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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 MAY 2001, COMMENCING AT 7.31PM

PRESENT

Cr P R Passeri, JP West Ward
Cr M H Blair Central Ward
Cr G Dornford Central Ward
Cr M C Godsell Central Ward
Cr G Doney West Ward
Cr A T Richardson, JP West Ward
Cr M M Bass East Ward
Cr G J Godfrey East Ward
Cr P Marks East Ward
Cr A P Murfin, OAM, JP South Ward
Cr E Teasdale South Ward
Cr J Powell South Ward

IN ATTENDANCE

Mr B Genoni Chief Executive Officer
Mr N Hartley Deputy Chief Executive Officer
Mr R Lutey Director - Engineering
Mr N Deague Director – Development
Mr S Cole Director – Corporate Services
Mr M Ferialdi Manager – Health Services

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

There were 22 members of the public present.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Mayor opened the meeting and welcomed those in attendance.

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

2.1 APOLOGIES

Nil.

Version: 1, Version Date: 05/06/2001
Document Set ID: 253252



OCM 28/05/01 Declarations of Interest

2
CONFIRMATION DATE:  11 JUNE 2001

2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil.

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Godsell declared a financial interest.  The interest being in Item 7.1 – 
Depot Relocation of the Works and Technical Services Committee meeting minutes 
dated 14 May 2001. The nature of the interest being that his company contracts to 
the company assisting with the design of the new depot.

Councillor Teasdale declared a financial interest.  The interest being in Item 7.1 – 
Bristile Park of the Works and Technical Services Committee meeting minutes dated 
14 May 2001. The nature of the interest being that he is a shareholder in Bristile.

In accordance with the City of Belmont's Code of Conduct, Councillor Murfin declared 
an interest that could give rise to a reasonable belief that his impartiality may be 
adversely affected.  The interest being in Item 8.4.1 of the Planning and 
Development Committee meeting dated 21 May 2001, as he owns Lot 22 (7) 
Hotchkin Place, Kewdale which is in close proximity to land the subject of the 
proposed Amendment No. 14.

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 being in Item 8.7.3 of the Planning and 
Development Committee meeting dated 21 May 2001, as he and his wife own Lot 1 
(242A) and Lot 2 (242B) Knutsford Avenue, Kewdale and Lot 5 (163) Fulham Street, 
Kewdale.

Councillor Dornford declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 7.1 of the 
Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 22 May 2001. The nature of 
the interest being that he is the lessee of the Belmont Child Care Centre.

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 8.6.6 of the Planning and 
Development Committee meeting minutes dated 21 May 2001. The nature of the 
interest being that he is involved in the child care industry.

Councillor Powell declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.7.3 of the 
Planning and Development Committee meeting minutes dated 21 May 2001.  The 
nature of the interest being that she owns a property in close proximity to land, the 
subject of item 8.7.3.

4. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

Nil.
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5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME
***7.34pm

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

5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE AT PREVIOUS MEETING

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

Mr O'Neil asked the following question at the Special Council Meeting held on 
11 April 2001, which was taken on notice. 

1. Has the public interest test been applied to the potential conflict of interest 
of the City, particularly in regard to confidential assessments and 
decisions on legal advice being provided this evening?

The Chief Executive Officer advises that he was not aware that there was any 
specific “test” outlined in the Local Government Act (other than the executive function 
test at S3.18) however Council was very aware of its land ownership in the Springs 
area and was cognisant of its “dual role”.  Whilst Council has an “interest”, 
considering local government’s planning role, it is not considered there is any conflict.

5.1.2 Mr Kevin Morgan (Jaspa Pty Ltd) – Unit 10, 4 Queen Street, Bentley

Mr Morgan asked the following questions at the Special Council Meeting held on 
11 April 2001, which were taken on notice. 

1. The decision to adopt TPS 13 on March 26, 2001 was made contrary to 
the last recommendation of the Planning and Development Committee, 
the Officer Comment when recommending a revocation motion to give 
effect to the adoption of TPS 13 was made, and I quote, "... to ensure 
that the issue does not become subject to any future legal challenges 
..."; what legal challenges were considered when providing this reason 
to adopt TPS 13?

The legal challenge which could have been pursued was that the Regulations are not 
clear as to the possibility of extending the advertising period of the Scheme.  Given 
that the matter of Regulation 17(2) could be addressed in a timely and inexpensive 
manner by Council either adopting the Scheme with or without modification, or 
deciding that it does not wish to proceed with the Scheme it was prudent to pursue 
this course of action. It is a decision that rests with the Minister for Planning to grant 
extensions to the advertising period.  Clearly, the option of not proceeding with the 
Scheme was never intimated in any report prepared by Council’s Planning 
Department.
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Item 5.1.2 continued…

The only sensible recourse was to adopt the Scheme with modifications. It must be 
remembered that it was at the direct request of many landowners in the Scheme 
Area to allow more time for them to study the costs and expected returns from the 
Scheme.  This was explained to the previous Minister for Planning, the Hon. Graham 
Kierath who gave support for Council’s approach to assist the landowners by giving 
more time. This was why there was “comfort” in the Council decision to formally 
request of the Minister that she grant a 42 day additional advertising period.

2. At the previous adoption of TPS 13, on May 11, 1998; the adoption was 
subject to a condition, and I quote, "... the scheme ... does not place 
Council in any potentially illegal situation". Has the re-adoption of TPS 
13 placed Council in any potentially illegal situation?

No.  The resolution of Council in its entirety to adopt TPS 13 clearly conveys 
Council’s intent. The decision of the Minister is final and binding on the Council.

3. Why, at each legislative requirement for adoption, is TPS 13 "The 
Springs" surrounded with concerns of illegality?

The point at issue of possible illegality has been explained in question 2 above.

When issues of possible illegality are raised, it is Council’s duty to ensure that due 
process has been followed.  As such issues are being raised on an ongoing basis by 
both participating and non-participating landowners within the Scheme area, it has 
been addressed at each stage.  At no time has there been found to be a breach of 
regulations.

5.1.3 Mr W Foy – 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

Mr Foy asked the following questions at the Special Council Meeting held on 
11 April 2001, which were taken on notice. 

1. What is it about TPS 13, the Springs, that is so problematic given that 
Council has called two Special Meetings concerning the Springs 
Development Project in the past two months?

There are no problems with TPS 13.  It is not uncommon that with any new Town 
Planning Scheme there will be a need for additional Committee or Council meetings 
to address particular issues that arise.
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Item 5.1.3 continued…

2. After this period of time, and the persistent issue of legality, will Council 
please finally agree with landowner requests for an inquiry into TPS 13, 
the Springs?

No. The process desired by Council is very clear.  Redevelopment in “The Springs” 
area will be achieved by means of a Town Planning Scheme. The framework of 
Scheme 13 and the Scheme costs must have the approval of the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure.  Every effort has been made to ensure that all provisions 
of Scheme 13 are legal.  The Scheme process has been open and accountable from 
its inception to the current time.

5.1.4 Pat Morgan - Lot 133 Malvern Road, Rivervale

Mrs Morgan asked the following questions at the Special Council Meeting held on 
11 April 2001, which were taken on notice. 

1. Landowners in the Springs Development Project have been required to 
pay the cost of previous legal advice associated with the Project under 
the terms of TPS 14, part 10.8.3 (c); is there further potential for a 
conflict of interest in Council's solicitors providing advice to Council this 
evening?

Council’s lawyer Mr Denis McLeod declared a financial interest in that he would 
determine a fee for his advice given at the meeting.  The cost of this advice would not 
be debited against the landowners within “The Springs” Scheme Area.  There is seen 
to be no conflict of interest arising.

2. Were there to be further potential for a conflict of interest, in this case a 
conflict between the City and the legal firm in relation to the payment 
(by landowners) for the advice; would Council please declare the nature 
and extent of that conflict this evening to landowners so that the public 
interest test is at least seen to have been applied in the Springs?

This question is not relevant, as there is to be no payment by landowners.

3. Would the public interest test be satisfied for the potential conflicts of 
interest, were the City to initiate action under the provisions of the Local 
Government Act, to protect landowners from parties acting outside the 
provisions of this Act?

We are not aware that there is any specific “test” outlined in the Local Government 
Act (other than the executive function test at S3.18).
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5.1.5 Mr Ken Pittman - Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Mr Pittman asked the following questions at the Special Council Meeting held on 
11 April 2001, which were taken on notice. 

1. The decision to adopt TPS 13 "The Springs" was made at the last OCM 
held on March 26, 2001. With the Minutes of that meeting having been 
published, does the record properly reflect the submissions and reason 
for the revocation decision and the latter decision to adopt, were there 
to be any possibility of litigation or an inquiry?

Yes, because only Point 2 of the 6 Point decision made by Council at its meeting of 
the 27th February 2001 was changed.

2. How does the record of the adoption of TPS 13 the Springs at the last 
OCM show that due consideration was given?

Council took into account the submissions, and accordingly, recommended 
modifications which were referred to in the Council decision of the 26th March 2001.

3. Why didn't the officer report on the adoption of TPS 13, the Springs, 
show what could be described as the decision making trail, particularly 
when a committee system has been adopted by the City?

It is considered that the “trail” provided in the Committee/Council minutes adequately 
outlines the process taken thus far.

4. When TPS 13, the Springs, was adopted at the last OCM, why didn't 
the record clearly reflect the intent of the adoption of the Scheme, 
without reference to another motions contained in the body of the 
report?

It is considered that the intent was very clear and the other 5 points of Council’s 
decision of the 27 February 2001 remain intact.

5. Why, given that the adoption of TPS 13, the Springs, involved a 
revocation decision, are Councils warned by the Department of Local 
Government that such a process must be considered carefully to 
ensure that legalities are properly considered?

Legalities were properly considered and revocation decisions are considered 
extremely carefully.
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5.1.6 Mr Rob Greenwood - 151 Coolgardie Avenue

Mr Greenwood asked the following questions at the Special Council Meeting held on 
11 April 2001, which were taken on notice. 

1. Did the City of Belmont ask electors if they are happy with the lack of 
service and high costs of the five major banks that are located in or 
around Belmont Forum?

The issue was originally raised at the Ordinary Council Meeting of 12th June 2000, 
and then again at the Ordinary Council Meeting of 24th October 2001, where Council 
considered the merits of the proposal and resolved not to pursue the matter further.. 

2. Did the City of Belmont take the trouble to research if a Community 
Bank is viable?

The City (as per the abovementioned resolution) has not allocated resources to 
monitor the activities of other local governments who may be pursuing the 
establishment of community banks.

3. Did the City of Belmont take the trouble to research the employment 
benefits to be had from a Community Bank investing electors’ funds 
back into our district?

The reply outlined in (1 and 2 above) provides Council’s adopted position on this 
question.

4. Is the City of Belmont aware of the City of Bayswater’s electors’ 
negative view of major banks recently demonstrated, with shares in 
their Community Bank (a Bendigo Bank franchise) over - subscribed by 
300% and with community investments of over $50 million already?

The reply outlined in (1 and 2 above) provides Council’s adopted position on this 
question 

5. Has the City of Belmont Council adopted any of the seven 
recommendations contained in the motions passed by the Special 
Electors’ meeting of 14 December 1999 requesting Council to open 
Committee meetings to Electors?

At the 20 December 1999 Ordinary Council Meeting, Council considered the seven 
recommendations of the 14 December 1999 Special Electors Meeting and resolved 
as follows:-

(a) In regard to the resolution passed at the Special Electors meeting, as all of the 
issues have been researched on two previous occasions during 1999, that no 
further action be taken.

Version: 1, Version Date: 05/06/2001
Document Set ID: 253252



OCM 28/05/01 Public Question Time

8
CONFIRMATION DATE:  11 JUNE 2001

Item 5.1.6 continued…

(b) That Council’s present system of Standing Committee meetings continue in their 
current form, and that opportunity for deputations to the Standing Committees be 
promoted in the community as previously adopted by Council during 1999.

(c) That Council make available as advised to the community, Council Committee 
meeting and Ordinary Council meeting Agenda’s and other relative information, 
electronically via the Internet as soon as is practical.

(d) That in the New Year (2000), Council Officers investigate the system of no 
Committees at all, with two Ordinary Council Meeting per month (where 
applicable) as are currently carried out by the City of Canning and the Shire of 
Swan, then report back to Council with their findings.

In relation to (d) above, Council subsequently resolved:

 That at this point in time, Council remain with its current Committee/Council 
structure and that a further review be conducted once the Department of Local 
Government's report on industry committee structures has been received and 
studied; and 

 That in light of the delay of considering the above matter, open forums be trialled 
on a periodic basis to cover specific as well as general issues; that these public 
meetings be scheduled for a "fifth Monday" of the month; and the objective be to 
hold two to three of these forums per year (in addition to the Annual Electors 
Meeting, noting that Council holds many "issue specific" public meetings 
throughout each year).

Relative to the issue of a potential “no committee” system, the Department of Local 
Government report on industry committee structures has not yet been completed.

5.1.7 Mr Peter Stewart – 275 Peet Road, Roleystone (3 Hawksburn Road, 
Rivervale)

Mr Stewart asked the following question at the Special Council Meeting held on 
7th May 2001, which was taken on notice. 

Are the nominees aware that the minutes of the last Special Meeting record a 
vote of 10 to 0 to carry the motion that the meeting again be open to the 
public and that the resolutions passed behind closed doors be read; when 
the record of meeting indicates that only nine Councillors were present, 
behind closed doors, to vote on the motion?

It has subsequently been confirmed that the record of voting numbers applicable to 
the abovementioned motion at the Special Council Meeting held 11th April 2001 was 
incorrect.  The matter will be rectified at the Council meeting of 28th May 2001.
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5.2 QUESTIONS ON WHICH WRITTEN NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN PRIOR TO THE 
MEETING

5.2.1 Mr Noel Eddington – 24 Chamberlain Road, Rivervale

Is it Council’s intention that every resident of Chamberlain Road be allocated a 
new address? This will affect approximately 37 residents.

The Director – Development advised that “yes” that is Council’s intention. The 
problem of the existing system has been recognised by residents and the majority 
agree that a change is necessary to overcome the confusion that could be 
experienced by visitors, police, ambulance or fire brigade.

Why is Council not considering re-sequencing the numbers, which would 
seem to be the preferred option of residents who I spoke to on the weekend? 
Would it not be better to re-sequence the numbers in the existing Chamberlain 
Road, thereby keeping at least 18 property addresses the same?

The Director – Development advised that in discussions with an officer from the 
Geographic Names Committee of the Department of Land Administration, it would 
not be acceptable to re-sequence the house numbers because of the 
cul-de-sac treatment in Chamberlain Road.  There will be further liaison with the 
Geographic Names Committee before residents would be asked for their comments 
again.

5.2.2 Mr Peter Stewart – 275 Peet Road, Roleystone 
(3 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale)

In reference to decisions made at the Council meeting of 26th March 2001, and 
Mr Pittman’s question put to the Special Council meeting of 11th April (refer to answer 
at item 5.1.5 of tonight’s Agenda) –

1. As it has taken Council some seven weeks to provide an answer that, in 
relation to the adoption of TPS 13, “The Springs”, legalities were 
properly considered in regard to the revocation and subsequent 
adoption of the Scheme (5.1.5 part 5): why did officers deny Council the 
opportunity of having the Planning Committee consider the revocation 
and then only give Councillors one working day to consider this Agenda 
item for their meeting on March 26, 2001?

The Mayor advised that this question will be taken on notice.
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Item 5.2.2 continued…

2. Are Councillors aware that, despite the answer contained in question 1, 
that legalities were carefully considered, the decision of Council made 
at its meeting on March 26, 2001 to revoke decisions made at the 
February 27, 2001 meeting that subsequently adopt TPS 13, “The 
Springs”, are contrary to the provisions of the City of Belmont (Standing 
Orders) Local Law 1998 gazetted on December 8, 1998?

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

3. Are Councillors aware that, following the Council decision to adopt the 
six resolutions regarding the Springs, and not to adopt TPS 13 on 
February 27, 2001; action was taken in regard to resolution #2, and that 
the additional information referenced in the resolutions was sent to the 
WAPC on March 7, 2001, including a copy of the six resolutions and a 
request made of the Minister for Planning?

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

4. Are Councillors aware that Standing Orders of the City of Belmont at 
part 14.1 sub (3) prohibits a motion to revoke or change a decision, if at 
the time (being March 26, 2001) action has been taken to implement 
the decision (of February 27, 2001)?

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

5. Will Councillors please consider the validity of the officer 
recommendation for the revocation, the decision to revoke and 
consequent adoption of TPS 13 on March 26, 2001 and the answers 
supplied by officers at item 5.1.5 in the Agenda for tonight, by 
requesting a formal assessment of the decision making process to 
adopt TPS 13 from the Department of Local Government Monitoring 
Branch?

The Mayor advised that this question will be taken on notice although this question 
may need to be referred to a Council Standing Committee for consideration.
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5.2.3 Mr Ross O’Neil – 3 Glyde Street, South Perth
(12 Rowe Avenue, Rivervale)

In reference to the answers given to my question, put to the Special Meeting of 
7 May 2001 (Item 5.1.4) and ask: 

1. When asking if Councillors would properly scrutinise the declarations of 
interests made by the Scheme Manager when reporting to The Springs 
Working Group in 1999, 2000, 2001; the Mayor advised that all 
declarations are taken seriously and that the new Springs Working 
Group committee could pursue any such review. I ask, if declarations 
are taken so seriously, why such a review would be carried out by the 
very committee that seems to have received no declarations of interest 
over the three years in which it has conducted dozens of meetings?

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

2. Will Council please demonstrate its seriousness of commitment given 
on declarations of financial interest by requesting a formal assessment 
of the declarations made, or not made to Council in regard to TPS 13, 
The Springs, by the Department of Local Government Monitoring 
Branch.

The Mayor repeated that all declarations are taken seriously and he believed that 
adequate action has already been taken in regard to this matter.

3. At question 3 of item 5.1.4, I asked for details of the capital structure 
and entities associated the nominee $2 company charged with the 
Scheme Management of TPS 13, given that the City may have to 
consider pursuing any legal action to recompense landowners in The 
Springs for any losses that may be incurred in the Scheme, as per item 
5.1.1, Council meeting of April 23, 2001. The question was taken on 
notice. Why, when Council engaged this contractor as Scheme 
Manager over two years ago and has paid them over $400,000 for 
planning work on “The Springs”, is Council unable to advise these basic 
risk management details three weeks after my question was put?

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

4. At question 4 of item 5.1.4, I asked that Councillors please check that 
The Springs Working Group is and was a properly constituted and 
elected member chaired occasional committee of the Council from 
meeting number one, held after the May 3, 1999 declaration of the poll. 
The Mayor advised that he believed it was but would seek confirmatory 
advice. What is that advice?

The Mayor advised that this question will be taken on notice.
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5.2.4 Mr Bill Foy – 14 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale

In reference to the minutes of Council meeting 7th May 2001, and in relation to item 
#5.1.3, I ask:

1. In answer to my four questions, the Mayor advised that the 
establishment of an Escot Agency opposite The Springs would be dealt 
with by the May 21, 2001 meeting of the Planning and Development 
Committee. None of the questions asked by me have been answered, 
nor have the matters raised been considered by the Committee. May I 
please have answers to my questions this evening?

The Mayor advised that he understood that these questions were adequately 
answered within the Planning and Development Committee Agenda officer report on 
this issue.

2. Why, as the submitter of objections to the approval of an escort agency 
opposite The Springs, wasn’t I likewise invited to make a deputation to 
the Committee like other submitters of objections?

The Director – Development advised that residents in Norwood Road were invited to 
the Planning and Development Committee Meeting, however none attended. The 
Mayor apologised for not extending the invitation to Mr Foy.

3. Why must Council rely on a court decision in 1984 in a foreign country 
to qualify its position? Why can’t the proponent appeal a negative 
decision within the existing processes set up in Western Australia, thus 
illuminating the issue of escort agencies operating in particular zones 
and allowing the community some certainty as a “listed use” in a town 
planning scheme?

The Mayor advised that Council is regulated in this issue and that he understood that 
our local courts often use legal precedent from countries such as the United Kingdom 
and New Zealand. The Director – Development further advised, that there is no 
legislative power available for Council to control this type of development and 
residents are urged to correspond with their state parliamentary member, seeking 
their involvement in redressing this deficiency. Council has spent considerable time 
endeavouring to rectify this situation with previous state governments.
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Item 5.2.4 continued…

4. Escort Agency is not a listed use class in TPS 14. The Minutes of the 
Planning and Development Committee meeting of May 21, 2001 at item 
8.6.1 record the officer comment of:

“Council consider the units as a “Use Not Listed” under the Scheme.

Where a use is not listed, Council may:

(a) determine that the use is consistent with the objectives and purposes of 
the zone in which the subject land is situated … and therefore follow 
the procedures appropriate to a development involving a permitted use.

(b) determine that the proposed use may be consistent with the objectives 
of the relevant zone … and therefore follow the appropriate 
procedures.

(c) determine that the use is not consistent with the objectives and 
purposes of the relevant zone and therefore is not permitted.”

As escort agency is a “Use Not Listed” under TPS 14, and is therefore 
not permitted, why is the procedure for item 8.6.2 different from item 
8.6.1?

The Mayor advised that the application is for “office use” and this type of use is 
permitted in the commercial zone. It is not possible to have a classification of “escort 
agency”.  If Council make decisions beyond its powers, it can be taken to court on 
these matters.

5. Has Council changed its list of permitted uses under TPS 14 to include 
escort agencies?

The Director – Development advised “no”.

6. During the April round of meetings the Planning and Development 
Committee meeting records the officer comment that “The Springs” is 
an area of enormous potential and that the landmark development entry 
to the City, including offices, will be one that is special and befitting our 
proud City (see item 8.3.1, the Vision). Why would such an amenity as 
The Springs be spoiled with an officer recommendation to allow an 
escort agency to operate opposite the development (see item 8.6.2 
“Change of land use from ‘Motor Vehicle Hire’ to ‘Office’? Has Council 
changed its vision of the Springs to a “red light district”?

The Mayor advised that the first part of this question has been answered previously, 
also, Council has not changed its vision of The Springs.
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Item 5.2.4 continued…

7. Will Council please refuse the application as a “Not Listed Use” thus 
asking for clarification on the use of “escort agencies” within the zoning 
table via an appeal process from the applicant?

The Mayor advised that individual Councillors will consider this option when the 
Planning and Development recommendation is considerer this evening.

8. Does the owner, or those associated with the owner of the land, have 
any vested interest in the planning processes in Western Australia, 
apart from this land in the City of Belmont? If so, what would this 
interest be and has if affected the officer recommendations?

The Director – Development advised that he was unaware of any applicable interest, 
he understood the property was owned by two people, one being a deceased estate.  
In regard to the second part of the question, the Director – Development advised 
“no”.

9. Why is this escort agency currently operating at the “use not listed” 
location, prior to any approval or non-approval by Council?

The Mayor advised that until Council makes a town planning decision the matter, the 
legal issue cannot be tested in the courts.

10. Why is the premises of the escort agency operating with a sign, 
contrary to the conditions of the proposed decision of Council this 
evening that asks that any proposed signs on the building be subject to 
a separate development application?

The Mayor advised that he understood there was currently no sign on the building.

11. Will Council now prosecute the owner for allowing a use and a sign, 
neither of which are approved by Council?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that this question has been answered as part of 
previous questions.
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5.2.5 Mr Kevin Morgan – (8 Malvern Road, Rivervale)

In reference to the minutes of the Planning and Development Committee meeting of 
21st May 2001, and in relation to item #8.1.3, I ask:

1. As Councillor Richardson’s letter disclosing his interest in property in 
close proximity to The Springs whilst tendering his withdrawal from the 
Springs Group Committee amounted to a notice given under section 
5.66 of the Local Government Act 1995, why hasn’t the Chief Executive 
Officer caused such a notice to be included in the Agenda at item 3, 
Declarations of Interest?

The Mayor advised that Councillor Richardson withdrew his membership of this 
committee for his own reasons. His property interests are not in The Springs 
development, but are nearby to it.  He would however, take the specific issues 
outlined in the question, on notice.

2. Will Councillor Richardson declare the nature and extent of his financial 
interests in The Springs this evening, so that the record of Council’s 
meeting is correct?

Councillor Richardson advised that he was cognisant of his financial interest 
requirements and gave an overview of his property interests in the City, and the 
reasons for these investments.

3. When did Councillor Richardson, or a closely associated person to 
Councillor Richardson, acquire properties in close proximity?

The Mayor advised that this question was answered in 2 above.

4. Will Councillor Richardson please explain the lack of declarations of 
financial interests at critical times when Council made decisions on The 
Springs, for example, when the scheme was advertised in May 2000, 
when the submissions on the scheme were determined in February 
2001, when the scheme was adopted in March 2001 or during his 
inaugural Chairmanship of the Planning and Development Committee 
of May 2001?

The Mayor advised that he understood that Councillor Richardson does not believe 
he has a financial interest in regard to these issues.

5. Will Council please ask that the Department of Local Government 
Monitoring Branch investigate apparent breaches by Councillor 
Richardson of provisions under Part 5 Division 6 of the Local 
Government Act?

The Mayor advised that this would be a matter for individual community 
representatives or Councillors to pursue if they wished.
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5.2.6 Mr Paul Dezille – 100 Williamson Avenue, Belmont

In a recent issue of the Southern Gazette a member of Council’s Planning 
staff was quoted as saying that a letter was being composed by JMG 
Marketing (Aust) on the subject of re-naming the suburb of Kewdale.

My question is why was it necessary to have a consultancy draft a simple 
letter?

What was the cost to Ratepayers of this exercise?

Doesn’t Council have an employee capable of drafting a letter of this nature?

The Director – Development advised that JMG Marketing was appointed to carry out 
the survey of Kewdale residents on the matter of the possible name change for an 
amount of $6,716.00.

This cost included the development of the questionnaire, covering letter, project 
management, data entry, analysis and reporting, distribution costs, costs of printing 
and minor material expenses.

All the responses received need to be accurately assessed, and from proper 
statistical analysis, conclusions reached.  Those conclusions will be included in a 
report for the consideration of the Council anticipated to be on the 25 June 2001.

It was considered important that Council (and its officers) remain at arms-length from 
the sensitivity and controversial nature of this matter, and care was taken to avoid 
claims of bias in the questions asked.

5.3 QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR

5.3.1 Mr Vincent Hughes – 5 Norwood Road, Rivervale

1. If the application for the escort agency is approved, will Council 
consider segregating the commercial area on Norwood Road from the 
residential area? At the moment these areas are segregated by 
wooden poles.

2. Considering that this application is for office use only, will Council 
consider restricting the signage? Previously this sign was large, 
provocative and not suitable to be located within metres of a residential 
area.
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Item 5.3.1 continued…

3. Has council considered the possibility of violence emanating from the 
activities of this business?

The Mayor advised that Council is required to consider the planning and other 
possible consequential issues relating to this site in a legaly responsible manner 
(included signage issues).

***8.10pm

The Mayor declared Public Question Time closed as the 30 minutes allowed for 
Public Question Time had elapsed.

5.4 PUBLIC STATEMENTS TO COUNCIL TIME

***8.11pm

For the benefit of the public present the Chief Executive Officer stated the rules of 
Public Statement to Council Time.

5.4.1 Statements Where Prior Notice Has Been Given

Nil.

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

5.4.2.1 Mr Peter Stewart – 275 Peet Road, Roleystone (3 Hawksburn Road, 
Rivervale)

Mr Stewart spoke on the issue of the limited opportunity for the public to ask 
questions at Council Meetings.

5.4.3 Statements Relevant to Other Council or Local Government Issues

Nil.

***8.14pm

As there were no further statements, the Mayor declared Public Statement Time to 
Council, closed.
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6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD 23 APRIL 2001

MURFIN MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that the minutes of the Ordinary 
Council Meeting held on 23 April 2001, as printed and circulated to all 
Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

6.2 SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING HELD 7 MAY 2001

RICHARDSON MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, that the minutes of the Special 
Council Meeting held on 7 May 2001, as printed and circulated to all Councillors, 
be confirmed as a true and accurate record, subject to the elector participation 
percentages on page 11 reading as follows:

Central 44.1
East 35.2
South 40.3
West 42.5

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

6.3 SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING HELD 9 MAY 2001

DONEY MOVED, MURFIN SECONDED, that the minutes of the Special Council 
Meeting held on 9 May 2001, as printed and circulated to all Councillors, be 
confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

6.4 SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING HELD 11 APRIL 2001 (MINUTE CORRECTION)

Chief Executive Officer’s Note:  Further to a question asked at the Special Council 
Meeting held 7 May 2001, it has been confirmed that the following record of voting 
numbers applicable to the belowmentioned motion at the Special Council Meeting 
held 11th April 2001 was incorrect.  The minutes incorrectly recorded the motion 
being carried 10 votes to 0, when in fact the motion was carried 9 votes to 0 - and 
therefore should read as follows:
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Item 6.4 continued…

“RICHARDSON MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the meeting 
again be open to the public and the resolutions passed behind 
closed doors be read.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0”

In accordance with the Local Government Act, there is a “two stage” process for 
revoking or changing decisions.  It is necessary to firstly, agree that a rescission is 
necessary and then secondly, to amend the decision as required.

GODSELL MOVED, MURFIN SECONDED, that a motion to revoke the resolution 
at the Council Meeting held 23rd April 2001, confirming the minutes of the 
Special Council meeting held 11th April 2001 be supported by Council.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED,

That the minutes of the Special Council meeting held on 11th April 2001, as 
printed and circulated to all Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate 
record subject to amendment of the record of votes for the motion to re-open 
the meeting to the public being altered from “10 votes to 0” to read “9 votes to 
0”.  The minute passage to now read:-

“RICHARDSON MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the meeting 
again be open to the public and the resolutions passed behind 
closed doors be read.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0”

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

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

Nil.
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8. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

8.1 CHANGE TO DRIVEWAY WIDTH

Report by Chief Executive Officer 

APPLICATION

To advise of a petition received requesting that the requirement to have six metres 
for a driveway, change to four metres.

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

BACKGROUND

A petition has been received requesting that the requirement to have six metres for a 
driveway, change to four metres. The petition reads as follows:

"I wish for the rules of six metres required for a driveway between house and 
fence, to be changed to four metres, which is more than enough for vehicles to 
pass."

30 residents have signed the petition.

COMMENT

Nil.

TEASDALE MOVED, MURFIN SECONDED, THAT THE PETITION BE RECEIVED 
AND THAT THE REQUEST FOR A CHANGE TO DRIVEWAY WIDTHS BE 
REFERRED TO THE NEXT MEETING OF THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
COMMITTEE FOR ITS CONSIDERATION.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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8.2 CHANGE TO METHOD OF ELECTING MAYOR

Report by Chief Executive Officer 

APPLICATION

To advise of a petition received requesting that the method of electing the Mayor be 
changed.

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

BACKGROUND

A petition has been received requesting that the method of electing the Mayor be 
changed. The petition reads as follows:

"We, the undersigned, propose that the method of filling the office of Mayor of 
the City of Belmont be changed to election by electors."

Approximately 775 residents have signed the petition.

COMMENT

Nil.

DORNFORD MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, THAT THE PETITION BE 
RECEIVED AND THAT THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST TO A CHANGE OF THE 
METHOD FOR ELECTING THE MAYOR BE REFERRED TO A FUTURE MEETING 
OF THE ADMINISTRATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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8.3 CHANGE TO ZONING OF 28, 30 AND 32 RALEIGH STREET, BELMONT

Report by Chief Executive Officer 

APPLICATION

To advise of a memorial received requesting that the zoning of 28, 30 and 32 Raleigh 
Street, Belmont be changed.

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

BACKGROUND

A petition has been received requesting that the zoning of 28, 30 and 32 
Raleigh Street, Belmont be changed. The memorial reads as follows:

"We, the undersigned owner and occupiers of Lots 222, 221 and 220, being 
28, 30 and 32 Raleigh Street respectively, have decided that due to the fact 
that we are squeezed in between State Housing development on both sides, 
we would like the Council to consider changing the zoning of our respective 
lots from R20 to R40. This would then give each of us the flexibility to improve 
our lots separately if we wish to do so, or a reasonable chance of obtaining a 
realistic price for our properties if we decide to sell. At the present time we are 
in no position to do either due to our current zoning of R20. We would 
appreciate it if this matter could be looked into and acted upon by Councillors. 
A reply can be sent to Mr M O’Dea at the above address or by phone on 9454 
6209 at your earliest convenience."

Three residents have signed the memorial.

COMMENT

Nil.

BLAIR MOVED, DORNFORD SECONDED, THAT THE PETITION BE RECEIVED 
AND THAT THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST THAT THE ZONING OF 28, 30 AND 
32 RALEIGH STREET, BELMONT BE CHANGED, BE REFERRED TO THE NEXT 
MEETING OF THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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9. MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

9.1 COUNCILLOR MARKS – PUBLIC STATEMENT TIME FOR STANDING COMMITTEES

Councillor Marks gave notice on 23 May 2001 of the following motion:

“That:

1. Council seek from the Department of Local Government a commitment 
to urgently finalise and release their investigation into local government 
committee structures; and 

2. Council commence an immediate investigation of the potential for a 
“statement time” for our Standing Committees.”

MARKS MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, THAT

1. COUNCIL SEEK FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT A 
COMMITMENT TO URGENTLY FINALISE AND RELEASE THEIR 
INVESTIGATION INTO LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE 
STRUCTURES; AND 

2. COUNCIL COMMENCE AN IMMEDIATE INVESTIGATION OF THE 
POTENTIAL FOR A “STATEMENT TIME” FOR OUR STANDING 
COMMITTEES.”

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

10. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

Nil.
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11. CORRESPONDENCE

11.1 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

11.1.1 Cr Blair - Leave Of Absence

Report by Chief Executive Officer.

APPLICATION

To advise Council of correspondence received from Councillor Blair requesting leave 
of absence from Monday, 2 July 2001 to Sunday, 15 July 2001 inclusive.

BACKGROUND

Councillor Blair has requested leave of absence from all Council and Committee 
meetings for the period Monday, 2 July 2001 to Sunday, 15 July 2001 inclusive.

COMMENT

Nil.

BASS MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, THAT COUNCILLOR BLAIR BE 
GRANTED LEAVE OF ABSENCE FROM ALL COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE 
MEETINGS FOR THE PERIOD MONDAY, 2 JULY 2001 TO SUNDAY, 15 JULY 
2001 INCLUSIVE.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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11.2 GENERAL

11.2.1 Letter of Appreciation – Mrs Karina Ward

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise Council of a letter of appreciation received from Mrs Karina Ward of 
386 Knutsford Avenue, Kewdale.

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

BACKGROUND

A letter of appreciation to the Chief Executive Officer has been received from 
Mrs Karina Ward of 386 Knutsford Avenue, Kewdale, and reads as follows:-

“Recently I wrote to the City of Belmont regarding my daughter Claire and 
her speech difficulties.

I wanted to thank you sincerely for everything you did for us – writing to 
Eric Ripper and Alan Carpenter, keeping us informed of what you’d done 
and for your follow-up letter to us. I appreciate the time you’ve taken to do 
all this for us. I now feel more positive about Claire’s future. Thank you for 
showing the City of Belmont is well served by caring, committed people."

COMMENT

Nil.

BLAIR MOVED, MURFIN SECONDED, THAT THE LETTER OF APPRECIATION 
RECEIVED FROM MRS KARINA WARD OF 386 KNUTSFORD AVENUE, 
KEWDALE BE RECEIVED AND NOTED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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11.2.2 Letter of Appreciation – Mr Peter Kirwan, Checkpoint Security Products

Report by Chief Executive Officer

APPLICATION

To advise Council of a letter of appreciation received from Mr Peter Kirwan, 
Checkpoint Security Products.

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

BACKGROUND

A letter of appreciation has been received from Mr Peter Kirwan, Checkpoint Security 
Products, and reads as follows:-

“I am writing to you to complement your staff on some excellent customer 
service.

On Friday, 20 April, I attended the Council office and spoke to Irene at the 
service desk. I was seeking a street rubbish bin to be placed at a bus stop 
at the front of our business. Both Irene and Jo were quite helpful and Irene 
told me that she would pass on my request and asked for a contact 
number to let me know what was happening.

On Monday, 23 April, I received a call from Irene to let me know that a bin 
would be placed at the bus stop within the next two weeks.

Later that afternoon your staff placed the bin.

I must congratulate you and your staff on their courtesy and efficiency that 
they have displayed. Having some local government background I find this 
level of service most refreshing.

Could you please pass on my thanks to all the staff involved."

COMMENT

Nil.

TEASDALE MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, THAT THE LETTER OF APPRECIATION 
RECEIVED FROM MR PETER KIRWAN, CHECKPOINT SECURITY PRODUCTS, 
BE RECEIVED AND NOTED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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11.3 LATE CORRESPONDENCE OF AN URGENT NATURE

Nil.

12. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

12.1 SPECIAL ADMINISTRATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 12 MARCH 2001

Receipt of Minutes

RICHARDSON MOVED, DONEY SECONDED, that the minutes of the Special 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting held on 12 March 
2001, as printed and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

MURFIN MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, that recommendation item 6.1 of the 
Special Administration and Community Services Committee meeting held on 
12 March 2001, be adopted.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

12.2 SPECIAL ADMINISTRATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 7 MAY 2001 

Receipt of Minutes

BASS MOVED, MURFIN SECONDED, that the minutes of the Special 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting held on 7 May 
2001, as printed and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

BASS MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that recommendation items 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 
of the Special Administration and Community Services Committee meeting 
held on 7 May 2001, be adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0
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12.3 SPECIAL PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 7 MAY 2001 

Receipt of Minutes

RICHARDSON MOVED, MURFIN SECONDED, that the minutes of the Special 
Planning and Development Committee meeting held on 7 May 2001, as printed 
and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

GODSELL MOVED, DONEY SECONDED, that recommendation items 2, 3, 4, 5 
and 6 of the Special Planning and Development Committee meeting held on 
7 May 2001, be adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

12.4 SPECIAL WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 7 MAY 2001 

Receipt of Minutes

DONEY MOVED, BASS SECONDED, that the minutes of the Special Works and 
Technical Services Committee meeting held on 7 May 2001, as printed and 
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

BLAIR MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that recommendation items 2, 3, 4, 5 and 
6 of the Special Works and Technical Services Committee meeting held on 
7 May 2001, be adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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12.5 SPECIAL RESOURCES AND POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 7 MAY 2001 

Receipt of Minutes

BASS MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the minutes of the Special 
Resources and Policy Committee meeting held on 7 May 2001, as printed and 
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

MURFIN MOVED, BASS SECONDED, that recommendation items 2, 3 and 4 of 
the Special Resources and Policy Committee meeting held on 7 May 2001, be 
adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

12.6 WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 14 MAY 2001 

Receipt of Minutes

BASS MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that the minutes of the Works and Technical 
Services Committee meeting held on 14 May 2001, as printed and circulated to 
all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 7.1 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Doney.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

BASS MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1, 7.2, 
7.3, 7.4, 7.5, 8.1.1 – 8.1.7, 8.2.1 – 8.2.5, 8.3.1 – 8.3.4, 8.4.1 – 8.4.3, and 8.5.1 – 
8.5.2 of the Works and Technical Services Committee meeting held on 14 May 
2001, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of item 7.1).

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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Item 12.6 continued…

***8.32pm Councillor Godsell and Councillor Teasdale having earlier declared their 
interests in this item departed the Council Chambers.

12.6.1 Withdrawn Item 7.1 – Outstanding Items

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

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

***8.33pm Councillor Godsell and Councillor Teasdale returned to the meeting.

12.7 ADMINISTRATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 15 MAY 2001

Receipt of Minutes

DONEY MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Administration 
and Community Services Committee meeting held on 15 May 2001, as printed 
and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED BY A SPECIAL MAJORITY 12 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.1.2 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Godfrey.

The Mayor advised that in accordance with the provisions of section 5.23 of the Local 
Government Act, this item would be dealt with at item 17 of tonight’s meeting.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

GODFREY MOVED, DONEY SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1, 5.2, 
8.1.1, 8.1.3 – 8.1.4, 8.2.1 – 8.2.2, 8.3.1, 8.4.1 – 8.4.2 and 8.5.1 – 8.5.8 of the 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting held on 15 May 
2001, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of item 8.1.2).

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0
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12.8 PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 21 MAY 2001 

Receipt of Minutes

RICHARDSON MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that the minutes of the Planning and 
Development Committee meeting held on 21 May 2001, as printed and 
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.4.1 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Richardson.
Item 8.4.3 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Bass.
Item 8.6.2 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Godfrey.
Item 8.6.6 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Godsell.
Item 8.7.3 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Richardson.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

RICHARDSON MOVED, DORNFORD SECONDED, that recommendation items 
5.1, 5.2, 8.1.1 – 8.1.3, 8.2.1 – 8.2.7, 8.3.1, 8.4.2, 8.6.1, 8.6.3 – 8.6.5, 8.6.7, 8.7.1, 
8.7.2, 8.7.4 – 8.7.7, and 9.1 of the Planning and Development Committee 
meeting held on 21 May 2001, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of 
items 8.4.1, 8.4.3, 8.6.2, 8.6.6 and 8.7.3).

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

***8.37pm Councillor Murfin having earlier declared his interest in this item 
departed the Council Chambers.

12.8.1 Withdrawn Item 8.4.1 – City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 – 
Amendment No. 14

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***8.38pm Councillor Murfin returned to the meeting.
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12.8.2 Withdrawn Item 8.4.3 – Proposed Amendment to Town Planning 
Scheme No. 14 to Rezone Location 14004 from ‘Residential’ R30 to 
‘Mixed Use’ – Formerly Portion of Hardey Park

BASS MOVED, DORNFORD SECONDED, that on the basis that a model of the 
proposed development should be provided prior to Council considering the 
matter, the Committee Recommendation not be adopted and that Council reject 
the proposed subdivision.

The Mover and Seconder (and the meeting) agreed to withdraw this motion.

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

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

12.8.3 Withdrawn Item 8.6.2 – Lot 1 (33 – 35) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont – 
Proposed Change of Landuse from ‘Motor Vehicle Hire’ to ‘Office Use’

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 1
For: Passeri, Blair, Doney, Richardson, Teasdale, 

Powell, Dornford, Marks, Murfin, Godsell, Bass
Against: Godfrey

***9.02pm Councillor Dornford having earlier declared his interest in the next two 
items departed the Council Chambers.

12.8.4 Withdrawn Item 8.6.6 – Lot 41 (8) Morgan Road, Redcliffe  - Proposed 
Family Day Care

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***9.04pm Councillor Powell having earlier declared her interest in this item 
departed the Council Chambers.

12.8.5 Withdrawn Item 8.7.3 – Lot 62 (234) Knutsford Avenue, Kewdale 

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

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

***9.05pm Councillor Dornford and Councillor Powell returned to the meeting.
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12.9 RESOURCES AND POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 22 MAY 2001 

Receipt of Minutes

GODDREY MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Resources 
and Policy Committee meeting held on 22 May 2001, as printed and circulated 
to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 7.1 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Blair.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

TEASDALE MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that recommendation items 5.1, 5.2, 
8.2.1, 8.4.1, 8.5.1, 8.7.1, 8.8.1 – 8.8.3 and 9.1 of the Resources and Policy 
Committee meeting held on 22 May 2001, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with the 
exception of item 7.1).

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO  0

***9.06pm Councillor Dornford having earlier declared his interest in this item 
departed the Council Chambers.

12.9.1 Withdrawn Item 7.1 – Outstanding Items – Lease – Belmont Child Care 
Centre

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

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***9.07pm Councillor Dornford returned to the meeting.
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13. REPORTS OF OFFICERS

13.1 INFORMATION ONLY ITEMS

Report by Chief Executive Officer 

APPLICATION

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

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

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

BACKGROUND

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

COMMENT

General information and memorandums:

DATED SUBJECT
18/04/01 Kewdale Hotel – Variation of Entertainment Condition
19/04/01 Cheryl Samborski – Farewell Function
27/04/01 NHW Family Activity Day
11/05/01 Service Request Books
11/05/01 Financial Interest and Disclosure of Interest Affecting Impartiality 

Forms
11/05/01 Disclosure of Gifts Return
11/05/01 Agenda Delivery System
11/05/01 Financial Interest Return Handbook (Crs Dornford, Powell and 

Teasdale)
15/05/01 Update to Landowners on Progress of Town Planning Scheme 

No. 13 – ‘The Springs’ Guided Development Scheme
18/05/01 Administration and Community Services Item – Oasis Lease
18/05/01 Adjoining Local Authorities
18/05/01 Item 8.7.2 Neighbourhood Amenity – 21 May 2001 Planning & 

Development Committee Agenda
25/05/01 LGA East Zone Meeting
25/05/01 Councillor Development Weekend & Elected Members 

Development Program
25/05/01 Works Tour of Inspection
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Item 13.1 continued…

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 27 April 2001: 

13.1.1 WAMA Week Issue No. 16.01 – 20 April 2001

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 4 May 2001: 

13.1.2 WAMA Week Issue No. 17.01 – 27 April 2001

13.1.3 WAMA Nominate – State Recycling Advisory Council

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 11 May 2001: 

13.1.4 WAMA Week Issue No. 18.01 – 4 May 2001

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 18 May 2001:

13.1.5 WAMA Week Issue No. 19.01 – 11 May 2001

13.1.6 Letter from Ministry for Planning advising of appointment of Acting Chief 
Executive, Paul Frewer.

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 25 May 2001:

13.1.7 WAMA Week Issue No. 20.01 – 18 May 2001.

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

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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13.2 ADACHI STUDENT EXCHANGE CHAPERONE

Report by Chief Executive Officer 

APPLICATION

To advise Council of the new Adachi Student Exchange Chaperone.

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

BACKGROUND

The Chief Executive Officer referred to the previous Council item in regard to the 
withdrawal of the initial Chaperone (Council 7th May 2001) and advised that following 
the close of the advertising period, two applications were received. He and the 
Chairman of the Belmont Sister City Association interviewed one of the applicants 
(the other applicant had previously been a chaperone and her credentials were well 
known to the interview panel). 

COMMENT

Following interviews, it was agreed that Mrs Carol Forknall be appointed to the 
position of Chaperone to the next Adachi Student Delegation. 

DONEY MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, THAT THE APPOINTMENT OF 
MRS CAROL FORKNALL (INFORMATION OFFICER) AS THE NEW ADACHI 
STUDENT EXCHANGE CHAPERONE BE ENDORSED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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14. REPORTS OF DELEGATES

14.1 COUNCILLOR GODSELL – SES PRESENTATION NIGHT

On Monday, 21 May 2001, along with Councillor Teasdale who is the new Presiding 
Member for the State Emergency Services Committee, we attended a presentation 
night at our Belmont State Emergency Services Unit in Abernethy Road.

Mr Keith Harraway, the Regional Director for the State Emergency Services of the 
Metropolitan Area, was there to present to each member of the unit, a 
commemorative pin to be worn to recognise the “Year of the Volunteer”.

The unit was virtually on display and with recent building renovations now completed, 
we in Belmont, would have one of the most up-to-date and efficient State Emergency 
Services units in Western Australia.

Mr Ric Lutey, Director – Engineering, and Ms Nina Wheatfill, Administration Officer, 
were also present to hear praise from Harraway as to the units dedication, 
commitment and hard work over the years, not only to the local community but 
disasters further afield, such as the town of Moora after the floods or searching for 
lost children in the bush.

About forty officers and members of the State Emergency Services were on parade 
and I do not think that I have ever seen the Belmont unit of the State Emergency 
Services in better shape.

Their next challenge will be the move to the new depot to set up the infrastructure to 
be able to carry out their community role that most of us take for granted.

I thanked the whole unit on behalf of Council and the Belmont community for carrying 
out their duties in such a professional manner and wished them every success in the 
future.

MARKS MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, THAT THE REPORT OF 
COUNCILLOR GODSELL BE NOTED AND RECEIVED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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14.2 COUNCILLOR BLAIR

Councillor Blair advised that at the last Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council 
Meeting, our Mayor, Councillor Passeri, was elected Chairman of that Council for a 
further two year period.

GODFREY MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, THAT THE REPORT OF 
COUNCILLOR BLAIR BE NOTED AND RECEIVED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

14.3 COUNCILLOR GODFREY– WAMA LOCAL GOVERNMENT SUSTAINABILITY AND 
GREENHOUSE FORUM

On Thursday, 24 April 2001, the Manager – Health Services, Mr Maurice Ferialdi and 
myself attended the WAMA Local Government Sustainability and Greenhouse 
Forum.

The forum covered a full day and was held in the Function Room of the QV1 Building 
at 250 St Georges Terrace, Perth.

During the morning, guest speakers from Western Australia and interstate spoke on 
subjects such as:

 Ecologically Sustainable Development – Triple Bottom Line Reporting
 Local Government and Local Agenda 21
 International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives
 Australian Greenhouse Office – Cities for Climate Protection, Biodiversity, 

Bushcare and Natural Resource Management
 Planning, Transport and Urban Design – City of Gosnells

The afternoon was devoted to a workshop to address key issues relating to 
implementing sustainability and greenhouse programs in WA Local Governments.
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14.4 COUNCILLOR GODFREY–BUILDING PARTNERSHIPS CONFERENCE

On Saturday, 19 May 2001, Mr Adrian Oats and myself attended a full day 
conference called “Building Partnerships”. The conference was organised by the 
Shire of Mundaring Environmental Advisory Committee and held at Mahogany Inn.

The conference was opened by the Minister for the Environment, the Hon Dr Judy 
Edwards.

Guest speakers came from local government, catchment groups, “Friends of Groups” 
and regional groups such as the Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council. All the 
speakers gave interesting talks on the background to how they were tackling the 
issue of environmental sustainability.

The conference was well documented and many good ideas came from the groups 
that have been working on their Environmental Plans for longer than the City of 
Belmont.

I found the conference very useful.

14.5 COUNCILLOR GODFREY– KEEP AUSTRALIA BEAUTIFUL COUNCIL

A “Clean up in May Day” was held on Sunday, 20 May 2001.

Several groups helped in making the day a successful clean up in Belmont.

The “Friends of Garvey Park” picked up litter at the river end of Central Avenue and 
in the bushland around Garvey Park.

The “Friends of Ascot Island” did their usual trip around the island and surrounding 
areas to pick up rubbish.

The main group focused on the roadside bushland verge at Glassford Road, 
Kewdale. This group was made up of some members of Rotary, the Emergency 
Services Cadets and Sister City committee and also the general public. In total 52 
people helped and collected approximately 170 bags of rubbish.

I thank Council for their support of this event each year and removing the collected 
rubbish.

BLAIR MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, THAT THE ABOVENMENTIONED 
THREE REPORTS OF COUNCILLOR GODFREY BE NOTED AND RECEIVED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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14.6 COUNCILLOR MURFIN – WILDERNESS INTERVENTION PROGRAM PRESENTATIONS

Reported that last Wednesday, he attended the Wilderness Intervention Program 
presentations where 12 students from Belmont City College received recognition for 
their participated in an 80km trek in the South-West of our state.  The Wilderness 
Intervention Program is an innovative and very effective program aimed at promoting 
teamwork and improving the personal esteem levels of participants.  It is a very 
effective program and should be supported into the future.

BLAIR MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, THAT THE REPORT OF COUNCILLOR 
MURFIN BE NOTED AND RECEIVED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

14.7 COUNCILLOR PASSERI – MEETING WITH MEMBER FOR BELMONT

Reported that he and the Chief Executive Officer met with the Deputy Premier and 
Member for Belmont, Hon Eric Ripper recently, in order to progress issues relative to 
the City of Belmont (like the Great Eastern Highway upgrade). The meeting 
concentrated on the ways Council can gain a regular audience with the various 
relevant State Government Ministers responsible for the many local initiatives being 
promoted for our City. Mr Ripper agreed to meet personally with Council on a 
monthly basis to discuss relevant local issues, and how the State Government can 
assist in those projects.

BLAIR MOVED, DORNFORD SECONDED, THAT THE REPORT OF COUNCILLOR 
PASSERI BE NOTED AND RECEIVED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

14.8 COUNCILLOR PASSERI – RSL EVENT

Councillor Passeri reported on Councillor Bass’ and his attendance at a recent RSL 
function, which was organised to raise funds for the Cancer Foundation.  The event 
was extremely successful and raised a considerable amount of much needed money 
for the cancer research.

BLAIR MOVED, DORNFORD SECONDED, THAT THE REPORT OF COUNCILLOR 
PASSERI BE NOTED AND RECEIVED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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15. URGENT BUSINESS APPROVED BY THE PERSON PRESIDING OR BY 
DECISION

Nil.

16. NOTICE OF MOTIONS FOR CONSIDERATION AT THE NEXT MEETING

Nil.

***9.25pm

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that in accordance with Section 
5.23(2)(c), (e) and (f) Council proceed behind closed doors.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

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

***9.26pm The meeting proceeded with all Councillors and staff present.

17. MATTERS BEHIND CLOSED DOORS

17.1 RE-NEGOTIATION - OASIS LEASE 

GODFREY MOVED, DORNFORD SECONDED, THAT AS THERE WAS A GREAT 
DEAL OF INFORMATION TO CONSIDER, THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
NOT BE ADOPTED AND THAT THE MATTER BE REFERRED BACK TO THE 
ADMINISTRATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE FOR FURTHER 
CONSIDERATION.

LOST  3 VOTES TO 9
For: Godfrey, Bass, Dornford

Against: Richardson, Godsell, Passeri, Marks, 
Powell, Teasdale, Murfin, Blair, Doney
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TEASDALE MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED THAT THE COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION BE ADOPTED WITHOUT AMENDMENT OR 
MODIFICATION.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 3
For: Richardson, Godsell, Passeri, Marks, 

Powell, Teasdale, Murfin, Blair, Doney
Against: Godfrey, Bass, Dornford

***9.55pm

RICHARDSON MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the meeting again be open to 
the public and that the resolutions passed behind closed doors be read.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

The gallery returned to the Chambers and the Chief Executive Officer read the 
resolution passed behind closed doors.

18. CLOSURE

The Mayor declared the meeting closed at 9.57pm.
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