23 June 2003, which were taken on notice. Correspondence was forwarded
to Mr Foy on 24 July 2003, details below.

Mr Foy referred to Item 5.1.1 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting of
17 June 2003 — questions asked by Peter Stewart in relation to the demolition costs
of 16 Malvern Road. Mr Foy noted that demolition is currently being undertaken and

asks:

1. As the demolition has obviously been authorised and arranged by Council
prior to acceptance of the Minutes formalising the demolition, is this a lawful
and proper action under the Local Government Act?

The action is lawful under the Local Government Act.
2. In the answer to Question 1 of Mr Stewart’s questions, it states Council will

cover costs as a participating owner. Does this mean that the other
landowners in The Springs will not now have to pay any of the acquisition,
holding and other costs incurred by Council in relation to 16 Malvern Road?

It was never intended that other landowners would bear the costs of Council
expenses as they relate to Lot 62 (16) Malvern Road, Rivervale.
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time
Iltem 5 — Continued. ..

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

5.2.1 Mr Paul Dezille, 100 Williamson Avenue, Belmont

1. Whilst it must be pleasing to occasionally print letters of praise in Council
minutes it brings to mind that Council must receive letters of criticism from time
to time. Would you please advise if one of these could be published
occasionally?

The Mayor advised that the last ‘letter of praise’ was included in the Council
agenda of 23 June 2003 and related to a security incident. It was included in
the agenda as the issue of security/anti-social behaviour was particularly
relevant to Council around that time. Prior to that occasion, there has been no
letter of praise specifically included in the Council agenda (under
correspondence) for at least twelve months.

‘Letters of criticism’ are received by the City from time to time, these are also
included in agendas, mostly in the form of a petition/memorial, or are attached
to a Committee item. The July Community and Executive Services Committee
minutes and the July Planning and Development Committee for example, both
included what would be described as letters of criticism.

2. Irefer to a flyer’ (for the Morton Bay Court development) and in particular to the
underlined claim that Council will be spending $1.2 billion on amenities over the
next eight years. This statement implies that $150 million per year will be spent
on this development.

a) Assuming this claim is correct will you please state if this is correct and
where the money is coming from and what are the amenities Pro
Property claim you will be providing?

Cr Glenys Godfrey, Presiding Member - Resources and Policy
Committee replied that the Council will not be spending $1.2 billion
dollars on amenities for the Morton Bay Court development. This figure
has been taken from some Council marketing material that has been in
circulation for some years now that stated $1.2 billion will be invested in
the City of Belmont over the next 10 years. This estimate of investment
related to the development of areas such as Ascot Waters, the
Sandringham  site, the Redcliffe redevelopment, commercial
development at Perth Airport, the expansion of Belmont Forum, the
development of the Cinema Complex and the many other new

developments that have taken place or are planned to take place.
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time
Iltem 5.2.1 — Continued...

b) Should you advise that this claim is not correct will you please state
what action you are taking to correct this deceptive advertising. Also
advise if any ratepayer money has been spent on this development.

Cr Glenys Godfrey advised that Pro Property and the advertising
agency that produced the material have been contacted and advised
that the statement is not correct. They have apologised and
undertaken to alter any future advertising to more accurately represent
the statement regarding investment in the City of Belmont. They
certainly did not intend to mislead anybody and were attempting to link
their development to the very positive image that Belmont has been
projecting through the amount of investment in the area in recent years.

c) Also advise if any ratepayer money has been spent on this
development?

Cr Godfrey advised that outside of the normal costs for ‘administrative
procedures’ (relevant to new developments in the City) no ratepayer
money has been spent on this development.

5.2.2 Belmont Residents/Ratepayers Action Group Inc.
C/- 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

1. With reference to Item 6.3 of the Special Council meeting of 14 July 2003,
Closure of Redcliffe Hall and attachment 3.

a) Why have the roof leaks in the Redcliffe Hall not been repaired?

The Mayor replied that the roof leaks have predominately been the
result of the degradation of the asbestos roof sheeting and the sagging
of the existing underlying structure. In 1995 Council, (ACS 7/2/95 Item
6.8), (WTS 20/3/95 Item 5.1), (ACS 16/5/95 ltem 7.11), resolved in part
that only minor maintenance and painting needed to be carried out and
that the hall be continued to be made available to the community in an
‘as is’ condition. Due to the brittle nature and the pitch of the roof,
access is not available. The only successful solution to the roof leak
problem is to replace the entire roof and repair the underlying structure.
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time
Iltem 5.2.2 — Continued...

b) Council staff would be aware that a leaking roof would compromise the
structural integrity of the building. This factor is especially relevant to a
building of the age and structure of Redcliffe Hall. If the leaks were not
reported by the City’s staff to the appropriate department, why weren’t
they?

The Mayor stated that the appropriate department was aware of the
roof problems over the lesser hall as highlighted in the answer to
question (a). A recent inspection of the hall brought to light the roof
leak in the main hall.

C) In regard to (argumentative content removed) Hardey Park and Parry
Fields (Grove Farm) where Council argued in favour of redevelopment
plans; were both sites allowed to become run down (restrictive
maintenance) as an excuse to be used by Council to justify
redevelopment, or in the case of Parry Fields as a means of justifying
progress with an attempt to have the deed of trust lifted on this public
amenity?

The Mayor replied — notwithstanding that the closure of the Belmont
International Baseball Stadium was a consequence of complex issues,
including light and noise emanations, and the inability of the lessee to
maintain the facility; and not as a means to encourage the removal of
the deed of trust, the answer is ‘No’.

d) Has the practice of restrictive maintenance to run down Redcliffe Hall
been used to enable the City of Belmont to dispose of this facility?

The Mayor advised that in 1995 Council decided to let the hall be used
in an “as is” condition. All minor repairs have been carried out as
required in light of Council’s March 1995 resolution which encompassed
that: minor repair work only be carried out; no other “upgrading” work
be undertaken; Council note that the building is “serviceable” for public
use but not at the standard generally required for functions; and Council
give further consideration to the need for a “Community Hall” in the
Redcliffe area and the funding of such a facility. At that time it was
identified that the facility has a number of major issues that would limit
its long-term use.

e) What is Council’s future plan for the Redcliffe (Hall)?
The Mayor stated that the future plans for Redcliffe Hall were the

subject of a detailed report to Council as resolved by Council at its
special meeting held 14" July 2003.
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OCM 28/7/03

Public Question Time

Iltem 5.2.2 — Continued...

2. A concern raised at the public meeting on 5 July at the Rivervale Community
Centre was the reduction in a visible profile of the Belmont Security patrols
since the patrols initially commenced.

a)

Do security staff patrolling the City of Belmont keep logbooks?

Cr Alan Richardson — Presiding Member - Community and Executive
Services Committee advised that the Community Security Patrols are
under the day-to-day direction of the Officer in Charge of the Belmont
Police Station and are also monitored by the service contractor through
Global Position System tracking devices. The patrols maintain a ‘run
sheet’for patrolling and an incident log.

If logbooks are kept is the information entered categorised for example,
surveillance, travel and time spent actually talking to residents who
have called them out to an incident?

Cr Richardson replied that the ‘run sheet’ is not categorised as such,
but records the time of completion for each scheduled task. The
incident log records the time when a call is received, duration of
attendance and time completed.

Do staff patrolling the City make personal contact with residents when
they attend an incident?

Cr Richardson advised that the patrols often, but not always, speak to
the complainant. It is occasionally inappropriate to make contact with a
complainant before, during or after attending an incident as this can
lead to alleged offenders identifying the complainant.

If the answer to the above question is no, will Council implement a
policy, that when security staff are called to an incident and the caller
gives their name and address that the security staff will give the caller a
receipt acknowledging the time, date and person responding to the
request?

Cr Richardson stated that the current practices in place appear to be
working well and the details of incidents attended are reported to the
City daily. The suggestion will however, be passed on to the Police and
contractor for their consideration and advice.

9
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time
Iltem 5.2.2 — Continued...

3 a)

Is Council aware that low level radio active waste may have been dumped
on the old Belmont tip adjoining Ascot Waters?

The Mayor stated that the City has no knowledge of any toxic material on
the (former) Belmont Tip Site.

Have any measurements ever been carried out by Council to determine
possible leaching of such material into the adjoining environment?

The Mayor advised that the City has not carried out any such
measurements.

Is Council aware of any environmental reports that mention measurements
of any such radioactive material?

The Mayor replied that Council is not aware of any such environmental
reports.

5.2.3 Mr Peter Stewart, 275 Peet Road, Roleystone

Mr Stewart referred to ltem 6.3, the confirmation of the minutes of the Special Council
meeting held on 14 July 2003. Specifically ltem 6.2 of that meeting being “Council
Response — Report of Inquiry into the City of Belmont”.

1.

Agenda Attachment 2 for this Special meeting included a copy of a letter from
the Minister for Local Government dated 27 June 2003. In the second

paragraph the Minister states, and I quote... “| have been disappointed at the
City’s public response to the Inquiry and its findings and recommendations”. |

ask:

a)

Which Council responses, and to which findings and recommendations
is the Minister referring to in his expression of disappointment?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer replied — the Minister, we
understand, was referring to the City’s ‘public response’ to the Inquiry,
not our proposed actions in regard to the Inquiry Recommendations.

If the Mayor cannot advise which responses to which findings and
recommendations the Minister is referring to, how can he be satisfied,
as he states in his letter dated 15 July 2003, that the further responses
will satisfy the Minister?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer referred Mr Stewart to the answer at
(a) above.
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time
Iltem 5.2.3 — Continued...

2. Minute Attachment 2 for the Special meeting of 14 July, also included a copy
of the Mayoral letter dated 15 July 2003 to the Minister. At point 1 of the
Council response the Minister is advised, and | quote... “For your information
the City did however, introduce the opportunity for the public to make
submissions and to also ask questions at the City’'s Committee meetings. The
Council did consider a change to its question time rules in the June round of
meetings and attached is the report that was presented to Council. At this
stage however, no changes have been made by Council”.

a) The ComEx Committee minutes for 15 July 2003 record, at ltem
5.2.1(2)... “The Presiding Member advised that the change to the
agenda format (effected in May) was made following confusion at a
Committee meeting in regard to the matter ‘questions from the floor’
and ‘questions on which notice has been given’. The change was made
at officer level following concerns raised by Councillors and was
included in the June Community and Executive Services Committee for
endorsement, however the item was deferred”. Whilst it is correct to
say that ‘no changes have been made by Council’, in that an un-named
officer made the changes in May 2003 and deleted ‘Questions from the
Floor” in the Committee business, why does this Council continue to
mislead Ministers of the Crown in this state?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that there has been no
intention to ‘mislead’ anybody, least of all the Minister. It is true that the
agenda headings have altered, but there has been no restriction to the
ability of any person to ask a question of a Committee beyond the rules
of Committee question time adopted by Council.

b) Why does this Council continue to allow un-named officers, via Section
5.41 of the Act, to continue to direct, control and set policy, when this is
the exclusive role of Council at Section 2.7 of the Act?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer replied that it is not considered that
any legislative breach has occurred in the instance referred to.

C) The Special Meeting minute Attachment 2, Mayoral letter to the Minister
dated 15 July 2003, refers to several attachments to the letter, why are
these attachments missing in Attachment 2?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that the official minutes do
not record an attachment as described. Notwithstanding, the eventual
letter to the Minister varies slightly from that approved by Council. The
change to the letter was addressed in a memorandum forwarded to all
Councillors dated 18 July 2003. Some minor changes to the letter were
made, including those referred to in the question. It is known however
that the Library minutes did contain the incorrect attachment version —
which | apologise for. It has been corrected.
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time
Iltem 5.2.3 — Continued...

At Inquiry Finding 2.13 of the authorised persons concluded that the City of
Belmont had misled the local Member of Parliament, the Hon. Eric Ripper
MLA. At point 1 of the Mayor’s letter of 15 July 2003 the City of Belmont
misleads the Minister, the Hon. Tom Stephens MLA regarding
Recommendation 1 of the Report of Inquiry. Will the Councillors please take
this opportunity this evening to resign, rather than suffer the indignity of forcing
Minister Stephens to suspend Council?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that there has not been, nor has
there been any intention to, mislead anyone, least of all the Minister. Please
refer to the answer at 2(a) above.

5.2.4 Mr Mick Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Mr Ryan referred to Agenda ltem 6.3 this evening, confirmation of the Minutes of the
Special Council meeting held on 14 July 2003, and asked:

1.

ltem 6.2 of the meeting concerned ‘The Report of Inquiry into the City of
Belmont — Council Response’ according to page (i) of the Table of Contents
and page 5 of the Agenda. Council’s response to the Minister, according to
page 13 of the Minutes, was to resolve by 7 votes to 3 to endorse and forward
the letter at Attachment 2. Why was a different letter sent to the Minister for
Local Government to that resolved at the Special Meeting?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that the letter forwarded to the
Minister was varied slightly to that presented to Council on 14 July. The
variations were clarified in a memorandum forwarded to all Councillors dated
18 July. The variations included the addition of attachments and altering the
word ‘staff/officers’ to the ‘Chief Executive Officer’. The Department of Local
Government and Regional Development were advised of the above variations.

Would Council please consider the question as to why a different letter was
sent to that which it resolved to be forwarded; before accepting the Minutes of
that meeting?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that this is a matter that Council
can consider at Item 6.3.

Why do the Minutes of the Special Meeting for 14 July 2003, contain a
different letter, dated 15 July 2003 to the Minister for Local Government, to
that resolved to be sent?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the 14 July Special Council
Meeting minutes do not contain a different letter to the agenda copy.
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time
Item 5.2.4 — Continued...

4. The Library copy of the Minutes of the meeting for 14 July 2003 contain the
15 July 2003 letter at Attachment 2, as do the Councillor’s delivered version of
Minutes that | have been able to check, why are these different to the other
public version of the Minutes available from Council’'s web site?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that the Library copy of the
minutes should not contain a ‘15 July’ dated letter to the Minister, although a
physical check today revealed that it did. The minute copy should have the
same attachment as was included with the agenda and the correct version is
now on display.

5. Why, after having resolved to assure the Minister that its business was firmly
under the direction and control of the Council, do we see such blatant
breaches of the legislation in the very item that is meant to reassure the
Minister. That is, why can’t this Council deliver good governance to its
residents and ratepayers?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that there has been no legislative
breach in the instance referred to.

6. What remedial action will Council take this evening?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer replied that this is a matter for Council
consideration at Item 6.3.

7. How would | be able to make this contribution to the good government of the
district if, as suggested at Agenda ltem 12.2 this evening, | was only permitted
to ask one, instead of seven questions?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that if the question refers also to
the July Community and Executive Services Committee meeting item 9.5.4;
the content of that item highlights a number of alternatives for Mr Ryan'’s
consideration.
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time
Iltem 5 — Continued. ..

5.2.5 Mrs Pat Morgan, 3 Jennifer Way, Rossmoyne

At Agenda item 12.2 there is a suggestion from the Acting Chief Executive Officer
that only one question be permitted by the gallery on a subject, and if that question
had been previously addressed, that any subsequent questions be disallowed.
Mrs Morgan asks:

1.

As can be seen from ltem 9.5.4 of the Minutes of the Community and
Executive Services Committee meeting of 15 July 2003, | am named in the
‘dirty dozen’ that dare to ask questions of the Council. If | was to be granted
one last question, as a (argumentative content removed) participating
landowner in TPS 13 The Springs, it would be this... Will the Mayor and
Councillors assembled please take note of the two year investigation and 16
month long Inquiry into the City of Belmont and cancel the Scheme this
evening?

The Director Development advised that in accordance with the 2002 Inquiry
recommendation a copy of part 2 of the Inquiry Report on ‘The Springs’ has
been referred to the Department of Planning and Infrastructure (DPI) for
consideration. The DPI will refer its findings to the Western Australian
Planning Commission, which will in turn make a recommendation to the
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.

Why is Council even bothering to discuss ltem 12.2 this evening, when at Item
5.2.1(2) of the subject Community and Executive Services Committee
meeting, Council acknowledged, and | quote... “The change (to question time
agenda) was made at officer level following concerns raised by
Councillors”....?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer replied — notwithstanding that the two
issues are quite separate, this is a matter for Council to consider at Item 12.2
this evening.

Who changed, and how were the following changes agreed to by Council:

a) The Agenda for what was advised as an “Ordinary Council Meeting” to
be held on 14 July 2003, which was somehow subsequently changed to
read a ‘Special’ Council meeting in the minutes of meeting to be
confirmed this evening at ltem 6.3?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the words referred to are
presumed to be those within the ‘table of contents’of the 14 July
agenda. A notation will be placed on the public record copy of the
agenda, highlighting that the word ‘ordinary’should have read ‘special’.
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time
Iltem 5.2.5 — Continued...

b) Attachment 2, ltem 6.2 of the Agenda for the Ordinary Council Meeting
on 14 July 2003, contained an undated letter from the Mayor to the
Minister for Local Government. Attachment 2, ltem 6.2 of the Minutes
for the Special Council meeting of 14 July 2003, contains a different
letter post dating the meeting, that is a letter dated 15 July 20037

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that the correct minute book
copy attachment is the ‘undated’ letter.

C) The Agenda for the Planning Committee meeting of 21 July 2003 listed
two separate items as ltem 9.6.7 which were somehow subsequently
separated with the first Agenda ltem 9.6.7 being allocated ltem 9.6.8 in
the Minutes of the Planning Committee to be considered this evening at
ltem 11.3?

The Director — Development advised that the typographical error was
noted at the Planning and Development Committee meeting and was
consequently amended.

4. Didn’t Council resolve, at ltem 6.2 of the Special Meeting of 14 July 2003, to
promise the Minister for Local Government, at point 9 of the attached letter,
that changes, such as those mentioned in question 3 above, could not occur
because of a new practice and an audit trail had been introduced?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the ‘audit trail’ referred to
highlights the use of footnotes’(as outlined in 3(a) above). It is unfortunate
that errors occur from time to time. The use of footnotes allow the public to
understand the minutes, with the benefit of this notation tool.
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5.2.6 Mr William Foy, 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

Mr Foy referred to Agenda ltem 5.1.1 this evening, answers to questions that he
asked at the OCM of 23 June 2003, regarding Council’s investment in 16 Malvern
Road in TPS 13 “The Springs”, and asked:

1.

If, as the answer in the Agenda this evening states... “It was never intended
that other landowners would bear the costs of Council expenses as they relate
to 16 Malvern Road, Rivervale” .... then why did Council request the Minister
for Planning’s consent to gazette TPS 13 in November 2001, with Council
allowing itself to elect to be a participating or non-participating landowner via
TPS 13 Text clauses 17.5.2 and 17.5.37

The Director — Development advised that the proposed City of Belmont
TPS 13, pursuant to Clause 17.5.2, permits the Council to make a decision on
whether to become a ‘participating landowner'.

As Council’s role is to facilitate the proposed Scheme, it is highly likely that in
most instances Council would choose to become a ‘participating landowner’.

If Council ‘never intended’ that other landowners would bear the costs of
Council expenses relating to 16 Malvern Road, Rivervale, then why did it
agree and resolve, at the OCM of 16 December 1996, to have the Chief
Executive Officer purchase the property; on the basis that the funds would be
either reimbursed as part of the headworks costs (a landowner cost) or via the
sale of the property, if a sale provides a better return?

The Director — Development advised that the proposed Scheme does not
require landowners to contribute to the purchase by Council of 16 Malvern
Road, Rivervale.

Why can't | get a straight answer from a Council that plans to make my mother
and | homeless by compulsorily taking away our land and home of 30 years by
having TPS 13 gazetted into law?

The Director — Development replied that this question fails to recognise the
conciliatory and sympathetic approach that has been taken by Council.
Representatives of Council and the Scheme Manager have held discussions
with Mr Foy to reassure him that he and his mother would not be made
homeless, and how the Scheme would be implemented.
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time

Item 5.2.6 — Continued...

***8.11pm

At Agenda ltem 12.2 there is a suggestion from the Acting Chief Executive
Officer that only one question be permitted by the gallery on a subject, and if
that question had been previously addressed, that any subsequent questions
be disallowed. As can be seen from the Minutes of the Community and
Executive Services Committee meeting of 15 July 2003, | am named at ltem
9.5.4 in the ‘dirty dozen’ that dare to ask questions of the Council. If | was to
be granted one last question, as a (argumentative content removed)
participating landowner in TPS 13 “The Springs”, it would be this.... Will the
Mayor and Councillors assembled please take note of the two year
investigation and 16 month long Inquiry into the City of Belmont and cancel
the Scheme this evening?

The Director — Development stated that the City of Belmont Town Planning
Scheme No. 13 together with Part 2 of the Inquiry Report into the City of
Belmont are being assessed by the Department for Planning and
Infrastructure. A report will be prepared by the Department for consideration
by the Western Australian Planning Commission. The Commission will make
a recommendation to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. The
Scheme is an excellent vehicle to achieve the high standard of development
that this locality deserves. The Minister will be the arbiter on the merits of the
Scheme.

The Mayor announced that the time allotted for Question Time had
elapsed.

DORNFORD MOVED. BETTRIDGE SECONDED, that Question Time be extended

to accommodate additional questions on which written notice has been given.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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5.2.7 Mr William Elkes, 55 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that as these questions had not been
received until late this afternoon, he had not had the opportunity to research answers,
notwithstanding he would endeavour to provide responses.

Mr Elkes referred to ltem 11 ‘Consideration of Committee Minutes’ this evening and
asked:

1. At Item 5.2 of the Works Committee meeting of 14 July 2003, questions regarding
the sale of Charitable Trust land and the toxic contamination of Ascot Island were
not answered, but taken on notice for the 11 August 2003 meeting of the Works
Committee. In relation to item 12.2 this evening, can the Mayor or the Acting
Chief Executive officer appreciate that, when questions are continually taken on
notice (see previous Works Item 5.1), Council will continue to have questions on
the agenda for an indefinite period?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that this is a question that will be
considered at Item 12.2 this evening. The City endeavours to answer every
question it receives, however on occasion, questions are received with insufficient
time to prepare an answer for the intended forum. This is particularly relevant if
the questions are detailed or complex.

2. Whilst on Works ltem 5.2, can the Mayor or the Acting Chief Executive Officer
also appreciate that if questions were answered truthfully and in full, there would
be no need to continually dredge over the sale of the Trust Land at Ascot Waters?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer replied that the City always endeavours to
answer truthfully’ and if time permits, ‘in full’.

3. At Item 5.2.1 of the Community and Executive Services Committee meeting of 15
July 2003, it appears that Council has been conducting ‘briefing sessions’ that are
all but Council meetings, were it not for public notice of and subsequent public
attendance at such ‘briefing session’ meetings. How many ‘briefing session’
meetings has Council held this year? Why is there no record kept of the business
of such meetings? Was “Question Time” or the “Agenda” at Council or committee
meetings discussed at the ‘briefing session’ held on 21 May 20037 Why did
Council allow question time, adopted in February 2003, to be changed at ‘officer
level'?

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that the City often conducts workshops
and/or briefing sessions for Council with the view of informing Council on
important issues or the progress of major projects. The forums have no decision
making powers.

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that to his recollection there have been
several such forums this year at which the only notes taken, would be if there was
the need to assist officers in the preparation of reports to Council.
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time

Item 5.2.7 — Continued. ..

The Acting Chief Executive Officer noted that he recollects that the issues of
‘Question Time’ or the ‘Agenda’ have been discussed and this was quite likely
to be at the 21° May forum.

The change in Committee Question Time was made following confusion at a
Works and Technical Services Committee meeting where it was considered
that ‘Questions on which written notice has been given prior to the meeting’
and ‘Questions from the Floor’ were essentially the same, as the Council
endorsed Rules for Committee Question Time requires all questions to be in
writing and received prior to the commencement of the Committee meeting.

4, At Item 9.6.7 of the Planning Committee meeting of 21 July 2003 —
Development Approval for Hill 60, the Committee has pre-empted a Council
decision on ltem 9.3.3, a modification to Local Planning Policy No. 20 — Hill
60. Why has a Committee, with no delegated powers, pre-empted a Council
decision on Iltem 9.3.3 by deciding ltem 9.6.7? Has the Committee or planning
‘officers’ decided on Council policy?

The Director — Development stated that the answers to the questions have
been provided under Item 5.2.3 of the minutes of the Planning and
Development Committee meeting of the 21 July 2003, page 8.

5. At Item 5.2.1 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting of 22 July 2003,
landowners in The Springs are informed that TPS 13 is viable, the public are
informed that, and | quote ...."There is therefore, every expectation that a
profit will be enjoyed for the subject lot”. On the same ltem further down
page 4 we learn that Council is now apprised of the fact that TPS 13 quote ...
“could adversely affect market value”. Mr Elkes asks:

a) What is the current book holding value of Council’s six lots in TPS 137
b) When was the valuation carried out?
C) Does the book holding value reflect the current adverse market value?

d) Is Council meeting its prudential requirements in assessing the adverse
affection suffered by landowners in TPS 13 via regular valuations and
provisions for claims in the financial accounts?

The Director — Development replied that until such time as the Minister for
Planning and Infrastructure has made a decision in response to the proposed
City of Belmont TPS No. 13, there is no purpose in carrying out research on
valuations. If the Scheme is to be approved, all land will be valued by a
licensed valuer, as a basis for apportioning profits.
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OCM 28/7/03 Public Question Time
Iltem 5.2.7 — Continued...

6. On the next page, page 5 of the Resources and Policy Committee minutes, at
ltem 5.3.1, we are somewhat dis-informed (sic) when we are advised that, and
| quote.... “Until such time as this happens (ie, Gazettal into law of TPS 13)
any questions on the scheme have little relevance and the answers would be
purely speculative given the amount of time that has elapsed”. Mr Elkes asks:

a) How can there be any expectation that a profit will be enjoyed by
Council, or any other landowner, as stated in 5.2.1 with the answer
givenin 5.3.1?

b) Wasn't the ‘every expectation that a profit will be enjoyed’ statement
speculative in itself?

C) Landowners in The Springs have provided financial data that suggests
that TPS 13 is a dud, why can’t Council provide data on 16 Malvern
Road that supports the expectation of profit?

The Director — Development advised that the property values from the
redevelopment areas of East Perth, Ascot Waters and Subi Centro indicate

that good returns and sustainable capital growth are achievable with well
planned environments.

5.3 QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR

5.3.1 Mr Clive Coombs, 317 Wright Street, Cloverdale

Does Cr Richardson understand what the meaning of the word ‘vindictive’ is?

Cr Richardson advised ‘Yes’.

5.3.2 Miss Alison Giles, 13/103 Daly Street, Belmont

When the new by-laws concerning dogs are implemented in Western Australia, will
the City of Belmont introduce by-laws concerning the control of cats? Such by-laws
are already in place in other Councils in the metropolitan area.

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that he understood that the State
Government is considering the introduction of a new ‘Dog Act, however there is no
state legislation to control cats. The matter of Cat Local Laws is to be considered by
Council at tonight’s meeting.
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***8.26pm The Mayor announced his intention to conclude Question Time.

DORNFORD MOVED, BETTRIDGE SECONDED, that Question Time be extended
by fifteen minutes.

LOST2VOTES TO 7

For: Domford, Bettridge

Against: Passern, Godfrey, Blair, Teasdale,
Powell, Richardson, Marks

The Mayor advised the conclusion of Question Time.

6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 23 JUNE 2003

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 23 June 2003, as printed
and circulated to all Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

GODFREY MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Ordinary
Council Meeting held on 23 June 2003, as printed and circulated to all
Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 1

For: Passeri, Godfrey, Blair, Teasdale,
Bettridge, Powell, Richardson, Marks

Against: Domford
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6.2 SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 30 JUNE 2003

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the minutes of the Special Council Meeting held on 30 June 2003, as printed
and circulated to all Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

RICHARDSON MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, that the minutes of the Special
Council Meeting held on 30 June 2003, as printed and circulated to all
Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 1

For: Passern, Godfrey, Blair, Teasdale,
Bettridge, Powell, Richardson, Marks

Against: Domford

6.3 SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING
HELD14 JuLY 2003

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the minutes of the Special Council Meeting held on 14 July 2003, as printed and
circulated to all Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

GODFREY MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the minutes of the Special
Council Meeting held on 14 July 2003, as printed and circulated to all
Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 2

For: Passeri, Godfrey, Blair, Teasdale,
Powell, Richardson, Marks

Against: Domford, Bettridge

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

Nil.
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8. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS
8.1 PETITION— FOOTPATH — DURBAN STREET, BELMONT

Report by the Acting Chief Executive Officer.

APPLICATION

To advise Council of a petition received.

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

BACKGROUND

A petition has been received under covering letter from the Belmont Residents and
Ratepayers Action Group Inc., containing 36 signatures. The letter states:-

“In relation to Open (sic) Council Meetings (OCM) of the 26 May and Item
5.2.4 page 9 of the OCM of the 23 June 2003, attached is a petition to the
City of Belmont of which 36 people have signed. Please note that 10 of the
signatories are from people using some form of electric wheelchair as a
form of transport. All of these people live in the immediate locality.

This petition is presented in the interest of preventing potential accidents on
the particular section of road.

We anticipate that the Council will take action to remedying this dangerous
situation as soon as possible and thereby acknowledge the aged and
people with disabilities as valued members of the Belmont Community”.

The enclosed petition states:-

“We the undersigned residents and ratepayers of the City of Belmont,
request that the public footpath located in Durban Street between the
junctions of Hardey Road and Keymer Street, within the City of Belmont be
made safe for persons using manual and motorised wheelchairs as a
means of mobility.

The abovementioned footpath, due to the excessive incline in relation to its
width at house crossovers, forces people in wheelchairs to use a busy
public road to traverse this street. This practice is especially dangerous
during the hours from dusk to dawn”.

COMMENT
Nil.
TEASDALE MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the petition be noted and

referred to the next meeting of the Works and Technical Services Committee for
its consideration.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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9. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM APREVIOUS MEETING

Nil.

10. CORRESPONDENCE

10.1 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

10.1.1 Cr Whiteley - Leave Of Absence

Report by Acting Chief Executive Officer.

APPLICATION

To advise Council of correspondence received from Councillor Whiteley requesting
leave of absence from 15 July to 1 August 2003, inclusive.

BACKGROUND

Due to an urgent overseas family matter, Councillor Whiteley has requested leave of
absence from all Council and Committee meetings for the period 15 July to 1 August
2003, inclusive.

A memo advising of Cr Whiteley’s circumstances was forwarded to all Councillors on
11 July 2003.

COMMENT

It is not possible to grant ‘retrospective’ approval for leave of absence, but it should
be noted that Cr Whiteley had no prior knowledge of her requirement to be absent.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Councillor Whiteley be granted leave of absence from all Council and
Committee meetings for the period 28 July to 1 August 2003, inclusive and that her
earlier absence due to an urgent overseas family matter be noted.

xE The Acting Chief Executive officer noted that he had received advice from
Councillor Whiteley's family, that due to a change in circumstances, she
required a further week's extension of this leave.

BLAIR MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, that Councillor Whiteley be granted
leave of absence from all Council and Committee meetings for the period 28
July to 8 August 2003, inclusive and that her earlier absence due to an urgent
overseas family matter be noted.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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10.2 GENERAL

Nil.

10.3 LATE CORRESPONDENCE OF AN URGENT NATURE

Nil.

11. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

11.1 WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD14 JuLY 2003

Receipt of Minutes

TEASDALE MOVED., BLAIR SECONDED, that the minutes of the Works and
Technical Services Committee meeting held on 14 July 2003, as printed and
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

ltem 9.2.2 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Teasdale.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

BLAIR MOVED, BETTRIDGE SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.2.2, 7.1, 9.1
and 9.2.1 of the Works and Technical Services Committee meeting held on 14 July
2003, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of item 9.2.2).

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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Item 11.1 — Continued...

***8.34pm Having earlier declared a financial interest in the following item Councillor
Dornford departed the Chamber.

11.1.1 Withdrawn Iltem 9.2.2 — Sydenham Street/Keymer Street Intersection

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

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

***8.35pm Cr Dornford returned to the Chamber.

11.2 COMMUNITY AND EXECUTIVE SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD15JuLY 2003

Receipt of Minutes

POWELL MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the minutes of the Community
and Executive Services Committee meeting held on 15 July 2003, as printed and
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

ltem 9.1.1 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Godfrey.
ltems 9.2.1, 9.4.3 and 9.5.1 were withdrawn at the request of Cr Bettridge.
ltem 9.5.2 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Powell.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that recommendation items 7.1, 9.1.2
-9.1.5,9.2.2,9.3.1,9.3.2, 9.4.1, 9.4.2, 9.5.3 and 9.5.4 of the Community and Executive
Services Committee meeting held on 15 July 2003, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with the
exception of items 9.1.1, 9.2.1, 9.4.3, 9.5.1 and 9.5.2).

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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Item 11.2 — Continued...

11.2.1 Withdrawn Item 9.1.1 — Records Keeping Policy

GODFREY MOVED. DORNFORD SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation
not be adopted and due to the matter of a Record Keeping Policy for Local
Government elected members being considered at the forthcoming Local Government
Week Conference, the matter be deferred and referred back to the next Community
and Executive Services Committee meeting for further consideration.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

11.2.2 Withdrawn Item 9.2.1 — Community Directory — Councillor Information

BETTRIDGE MOVED, DORNFORD SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation
not be adopted and the original notice of motion to Committee be adopted as follows:-

“Councillors profiles in the yearly publication, “Belmont and districts” (sic),
“your guide to local and business services” for the coming year 2004 delete
the following; “Years in Area” and “First Elected”, and be replaced with,
“Term of Office — (e.g.) May 2003 — 2007".

***8.49pm Cr Dornford left the Chamber.

LOST1VOTETO7
For: Bettridge

Against: Passern, Godfrey, Blair, Teasdale,
Powell, Richardson, Marks

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

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 1

For: Passeri, Godfrey, Blair, Teasdale,
Powell, Richardson, Marks

Against: Bettridge

***8.57pm Cr Dornford returned to the Chamber.
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Item 11.2 — Continued...

11.2.3 Withdrawn Item 9.4.3 — Cat Local Laws

BETTRIDGE MOVED, DORNFORD SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation
not be adopted and the original notice of motion to Committee be adopted as follows:-

“That Council introduces a ‘Local Law’ regarding the Welfare, Keeping
and Control of Cats.”

LOST2VOTESTO 7

For: Bettridge, Domford

Against: Passern, Godfrey, Blair, Teasdale,
Powell, Richardson, Marks

MARKS MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation not be
adopted and that to enable this matter to be considered further, Council officers
investigate the introduction of a whole of City Cat Local Law with a philosophical
approach seeking to control but not police the legislation, with a strong element of
complainant involvement, understanding that there is a need to assess the resource
requirements to effectively manage the legislation.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 2

For: Godfrey, Blair, Bettridge, Domford
Powell, Richardson, Marks

Against: Passeri, Teasdale

11.2.4 Withdrawn Item 9.5.1 — Review of the WALGA Model Code of Conduct

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

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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11.2.5 Withdrawn Item 9.5.2 — Councillor Expenses — Jackets/Dress Allowance

POWELL MOVED, BETTRIDGE SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation be
amended to read and be adopted as follows:-

“That Council Officers conduct further research into the matter of a
reimbursement for expenses incurred in performing the functions of a
Council member.”

LOST 4 VOTES TO 5

For: Bettridge, Domnforq,
Teasdale, Powell

Against: Godfrey, Passer, Richardson,
Marks, Blair

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

CARRIED 5 VOTES TO 4

For: Passeri, Richardson, Bettridge,
Domford, Godfrey

Against: Blair, Marks,
Teasdale, Powell
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11.3 PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 21 JuLY 2003

Receipt of Minutes

MARKS MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Planning and
Development Committee meeting held on 21 July 2003, as printed and circulated to
all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
WITHDRAWN ITEMS

ltems 9.3.3 and 9.6.7 were withdrawn at the request of Cr Bettridge.

ltems 9.2.1 and 9.3.2 were withdrawn at the request of Cr Dornford.

ltems 9.1.1, 9.1.2, 9.1.3, 9.5.1, 9.6.1 and 9.6.3 were withdrawn at the request of
Cr Marks.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

MARKS MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that recommendation items 4, 7.1, 9.1.4, 9.2.2,
9.23, 9.3.1, 9.3.4 — 9.3.7, 9.6.2, 9.6.4 — 9.6.6, 9.6.8 and 9.7.1 of the Planning and
Development Committee meeting held on 21 July 2003, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with
the exception of items 9.1.1, 9.1.2, 9.1.3, 9.2.1, 9.3.2, 9.3.3, 9.5.1, 9.6.1, 9.6.3 and
9.6.7).

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

***9.51pm Due to repeated interjections that impeded the progress of the meeting the
Mayor te mporarily adjourned the meeting and requested a member of the
gallery to leave the Chamber.

***9.52pm The meeting resumed with all Councillors and staff remaining present.

11.3.1 Withdrawn Item 9.1.1 — Proposed Carport Addition
— Lot 64 (8A) Kestal Place, Kewdale

MARKS MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that to cormrect a typographical error in
the spelling of ‘Kestal’ as ‘Festal’, the Committee Recommendation be amended to
read and be adopted, as follows:-

“That the application for a carport on Lot 64 (8A) Kestal Place, Kewdale
be approved.”
CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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***9.59pm Having earlier declared a financial interest in the following item Cr Powell left
the Chamber.

11.3.2 Withdrawn item 9.1.2 — Proposed 6.2 x 3.9 Colorbond Garage
— Lot 21 (63) Treave Street, Cloverdale

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

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

***10.00pm Cr Powell returned to the Chamber.

11.3.3 Withdrawn item 9.1.3 — Proposed Barbed Wire Fence
— Lot 19 (189) Belmont Avenue, Cloverdale

MARKS MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation be
amended to read and be adopted, as follows:-

1. That the application to retain the three strands of barbed wire on the existing
fence situated on Lot 19 (189) Belmont Avenue be refused for the following
reasons:

a) itwould set a precedent that is unacceptable in a residential area.

b) support for the barbed wire to be retained for fencing on this property will
be likely to set an undesirable precedent for the material to be used for
other fences.

¢c) Retention of barbed wire is not supported as it will negatively impact on the
streetscape and amenity.

2. That the applicant be advised in writing in accordance with the Fencing Local
Laws that the barbed wire strands are to be removed within 28 days of the date of
notification.

3. That the applicant be granted permission to use lattice to replace existing barbed

wire, extending the height of the fence to no more than 2.1m, both to the Belmont
Avenue frontage and rear of the property.”

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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11.3.4 Withdrawn Item 9.2.1 — Community Clothing Collection Bins

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

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 2

For: Godfrey, Blair, Passeri, Teasdale
Powell, Richardson, Marks

Against: Domford, Bettridge

11.3.5 Withdrawn Item 9.3.2 — Reserve 29010 (Lot 85) 16 Beverley Road
and Reserve 28064 (Lot 57) 18 Beverley Road, Cloverdale

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

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 2

For: Blair, Passeri, Teasdale, Bettridge
Powell, Richardson, Marks

Against: Domford, Godfrey
11.3.6 Withdrawn Item 9.3.3 — Proposed Modification to Local Planning
Policy No. 20 — Hill 60

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

CARRIED 6 VOTES TO 3

For: Passeri, Richardson, Powell,
Marks, Teasdale, Blair

Against: Godfrey, Dormford, Bettridge
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11.3.7 Withdrawn Item 9.5.1 — Ascot Cove Sign — 150 Great Eastern Highway

MARKS MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation be

adopted without amendment or modification.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 2

For: Blair, Passeri, Teasdale, Bettridge
Powell, Richardson, Marks

Against: Domford, Godfrey

11.3.8 Withdrawn Item 9.6.1 — Lot 500 (133) Grandstand Road and Lot 502 (200)

Great Eastern Highway, Ascot — Proposed Medical Centre

MARKS MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation be

amended to read and be adopted as follows:-

“That the application for a medical centre on Lot 500 (133) Grandstand Road and

Lot 502 (200) Great Eastern Highway, Ascot be approved subject to the following
conditions:

1.

A cash-in-lieu contribution being paid to Council based on the estimated
cost of the construction, line marking and drainage of 2 car-parking bays,
and the cost of the valuation by an independent suitably qualified engineer
or licensed valuer is to be fully borne by the applicant/owner.

A cash in lieu payment as required by condition (1) is to be paid
directly to the City of Belmont prior to the issue of a building licence.

The owner/ applicant to submit amended plans prior to the issue of the
building licence that provides more interest to the facades fronting the street
to the satisfaction of the Director-Development or the Acting Manager of
Planning Services.

All existing landscaping, plants and reticulation shall be maintained and the
plants shall be nurtured and maintained until they reach their mature
dimensions and shall thereafter be maintained at those mature dimensions
unless Council approves otherwise in writing.
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10

Vehicle parking, manoeuvring and circulation areas shall be designed,
constructed, sealed, line marked and kerbed in accordance with:

(i) The approved plan (8 new spaces to the rear of the proposed building
measuring 2.5 metres x 5.5 metres);

(i) Schedule 3 of the City of Belmont’s Town Planning Scheme No. 14; and

(iiij) Council’s Engineering Requirements and Design Guidelines, with
respect to drainage requirements.

All parking areas must be paved in bitumen or concrete, unless otherwise
approved by the Director-Engineering or Manager-Technical Services and
clearly line marked to the satisfaction of the Director-Engineering or
Manager-Technical Services.

The four tandem car parking bays proposed to the rear if the building shall
be clearly marked for ‘staff’ parking only.

All stormwater from roofed and paved areas shall be collected and disposed
of via connection to the existing system in accordance with Council’s
engineering requirements and design guidelines.

All external walls (including parapet walls) that are visible from a street or
public place must be constructed out of face brick or painted to the
satisfaction of Council.

That a footnote be included on the approval advising that in regard to
condition 1, the amount of the valuation should be agreeable to both parties,
or else be decided by arbitration by the President of the Institution of
Valuers. The footnote should also advise the applicant that cash in lieu
moneys will be spent in Grandstand Road in the vicinity of the development.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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***10.16pm Having earlier declared a financial interest in the following item,
Cr Dornford left the Chamber.

11.3.9 Withdrawn Item 9.6.3 — Proposed Office to Replace Existing De mountable
Offices — Lot 4 (268) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont (Skippers Trucks)

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

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

***10.17pm  Cr Dornford returned to the Chamber.

11.3.10 Withdrawn Item 9.6.7 — Lots 801-807 (76) Great Eastern Highway, Rivervale
‘Hill 60’ — Proposed 283 Residences, Retail Tenancies and Café

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

CARRIED BY ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 6 VOTES TO 3

For: Passeri, Richardson, Powell,
Marks, Teasdale, Blair

Against: Godfrey, Domford, Bettridge
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11.4 RESOURCES AND PoLICY COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD22 JuLY 2003

Receipt of Minutes

GODFREY MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the minutes of the Resources
and Policy Committee meeting held on 22 July 2003, as printed and circulated to all
Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
WITHDRAWN ITEMS

ltem 10.1.1 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Marks.
ltems 10.1.3, 10.7.1, 10.7.3 and 10.7.4 were withdrawn at the request of Cr Godfrey.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

GODFREY MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that recommendation items 8.1, 10.1.2,
10.4.1, 10.6.1, 10.7.2, 10.8.1 - 10.8.5 and 11.1 of the Resources and Policy Committee
meeting held on 22 July 2003, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of items
10.1.1, 10.1.3, 10.7.1, 10.7.3 and 10.7.4).

CARRIED BY ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 9 VOTES TO 0

11.4.1 Withdrawn Item 10.1.1 — Review — Standing Orders, Code of Conduct
and Policy C1.7.11

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

RICHARDSON MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that the question now be put.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 2

For: Passeri, Richardson, Powell,
Marks, Teasdale, Blair, Godfrey

Against: Domford, Bettridge
The substantive motion was put and ...... CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 2

For: Passer, Richardson, Powell,
Marks, Teasdale, Blair, Godfrey

Against: Domford, Bettridge
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11.4.2 Withdrawn Item 10.1.3 — New Policy — Sporting/Cultural Donations

GODFREY MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, that to correct a typographical error
the Committee Recommendation be amended to read and be adopted as
follows:-

“That the following Sporting/Cultural Donations Policy be adopted:-
SPORTING / CULTURAL DONATIONS POLICY
POLICY OBJECTIVE:

To set criteria for the provision of donations and financial assistance to
support local residents within the City of Belmont that have been
successful in representing their field of excellence whether it be of a
sporting or cultural nature.

POLICY STATEMENT:

The Chief Executive Officer is authorised to assess, grant or refuse
applications for donations and financial assistance based on the
guidelines for consideration of donations.

Any application not meeting the requirements of this policy are to be
referred to Council for consideration if deemed to be worthy of Council’s
support under “extraordinary” circumstances.

GUIDELINES FOR CONSIDERATION OF DONATIONS AND GRANTS

a) Donations will only be considered on receipt of a formal written
application being made on Council’s sporting / cultural donation
request form. The form is to be completed in full and submitted with
supporting documentation;

b) Applicants must be ratepayers or residents of the City of Belmont;

c) Assistance is given for travel, fees and costs (no personal gain
should be made by the donation), donations will not be given for
everyday expenses like personal development, training, coaching
and/or administration;

d) Applicants seeking assistance for sporting activities must be
selected to compete at a national or international event and must be
part of an officially recognised sporting association;
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e

9)

h)

1

k)

D

Applicants must provide written evidence of support from either the
relevant governing body of sport or the state/federal/voluntary
organisation supporting the activity;

Donations will not be given retrospectively;

Applications will not be considered where costs are fully reimbursed
by another body;

Where an applicant fails to attend the event, Council funds should be
promptly returned;

Donations for sporting / cultural activities are limited to a maximum
of $100 per individual or $300 per group, with a total amount for this
category determined by Council annually through the budget
process.

Only one donation per person or per team is permitted. Where three
or more individual applications are received from members of the
same team for the same event, the applications will be considered as
a group;

Applicants who have been successful in obtaining a donation or
financial assistance, will be refused further financial assistance until
the expiry of a two year period;

Where a donation is being considered that consists of waiver of user
charges and/or bond for community facilities the following guidelines
are to be considered -

i. User charges and/or bond waiver requests will only be
considered from community groups/non profit organisations;

ii.  All requests must be in writing, on the community groups/non
profit organisations letterhead and must be submitted with the
facility booking forms;

iii. The community groups/non profit organisations must deliver a
community benefit to City of Belmont residents;

iv. Waivers will not be given retrospectively;

V. Requests will not be considered where costs are fully
reimbursed by another body;

Vi. User charge waivers will only be of an amount up to $300
(including the bond) per community groups/non profit
organisations per year.
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vii. Waivers will only be provided in the event of extraordinary
circumstances prevailing (eg: newly established clubs,
extraordinary financial difficulties, etc.) And will not be available

more than once to the same group.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 1

For: Passeri, Richardson, Powell, Dormford
Marks, Teasdale, Blair, Godfrey

Against: Bettridge

***10.58pm Having earlier declared a financial interest in the following item,
Councillors Teasdale and Dornford left the Chamber.

11.4.3 Withdrawn Item 10.7.1 — Accounts for Payment

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

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 0

***10.59pm Councillors Teasdale and Dornford returned to the Chamber.

***11.00pm Having earlier declared a financial interest in the following item,
Councillors Richardson and Dornford left the Chamber.

11.4.4 Withdrawn Item 10.7.3 — Sundry Debtors Outstanding Over 90 Days
— for the period ended 30 June 2003

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

CARRIED BY ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 6 VOTES TO 1

For: Passeri, Powell, Marks,
Teasdale, Blair, Godfrey

Against: Bettridge
***11.04pm  Councillors Richardson and Dornford returned to the Chamber.
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***11.05pm Having earlier declared a financial interest in the following item,
Cr Teasdale left the Chamber.

11.4.5 Withdrawn Item 10.7.4 — Electricity Tariffs and Charges — Belmont Oasis

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

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 1

For: Passeri, Powell, Marks, Domford
Richardson, Blair, Godfrey

Against: Bettridge

***11.06pm Cr Teasdale returned to the Chamber.

The Acting Chief Executive Officer noted that in accordance with clause 16.1 of the
Standing Orders the meeting is to stand adjourned as the time has passed 11.00pm.
The meeting can be prolonged by resolution by Absolute Majority.

TEASDALE MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that the meeting be extended for a
further five minutes.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 1 (ABSOLUTE MAJORITY)

For: Passer, Povwell, Marks, Teasdale
Richardson, Blair, Godfrey, Domford

Against: Bettridge
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12. REPORTS OF OFFICERS

***11.08pm Having earlier declared an interest in the following item, Councillors
Passeri and Dornford departed the Chamber.
The Deputy Mayor, Cr Richardson assumed the Chair.

12.1 INFORMATION ONLY ITEMS

Report by Acting 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 Ol1/1(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 Acting Chief Executive Officer which

may be of general interest to Councillors.

COMMENT

General information and memorandums:

DATED

SUBJECT

20 June 2003
20 June 2003
25 June 2003
27 June 2003
27 June 2003
27 June 2003
27 June 2003
27 June 2003
01 July 2003
04 July 2003
04 July 2003
04 July 2003
04 July 2003
04 July 2003
04 July 2003
07 July 2003

Councillors Requests for Information

Local Government News: Issue No. 25.03 — 20/6/03

Local Government News — Wednesday 25 June 2003

ALGA News 27/6/03

Review of the WALGA Model Code of Conduct — Agenda ltem
Ascot Inn Site

Entitlement to the Presidency of WALGA

Community Centres Expenditure and Income — Budget 2003/04
Works Committee/Special Council Budget Meeting

Local Government News: Issue No. 26.03 — 27/6/03

Local Government News — Wednesday 2 July 2003

WALGA - Proposal for a Local Government Disciplinary Tribunal (4)
ALGA News 4/7/03

State Underground Power Programme — Round 3

Dod Reserve — 375 Fisher Street

Councillor Photographs
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DATED SUBJECT

09 July 2003 Local Government News — Wednesday 9 July 2003

10 July 2003 WALGA Media Release — Vehicle Search Fees Increase by 1000%

10 July 2003 Councillor Contact Details for Business Cards and General Public
(Faxed on 10/7/03)

11 July 2003 Local Government News: Issue No. 27.03 — 4/7/03

11 July 2003 Infopage — WALGA. State Records Act — Capture of Elected
Member Records

11 July 2003 Local Government Week Conference — AGM’s

11 July 2003 ALGA News 11/7/03

11 July 2003 City of Belmont Land Register and Transactions

11 July 2003 Invitation — Belmont Business Enterprise Centre 17 July 2003

11 July 2003 Avon Descent — Media Launch 31 July 2003

11 July 2003 Cr Whiteley — Leave of Absence

11 July 2003 City of Belmont Iron Oldies Swimming Carnival

11 July 2003 Old Congregational Church

18 July 2003 Local Government News: Issue No. 28.03 — 11/7/03

18 July 2003 Linking Councils and Communities — Edition 18

18 July 2003 Local Government News —Wednesday 16 July 2003

18 July 2003 WALGA - State Records Act

18 July 2003 Question from Cr Bass — Report of the Inquiry — Council Response
(cc All Councillors)

18 July 2003 Farewell lain Hamilton — Senior Finance Officer

18 July 2003 WALGA Vacancy — WA Tourism Commission — Visitor Servicing
Review Working Group)

18 July 2003 Information Report for Councillors — Corporate Services (Dated
18/7/03)
e Appointments and Resignations 14/6/03 to 18/7/03
e Update on marketing and Promotions Activities June 2003
e Monthly Update on Donations June 2003
e Analysis of Investments as at 30 June 2003
e Financial Reports as at June 2003
e Debt Serving Comparison of Councils

18 July 2003 ALGA News — 18 July 2003

18 July 2003 14 July Special Council Meeting Attachment

21 July 2003 Request from Cr Bettridge — Interests in Land (cc All Councillors)

25 July 2003 Local Government News: Issue No. 29.03 — 18/7/03

25 July 2003 Invitation from Belmont Sister City Association

25 July 2003 Local Government News — Wednesday 23 July 2003

25 July 2003 Southern Gazette 15/7/03 Article — Rivervale Congregational
Church

25 July 2003 Information Report for Councillors — Community and Executive

Services (Dated 25/7/03)
e Monthly Report — Manager Community Services
e Monthly Report — Manager Library Services
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GODFREY MOVED. TEASDALE SECONDED -

1. That the information provided to all Councillors and listed in this
“Information Only ltems” report (excluding the Analysis of Investments
section of the Corporate Services Information Reports) be noted and
received.

2. That the Analysis of Investments section of the Corporate Services
Information Reports be noted and received.

CARRIED 6 VOTES TO 1

For: Teasdale, Powell, Marks,
Richardson, Blair, Godfrey

Against: Bettridge

***11.09pm Councillors Passeri and Dornford returned to the Chamber.
The Mayor resumed the Chair.
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Iltem 12 — Continued...

GODFREY MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, that the Officer Recommendations
for items 12.2 and 12.3 be adopted without amendment or modification, as

follows:-

ITEM 12.2 -

1. That the following topics be listed for debate at the Councillors’
Workshop (to be arranged following the annual WALGA Conference) —

a. Should a submission, or a question, be permitted on the subject of
a previously asked submission or question?

b. How should Presiding Members undertake their enforcement
obligations as outlined in Standing Order 18.9?

c. Should Councillors be permitted to ask questions of the gallery
following a gallery member’s questions or submissions?

d. Should questions/submissions be printed in the City’s minutes in
full, as provided in writing by the submitter?

€. iiiierereaeea

2. (any specific resolutions)

ITEM 12.3 -

That Council’s three voting delegates for the WA Local Government
Association AGM (being Councillors Blair, Godfrey and Dornford) be instructed
that the City’s vote be cast on the Special Urgent Business — State Records Act
2000 as Not Supported however, if a subsequent motion is considered at the
Annual General Meeting, which supports the City’s position and does not
recommend any compromise to our legislative compliance, then such a motion
may be supported.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 2

For: Passeri, Richardson, Powell,
Marks, Teasdale, Blair, Godfrey

Against: Domford, Bettridge
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12.2 STANDING COMMITTEE MEETINGS — CONDUCT AND APPLICATION OF STANDING
ORDERS LOCAL LAWS AND ADOPTED RULES**

** Attachment 1 — Iltem 12.2 refers
Report by Acting Chief Executive Officer.

APPLICATION

To seek Council's consideration of the current conduct of Council/Committee
meetings.

IS THIS PROPOSAL CONSISTENT WITH COUNCIL’S OPERATIONAL PLAN?
Organisational Strategy 05/1(d) - “Review and, where appropriate, amend existing
administrative and other organisational procedures.”

YES

BACKGROUND

At the Resources and Policy Committee meeting held 22 July 2003 Council
considered the following motion proposed by Councillor Bass in a Notice of Motion
dated 4 July 2003:

“That Council conducts a formal workshop to review and amend the City’s

Standing Orders, the Code of Conduct, and Policy C1.7.11.”

Following consideration of the motion the Resources and Policy Committee resolved

to recommend to tonight’s Council meeting as follows:

“That in view of the anticipated discussion at the forthcoming Local
Government Week Conference relating to the proposed Local Government
Tribunal (and potentially therefore, Standing Orders and Codes of Conduct)
this item should be deferred to enable Councillors to have the advantage of
hearing comments raised from other state-wide delegates at the Conference
and to therefore, be in a better position to contribute to debate on these
issues.”

Council will have considered the above recommendation earlier in the conduct of this

meeting of Ordinary Council.

Further to the above, two Councillors have recently corresponded with the Mayor
regarding the application of and adherence to, Standing Orders and the Rules for
Public Submission Time. The Mayor has provided a response to both Councillors,
however as was promised in these responses, it was felt that a dedicated report to
Council was also warranted.
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COMMENT

The conduct of the meetings of Council and its Standing Committees are clearly
prescribed within the City’s Standing Orders. The City’'s Code of Conduct also plays
a very important role in the conduct of those present at the City’s meetings, however
as was recommended by the Resources and Policy Committee, this particular
document would be best reviewed after the annual West Australian Local
Government Association Conference.

The Mayor, in considering the above two letters, requested that the matter be placed
before Council, to afford Councillors the opportunity of identifying, either specifically
or generally, areas requiring deliberation. Any urgent issues should be decided on at
the meeting, whilst other suggestions could be listed for discussion for the workshop
(as proposed by the July Resources and Policy Committee).

The above discussion will enable all Councillors to consider the matters raised in the
context of discussions and directions which may arise during the Local Government
Week Conference, with a view that these considerations be brought back to the City
and be fully debated during the workshop following the conference.

Some example discussion topics which have arisen in recent times, are noted below:

o Should a submission, or a question, be permitted on the subject of a
previously asked submission or question (will it for example, allow a matter
that Council has already addressed to be kept ‘on the agenda’ indefinitely)?

o How should Presiding Members undertake their enforcement obligations as
outlined in Standing Order 18.9 (for example, is standing and raising one’s
voice appropriate to regain control of the meeting)?

o Should Councillors be permitted to ask questions of the gallery following a
gallery member’s questions or submission (does this then constitute ‘debate’,
which is currently not within the rules adopted by Council)?

o Should questions/submissions be printed in full, as provided in writing by the
submitter (does this then authorise the public to have published in the City’s
minutes that person’s views and possibly expose the Council to a claim of
libel)?
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

1. That the following topics be listed for debate at the Councillors’ Workshop (to
be arranged following the annual WALGA Conference) —

a. Should a submission, or a question, be permitted on the subject of a
previously asked submission or question?

b. How should Presiding Members undertake their enforcement
obligations as outlined in Standing Order 18.97?

C. Should Councillors be permitted to ask questions of the gallery
following a gallery member’s questions or submissions?

d. Should questions/submissions be printed in the City’s minutes in full, as
provided in writing by the submitter?

€.

2. (any specific resolutions)

CARRIED EN BLOC — REFER PAGE
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12.3 LocAL GOVERNMENT WEEK CONVENTION — MATTER OF SPECIAL URGENT
BUSINESS — STATE RECORDS ACT 2000 — PREFERRED VOTING POSITION**

** Attachment 2 — Iltem 12.3 refers
Report by Acting Chief Executive Officer.

APPLICATION

To seek Council’s consideration of its preferred voting position regarding the
Executive and Member Special Urgent Business motion regarding the State Records
Act proposed for the 2003 Annual General Meeting of the Western Australian Local
Government Association.

IS THIS PROPOSAL CONSISTENT WITH COUNCIL’S OPERATIONAL PLAN?
Organisational Strategy O5/1(e) - “To ensure that Councillors have adequate access to

YES

training and conferences so as to enable them to be fully aware of contemporary strategic and

operational issues affecting local government.”

BACKGROUND

At the July meeting of the Community and Executive Services Committee (refer to
item 11.2) Council considered its preferred voting position for motions placed for
consideration at the WA Local Government Association Annual General Meeting.
Subsequent to this the City has received notice from WALGA of a Special Urgent
Business Motion regarding the State Records Act 2000.

COMMENT

For the convenience of Councillors, the Special Urgent Business Motion has been
reproduced below with the “In Brief” supporting details (as provided by the Western
Australian Local Government Association). City of Belmont Officer comment is also
provided. The full Annual General Meeting agenda motion paper is provided as an
attachment.

MATTER OF SPECIAL URGENT BUSINESS — STATE RECORDS AcT 2000

IN BRIEF

e Local Government Record Keeping Plans to be adopted by March 2004.
e Promotes non-compliance as part of the campaign to amend the State Records Act 2000.

Draft guidelines from the State Records Commission indicate that Elected Members will be
required to maintain records of their communications, which relate to Council business.

MOTION:

That the Local Government industry refuse to adhere to or
implement any proposed legislation for elected members to keep
records received or created by them during their capacity as
Councillors.
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Iltem 12.3 — Continued...

City of Belmont Officer Comment:

As outlined by the WA Local Government Association, it is not within the power of
Local Government to not comply with statutory requirements, under which the State
Records Act now falls. As such, it is recommended that the motion not be
supported.

It is suggested that the City continue to support the WA Local Government
Association in its efforts to lobby for amendments to the State Records Act 2000
however, if a subsequent motion is considered at the Annual General Meeting, which
supports the City’s position and does not recommend any compromise to our
legislative compliance, then such a motion may be supported.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council’s three voting delegates for the WA Local Government Association
AGM (being Councillors Blair, Godfrey and Dornford) be instructed that the City’s
vote be cast on the Special Urgent Business — State Records Act 2000 as Not
Supported however, if a subsequent motion is considered at the Annual General
Meeting, which supports the City’s position and does not recommend any
compromise to our legislative compliance, then such a motion may be supported.

CARRIED EN BLOC — REFER PAGE
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13. REPORTS OF DELEGATES
Nil.

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
11.11pm.
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