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CONFIRMED THIS 11TH DAY OF NOVEMBER 2002

MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD IN THE CITY OF 
BELMONT CIVIC CENTRE, 215 WRIGHT STREET, CLOVERDALE, ON MONDAY, 
28 OCTOBER 2002, COMMENCING AT 7.30PM

PRESENT

Cr P R Passeri, JP West Ward
Cr M H Blair Central Ward
Cr G Doney West Ward
Cr A T Richardson, JP West Ward
Cr M M Bass (from 7.38pm) East Ward
Cr G J Godfrey East Ward
Cr P Marks East 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

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

There were 18 members of the public and one member of the press (Southern 
Gazette) present.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Mayor opened the meeting and welcomed those in attendance.

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

2.1 APOLOGIES

Nil.

2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Cr Murfin
Cr Dornford
Cr Godsell
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3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

In accordance with the City of Belmont’s Code of Conduct, Councillor Teasdale 
declared an interest that could give rise to a reasonable belief that his impartiality 
may be adversely affected.  The interest is in Item 11.1 (Item 8.4.1 of the Planning 
and Development Committee meeting held on 21 October 2002).  The nature of the 
interest being that he is the owner of property of 132 Briggs Street, Kewdale which is 
in close proximity to the land the subject of the proposed Scheme Amendment. 

Councillor Teasdale declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.2 (Item 
8.8.2 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 24 October 
2002).  The nature of the interest being that a payment from the Sister City 
Association was made to his wife, Mrs Jan Teasdale.

Councillor Passeri declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.2 (Item 
8.8.3 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting minutes dated 24 October 
2002).  The nature of the interest being that he has shares and superannuation in 
AMP.

4. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

The Mayor reminded those in attendance of the annual Belmont City Fair over the 
weekend of 9th and 10th November.

5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

***7.33pm For the benefit of the public present the Chief Executive Officer stated 
the rules of Question Time.
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5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE AT PREVIOUS MEETING

5.1.1 Mr Paul Hitt, 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

Mr Hitt asked the following questions at the Council meeting held on 14 October 
2002, which were taken on notice.  Mr Hitt’s questions were responded to in 
correspondence dated 23 October 2002.

1. Is Council aware of the Cape Lilac trees that stand adjacent to the Child Care 
facility leased from the Council and in close proximity to Belmay Primary 
School?

The Director – Engineering, Mr Ric Lutey, replied ‘yes’.

2. Due to the poisonous nature of Cape Lilac tree berries and the close proximity 
to young children attending both facilities, will Council consider the replacement 
of the Cape Lilac trees with trees that present less risk to young children?

Mr Lutey advised that these Cape Lilac trees will be the subject of a report to 
the November meeting of the Works and Technical Services Committee.

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

MEETING

5.2.1 Mr Paul Hitt, 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

1. The Belmont Residents/Ratepayers Action Group requested Council answer 
the following question at the Council meeting held on the 22nd August 2002.  

“What is the proposed population projection within the City of Belmont 
for the year 2010?”

Council replied that the information required to answer this question was not 
presently available from the Bureau of Statistics but information required 
should be available within a number of weeks.

Given the above can the answer to the original question be provided?

The Chairman of the Planning and Development Committee, Cr Alan 
Richardson advised that the population projection for the City of Belmont for 
the year 2010 is 40,000.
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Item 5.2.1 – Continued…

2. Will Council consider installing toilets in Redcliffe Park as this park is often
used by elderly people undertaking their daily exercise?

The Deputy Chairman of the Works and Technical Services Committee, 
Cr Ted Teasdale, replied that to date Council has not considered the 
provision of public toilets at any reserves other than Wilson Park, and that 
project has been deferred to a future budget.  

There are external toilets at Redcliffe Park that are open when the facility is  
used for an organised activity, however they were not designed for 
unsupervised use.  To have them open for extended hours would provide a 
security risk to the remainder of this facility.

Council will however, always consider any request for the supply of public 
facilities, subject to funding being available.

***7.38pm   Cr Bass entered the Chamber.

5.2.2 Mr Paul Hitt, 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

1. In regard to recent media comments that there may be asbestos 
contamination near Great Eastern Highway and Riversdale Road along the 
railway embankments, as many of the residents of Belmont live down-wind of 
this site, has Council carried out a health and safety health risk assessment?

The Deputy Chairman of the Works and Technical Services Committee, 
Councillor Teasdale, advised that no,  the Council has not carried out its own 
testing as this has been already undertaken by the WA Government Railways 
Commission (WAGRC). 

2. If an assessment has been carried out, will it be made available to the         
residents of Belmont?

Cr Teasdale advised that the WA Government Railways Commission received 
a report called “Occupational Health Risk Assessment and the Potential for 
Asbestos Exposure WAGRC - Burswood Railway Reserve” 
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Item 5.2.2 – Continued…

The finding from this report indicated that the proposed “Health Risk 
Assessment” was not required.

A copy of the report is available from the owners - WAGRC and the contact is 
Christine Teague on (9326 2131).

3. Has the site in Rivervale and the old Ascot Waters tip site been placed on the 
contaminated site register as required in point four of the City of Belmont’s 
Environmental Plan to identify such sites?

Cr Teasdale advised that the Rivervale site is not located within the City of 
Belmont and therefore would not be on the Environmental Plan. The Ascot 
Waters Tip site has been extensively treated by the developers of Ascot 
Waters and would not be listed either, as the Plan refers to the redevelopment 
of a contaminated site. 

The Environmental Protection Authority has advised that their database does 
not have either sites mentioned, however at present registration of 
contaminated sites is not compulsory. 

A new Bill was introduced to Cabinet on Thursday 24 October 2002 titled 
“Draft Contamination Sites Bill 2002” if this bill is passed by Parliament 
registration of contaminated sites will be compulsory. It is believed that once 
this legislation is promulgated, these two sites may need to be registered.

5.2.3 Mr William Elkes, 55 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

1. Do standing orders allow any Councillor, including the Mayor of the City of 
Belmont, to speak in an arrogant or derogatory way to any person present at 
any Council meeting, whether they be fellow Councillors, or persons in the 
Public Gallery, to maintain order, or to answer simple questions, from those 
persons?

The Chief Executive Officer, Mr Bruce Genoni stated that the City’s Standing 
Orders contain a number of clauses that control the activities of those in 
attendance (including Councillors, officers and the gallery), they include -

Clause 8.4 Adverse Reflection

No member of the Council or a committee is to reflect adversely upon a decision 
of the Council or committee except on a motion that the decision be revoked or 
changed.
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Item 5.2.3 – Continued…

No member of the Council or a committee is to use offensive or objectionable 
expressions in reference to any member, employee of the Council, or any other 
person.  Penalty $1,000.  If such offensive or objectionable expressions are used, 
and a member of the Council or committee specifically requests, immediately 
after their use, that any particular words used by a member be recorded in the 
minutes, the person presiding is to cause the words used to be taken down and 
read to the meeting for verification and to then be recorded in the minutes.

Clause 8.6 Prevention of Disturbance

Any member of the public addressing the Council or a committee is to extend 
due courtesy and respect to the Council or committee and the processes 
under which they operate and must take direction from the person presiding 
whenever called upon to do so.  Penalty $1,000.

No person is to create a disturbance at a meeting, by interrupting or interfering 
with the proceedings, whether by expressing approval or dissent, by 
conversing or by any other means.  Penalty $1,000.

Any person interrupting the proceedings of the Council or the committee shall, 
when so directed by the Mayor or Presiding Member, forthwith leave the 
Council Chambers or Committee Meeting Room. 

Clause 9.1 Members Wishing to Speak

Every member of the Council wishing to speak is to indicate by show of hands 
or other method agreed upon by the Council.  When invited by the person 
presiding to speak, members are to address the Council through the person 
presiding.

Clause 9.4 Relevance

Every member of the Council or a committee is to restrict his or her remarks to 
the motion or amendment under discussion, or to a personal explanation or 
point of order.

The Mayor or Presiding Member may call the attention of the Council to 
continued irrelevance, tedious repetition, unbecoming language, or any 
breach of order or decorum on the part of a Member and may direct that 
Member if speaking, to discontinue his or her speech and thereupon the 
Member shall cease speaking.
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Item 5.2.3 – Continued…

Clause 9.8 Members Not to Interrupt

No member of the Council or a committee is to interrupt another member of 
the Council or committee whilst speaking unless, to raise a point of order; to 
call attention to the absence of a quorum; to make a personal explanation 
under clause 10.16; or to move a motion under clause 11(1)(e).

Any member interrupting the proceedings of the Council or the committee 
shall, when so directed by the Mayor or Presiding Member, forthwith leave the 
Council Chambers or Committee Meeting Room.

Clause 9.9 Respect for Mayor and Speaker

When the Mayor is putting any question, a Member shall not walk out of, or 
across the Chamber and shall not, whilst any other Member is speaking, pass 
between the speaker and the Chair.

Clause 15.1 The Person Presiding to Preserve Order

The person presiding is to preserve order, and may call any member or other 
person in attendance to order, whenever, in his or her opinion, there is cause 
for so doing.

Whenever the Presiding Member has decided that any motion, amendment or 
other matter before the Council is out of order in accordance with the Standing 
Orders it shall be rejected; and whenever anything said or done in the Council 
by any Member is similarly decided to be out of order in accordance with the 
Standing Orders that Member shall be called upon by the Presiding Member 
to make such explanation, retraction or apology as the case may require.

When a Member persists in any conduct which the Presiding Member decides 
is out of order in accordance with the Standing Orders, or refuses to make any 
explanation, retraction or apology required by the Presiding Member may 
direct that Member to refrain from taking any further part in the then meeting 
of the Council other than by recording his or her vote; and the Member shall 
comply with such direction.

Clause 15.7 Precedence of Person Presiding

When the person presiding rises during the progress of a debate (but only to 
preserve order) any member of the Council, committee or the public then 
speaking, or offering to speak, is to immediately cease speaking and every 
member of the Council, committee or public present shall preserve strict 
silence so that the person presiding may be heard without interruption.  
Penalty $500.
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Item 5.2.3 – Continued…

2. Does it contravene Standing Orders for any Councillor, including the Mayor, to 
behave in a disrespectful and insensitive way, and make derogatory remarks 
towards fellow Councillors or the Public Gallery, because they do not appear 
to agree with the decisions and politics of the majority of the Councillors?

The Mayor replied that this question had been answered in (1) above.

3. Why are Council meetings not videotaped as this would not only show 
accurate verbal records, but also demeanour and physical antics of all those 
present, whether they be Councillors, including the Mayor, or Members of the 
Public Gallery.

The Mayor advised that Council has not in the past seen the need for such 
action, but may reconsider its position in the future.  In addition to which, the 
cost of the process including the need for more than one video camera is 
unlikely to be able to be justified.

4. As a ratepayer in the City of Belmont area of Riversdale Road, Rivervale, I 
would like to know how much money has been spent on maintenance and 
upkeep in the Springs area (with the exception of Cracknell Park and the ski or 
foreshore area) in the past five year period.

The Mayor replied that the maintenance activities within 'The Springs' area of 
Rivervale include Cracknell Park, the Swan River foreshore and Goodwood 
Parade boat ramp, Clinic Park, Great Eastern Highway/Brighton 
Road/Nannine Place precinct verges and entry statement, street sweeping 
once every 4-5 weeks, tree pruning once a year (the need for which will 
diminish as a result of the underground power and minor road maintenance).

It is not possible to quantify the exact amount spent on general maintenance 
activities because they are of a general nature and not specifically identified 
within the budget structure for this area of Rivervale.

Specific maintenance of the road network has been held in abeyance pending 
the finalisation of "The Springs" town planning scheme development and is 
reflected as a Council funded activity within the scheme cost allocations. 
Notwithstanding the decision to await the outcome of the TPS the City has 
undertaken works such as the resurfacing of Cracknell Park carpark, the 
construction of a section of shared path within Riversdale Road, and the 
rehabilitation of Riversdale Road is being considered for early funding due to 
its deteriorating condition.



OCM 28/10/02 Public Question Time

9
CONFIRMED THIS 11TH DAY OF NOVEMBER 2002

Item 5.2 – Continued…

5.2.4 Mr Kevin Bettridge, U3, 18 Mort Street, Rivervale

1. There was a re-negotiation of the lease by the City and the Lessee of the 
Oasis in July 2001, and the lease to be until 2008.  The lease fee was $50,000 
a year, plus $135,000 per annum loan repayments to fund the recent 
extensions/upgrades of the Oasis Leisure Centre.  The balance of this debt at 
the 30th June 2002 is $553,818, with the final annual repayment due in 2007.
Under the new 14 year Oasis Lease agreement recently passed by the 
Council has the debt owing of $553,818 been “waived”?

Councillor Doney, Chairman of the Community and Executive Services 
Committee, replied, firstly by way of clarification and as was stated in the 
answer to Mr Bettridge’s previous question in regard to the Oasis at the 
26th August Council meeting I advised that “…up until 1st July 2001, there was 
an annual $10 lease fee payable by the Oasis. In addition to this, as a lease 
condition, they also contributed $135,000 per annum towards the loan 
repayments of a loan used as part of the capital construction costs of the 
Oasis Leisure Centre.   A lease fee for the Oasis Leisure Centre was 
introduced from 1st July 2001.  This lease fee is $50,000 per annum.”  The 
lease fee was not as is stated in the question, $50,000 a year, plus $135,000 
per annum loan repayments.

By way of further clarification, the new lease will operate from 1st July 2001 to
30th June 2016 (not 2008 as is outlined in the question).  The previous lease 
was due to expire in 2008.

It was the original intention of the City when the 1993 lease was established, 
that the Oasis would pay the $135,000 per annum loan repayments on one of 
the loans raised by Council to part fund the construction of the City of Belmont 
owned Oasis facility, however for a number of reasons (generally outlined in 
reports previously presented to Council), this original intention of the Lessee 
meeting some of the facility owners (City of Belmont) construction cost loan 
repayments is no longer possible to accommodate.  With the new lease 
payments being now $50,000 per annum (and there being no link between the 
loan and the lease payments), the Oasis annual payments will be some 
$85,000 less than the actual loan repayments due.  However, with the new 
lease operating until 2016, Council will receive lease payments for several 
more years after the last loan repayment is paid.  The debt has effectively not 
been “waived”, however it must be noted that different lease arrangements 
(and loan repayment responsibilities) are now in place.
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Item 5.2.4 – Continued…

2. In reply to a question (OCM, October 14) as to why wasn’t the Oasis lease put 
out for Public Tender;

(a) Is it correct that the Belmont Council was following legal advice that 
negotiations with the current stakeholders were considered more likely 
to result in the most appropriate outcome for the Council?

Councillor Doney advised, no, however the Community and Executive 
Services Committee meeting of 8th October 2002 highlighted the following 
statement “…following legal advice, negotiations with the current stakeholders 
were considered to be more likely to result in the most appropriate outcome for 
Council.”  The legal advice related to statutory issues, namely, that there was 
no legal requirement to tender the lease of the Oasis.  The legal advice was 
not in regard to the question of outcomes.

(b) If so, who supplied that advice, and how is it more beneficial to the 
ratepayers of Belmont?

Councillor Doney replied that this is not applicable.

3. Is it true that prior to July 2001 that the Oasis management considered the 
lease unsustainable and were going to walk out of the lease?

Councillor Doney advised that the 8th October 2002 Community and Executive 
Services Committee minutes states as follows – “The reasoning for the 
requirement to renegotiate the lease was comprehensively reported in 
previous ComEx agendas (vis. December 2000 and May 2001).  In summary 
though, it was essentially that the previous lease requirements were 
unsustainable by the Oasis and there was a very real risk that the Oasis 
managers (who at the time guaranteed through their management agreement, 
to redeem any Centre losses) could have withdrawn from their lease 
commitments. The ultimate decision was based on a number of 
considerations, one of them being that it was considered that the Oasis has 
been, and continues to be managed by LeisureCo in a professional and 
commercial manner, and following legal advice, negotiations with the current 
stakeholders were considered to be more likely to result in the most 
appropriate outcome for Council.”
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Item 5.2.4 – Continued…

Further to this information, the answer to Mr Bettridge’s question put to the 
26th August Council meeting of “What was the reason for the reduction of the 
lease fee for the Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre?” resulted in the following 
answer being provided, namely -

″… that reference is drawn to the several previous Council reports on this 
subject, however in summary, due to a changing business environment (e.g. 
new centres being constructed/upgraded nearby, increasing labour and 
insurance costs) the Oasis suffered consecutive operating losses for several 
years and the Managers (who were responsible for funding these losses) were 
considering ‘walking away’ from the lease (which was not due to expire until 
2008).  In effect, the original lease negotiated was unsustainable by the 
Lessee.  Council resolved to negotiate a new lease proposal with the existing 
parties, with the hope of being able to reach a mutually agreeable long-term 
arrangement favourable to all concerned.  The lease fee will form a part of that 
negotiation.”

4. Did the Belmont Council seek legal advice prior to October 2002 as to the 
Oasis being managed directly by Belmont Council, and in the event of the 
Oasis Management reverting back to Council, whether it could use legal 
means to recover any monies owing by Leisure Australia to the Belmont 
Council?

Councillor Doney replied, no.

5. It is quite disturbing to note that Cr Powell by her statements at the 14 October 
OCM was unaware that the Council was selling its former Depot site, 
potentially worth a few million dollars, to fund Council refurbishment.  Can 
Mayor Passeri assure residents that he will reprimand Cr Powell over her 
gaffe, and insist that she makes herself knowledgeable in future to Council 
business?

The Mayor stated that it is clear that Mr Bettridge misunderstood Cr Powell’s 
question as Cr Powell was aware that Council was selling the Depot site (in 
fact she was present and contributed to debate at the 8th October 2002 
Community and Executive Services Committee, where this matter was 
discussed).  Her question in fact related to whom the “selling agent” was, 
either the City’s officers, or an external agency.  Cr Powell was seeking 
additional information by asking a question following a statement made by 
another Councillor on the subject of the Depot, a practice that is to be 
commended.  There was therefore, no gaffe made by Cr Powell.
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Item 5.2 – Continued…

5.2.5 Mr Rob Greenwood, 151 Coolgardie Avenue, Redcliffe

1. Which Councillors have studied the WA Planning Commission Draft Land Use 
Plan for Land in the Vicinity of Perth Airport to see how it will affect the residents 
in their ward? 

2. Has Council identified how the present terms of the Draft Land Use Plan may 
adversely affect the house/building owners in the District?

3. Why schedule discussion of submissions to WAPC draft land use plan for land in 
the vicinity of Perth Airport (an issue that will adversely affect many residents of 
Belmont), for Council Meeting of the 25th of November, only seven days before 
the closing date for submissions on 2nd of December 2002?

4. Has Council advised Residents’ Groups in the District of the possible adverse 
effects of the Draft Land Use Plan and of the need to make submissions before 
the closing date to have the Draft Plan suitably amended?

5. Have Councillors advised the Residents of their ward of the potential effect of the
plan and that Residents may make submissions to the WAPC asking for 
amendments to the plan before the closing date of the 2nd December 2002?

6. What amendments is Council seeking to the Draft Land Use Plan to move the 
cost of compliance from those receiving to those creating the nuisance, and, that 
will protect the rights of house/building owners in the City of Belmont?

7. How far advanced is the City of Belmont’s Submission to the WA Planning 
Commission Draft Land Use Plan for Land in the Vicinity of Perth Airport?

8. If the purpose of Council is to protect the rights of the Residents of the district, 
why has Council failed to advise Belmont residents about the Plan?

The Mayor advised that all of the above questions would need to be taken on notice 
as there was insufficient time from their receipt, to the meeting time, to allow research 
to answer the questions, to be undertaken.
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5.3 QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR

5.3.1 Mr Clive Coombs, 317 Wright Street, Cloverdale

1. Is the Mayor aware why Mr Coombs was upset at the last meeting?

The Mayor advised he was not, however he would welcome Mr Coombs 
arranging an appointment with him to discuss the issue.

2. Is the Mayor aware that he appears to ‘wear his heart’ on his sleeve during 
question time and the Council meeting?

The Mayor advised, no.

5.3.2 Mr Kevin Bettridge, Unit 3, 18 Mort Street, Rivervale

Is Council aware that staff had decided to purchase small gifts at the Perth Mint 
recently for visiting Adachi students, without the knowledge of the Sister City 
Committee and what will Council do about this apparent breach?

The Mayor advised that if any breach had occurred, it will be dealt with.

5.3.3 Mr Rob Greenwood, 151 Coolgardie Avenue, Redcliffe

Could Councillors who had read the report “WA Planning Commission Draft Land 
Use Planning in the Vicinity of Perth Airport” please signify to the gallery?

The Mayor advised that this matter would be dealt with through the Committee 
system and he does not expect Councillors to have to signify to the gallery.

5.3.4 Mr Paul Hitt, 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

Council will be aware that the former Parry Field (Belmont International Baseball 
Stadium) land has been fenced and made inaccessible for the purposes of recreation 
and enjoyment since around 1996.  In more recent times the land has been used as 
a dump for industrial and household waste.

1. How do these apparent negligent actions accord with Council’s responsibilities 
as Trustees of the said land?

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

2. Will action be taken to remove the industrial and household waste from the 
site?

The Mayor advised that if there was inappropriate waste on the site, it would 
be required to be removed.
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***8.06pm There being no further questions, the Mayor declared Question Time 
closed.

6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

HELD 14 OCTOBER 2002

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 14 October 2002, as 
printed and circulated to all Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

DONEY MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that the minutes of the Ordinary Council 
Meeting held on 14 October 2002, as printed and circulated to all Councillors, be 
confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 6 VOTES TO 3

For: Richardson, Doney, 
Blair, Godfrey

Marks,  Passeri

Against: Bass, Teasdale, Powell

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

Nil.
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8. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

8.1 PRELIMINARY CONCEPT PLAN – UPGRADE AND LANDSCAPING OF CUL DE SAC

AT NORWOOD ROAD AND GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY

Report by Chief Executive Officer 

APPLICATION

To advise of a memorial received in relation to the preliminary concept plan for the 
upgrade and landscaping of the cul de sac at Norwood Road and Great Eastern 
Highway.

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

BACKGROUND

A memorial from Angela Staunton of 4 Norwood Road, Rivervale, addressed to the 
City’s Horticultural Technical Officer, has been received and reads as follows:

"On behalf of the concerned residents of Norwood Road, I apologise for the 
delay in advising our response to your letter/plan of 6 September 2002.

The plan was distributed by me to the residents, and the feedback has been 
slow but positive to date.  We were delighted at the well planned and detailed 
landscaping and are very pleased with the concept plan proposed.

Following a meeting I personally had with the City ’s Horticultural Technical 
Officer, issues discussed were concerning the reticulation of these 120 or 
more plants, particularly in the first year, and the variety of plants.

We would be interested to know if the reticulation can be tapped into the Main 
Roads Dept point situated at the intersection of Norwood Road and Great 
Eastern Highway, some 50 yards distance.  Alternatively, John of No 2 
Norwood Road, is interested in sinking a bore on his property for his personal 
use, and may be willing to discuss going halves in the cost with Council to 
reticulate the cul de sac following the upgrade.

I trust our response can be tabled at your Streetscape meeting and your 
Works and Technical Service Meeting today, 7 October 2002, as we are keen 
to see the first stage of the plan commence as soon as possible.  An endorsed 
copy of this letter, signed by the residents concerned, will be delivered to your 
office by Thursday this week.  

Please contact me on the above telephone number if you need any further 
response from the concerned residents, and to please allow sufficient time for 
me to reply, as I have a very busy schedule.
We thank you very much indeed for what you have achieved to date.”
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Item 8.1 – Continued…

16 residents have signed the memorial.

COMMENT

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the memorial be received and that the matter be referred to the next meeting of 
the Works and Technical Services Committee for its consideration.

GODFREY MOVED,  BLAIR SECONDED, that the memorial be received and that 
the matter be referred to the next meeting of the Works and Technical Services 
Committee for its consideration.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

9. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

Nil.
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10. CORRESPONDENCE

10.1 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

10.1.1 Cr Passeri - Leave Of Absence

Report by Chief Executive Officer.

APPLICATION

To advise Council of correspondence received from Councillor Passeri requesting 
leave of absence from 17th November to 22nd November 2002, inclusive.

BACKGROUND

Councillor Passeri has requested leave of absence from all Council and Committee 
meetings for the period 17th November to 22nd November 2002, inclusive.

COMMENT

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Councillor Passeri be granted leave of absence from all Council and Committee 
meetings for the period 17th November to 22nd November 2002, inclusive.

BLAIR MOVED,  DONEY SECONDED, that Councillor Passeri be granted leave of 
absence from all Council and Committee meetings for the period 17November 
to 22nd November 2002, inclusive.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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10.1.2   Cr Bass - Leave Of Absence

Report by Chief Executive Officer.

APPLICATION

To advise Council of correspondence received from Councillor Bass requesting leave 
of absence from 5th November to 5th December 2002, inclusive.

BACKGROUND

Councillor Bass has requested leave of absence from all Council and Committee 
meetings for the period 5th November to 5th December 2002, inclusive.

COMMENT

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Councillor Bass be granted leave of absence from all Council and Committee 
meetings for the period 5th November to 5th December 2002, inclusive.

BLAIR MOVED,  TEASDALE SECONDED, that Councillor Bass be granted leave 
of absence from all Council and Committee meetings for the period 
5 November to 5 December 2002, inclusive.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

10.2 GENERAL

Nil.

10.3 LATE CORRESPONDENCE OF AN URGENT NATURE

Nil.
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11. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

11.1 PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING

HELD 21 OCTOBER 2002

Receipt of Minutes

RICHARDSON MOVED,  POWELL SECONDED, that the minutes of the Planning 
and Development Committee meeting held on 21 October 2002, as printed and 
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.4.1 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Marks.
Item 8.6.1 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Bass.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

MARKS MOVED,  RICHARDSON SECONDED, that recommendation items 8.1.1, 
8.1.2, 8.2.1 – 8.2.4, 8.3.1 – 8.3.4, 8.6.2 – 8.6.9 and 8.7.1 of the Planning and 
Development Committee meeting held on 21 October 2002, be adopted en bloc 
(i.e. with the exception of items 8.4.1 and 8.6.1).

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

11.1.1   Withdrawn Item 8.4.1 – Proposed Amendment No. 34 to the City of 
Belmont District Town Planning Scheme No. 14 – Excluding from the 
Public Purposes Reserve (High School) Locations 4516 and 4517 Cohn 
Street and Location 4074 President Street and zoning to ‘Residential’,
‘Place of Public Assembly’ and Road Reserve – Portion of Lot 2 (Strata 
Plan) (82B) Cohn Street from Residential to Road Reserve.

MARKS MOVED,  POWELL SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation be 
adopted without amendment or modification.
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Item 11.1 – Continued…

Councillor Bass foreshadowed a motion if the above motion is lost, namely –

“That Council seek advice from the Minister for Local Government and any 
other relevant party or organisation to ensure that the Islamic College remain 
as it was originally sold, as a school”.

The substantive motion was put and …      CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 1

For: Richardson, Doney, 
Blair, Godfrey, Teasdale

Marks, Passeri, Powell

Against: Bass

11.1.2 Withdrawn Item 8.6.1 – Lot 101 (57) Frederick Street and Pt Lot 33 (112) 
Hardey Road, Belmont – Proposed 65 Grouped Dwellings with 
Associated Communal Facilities.

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

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 1

For: Richardson, Doney, 
Blair, Godfrey, Teasdale

Marks, Passeri, Powell

Against: Bass

11.2 RESOURCES AND POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING

HELD 24 OCTOBER 2002

Receipt of Minutes

GODFREY MOVED,  MARKS SECONDED, that the minutes of the Resources and 
Policy Committee meeting held on 24 October 2002, as printed and circulated 
to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Items 8.4.3 and 8.8.6 were withdrawn at the request of Councillor Bass.
Items 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 were withdrawn at the request of Councillor Godfrey.
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Item 11.2 – Continued…

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

GODFREY MOVED, TEADALE SECONDED, that recommendation items 8.1.1, 
8.2.1, 8.2.2, 8.3.1, 8.4.1, 8.4.2, 8.4.4 – 8.4.6, 8.5.1, 8.5.2, 8.7.1, 8.8.1, 8.8.4, 8.8.5, 
8.8.7 – 8.8.10 and 9.1 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting held on 
24 October 2002, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with the exception of items 8.4.3, 
8.8.2, 8.8.3 and 8.8.6).

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
(ABSOLUTE MAJORITY)

11.2.1 Withdrawn Item 8.4.3 – Review of the Local Government Act

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

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 1

For: Richardson, Doney, 
Blair, Godfrey, Teasdale

Marks, Passeri, Powell

Against: Bass

***8.51pm Having earlier declared an interest in the following item, Cr Teasdale 
departed the Chamber.

11.2.2 Withdrawn Item 8.8.2 – Accounts for Payment

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

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

***8.52pm Cr Teasdale returned to the Chamber.

***8.52pm Having earlier declared an interest in the following item, Cr Passeri 
vacated the Chair and departed the Chamber.

***8.52pm Cr Blair assumed the Chair.
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Item 11.2 – Continued…

11.2.3 Withdrawn Item 8.8.3 – Analysis of Investments as at 30 September 
2002

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

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

***8.53pm Cr Blair vacated the Chair.

***8.53pm Cr Passeri returned to the Chamber and resumed the Chair.

11.2.4 Withdrawn item 8.8.6 – Audit Summary: 2001/2002 Financial Year

POWELL MOVED,  TEASDALE SECONDED, that the item be deferred to be dealt 
with at item 15 of tonight’s agenda.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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12. REPORTS OF OFFICERS

12.1 INFORMATION ONLY ITEMS

Report by Chief Executive Officer 

APPLICATION

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

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

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

BACKGROUND

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

COMMENT

General information and memorandums:

DATED SUBJECT
18 October 2002 Local Government News. Wednesday 16 October 2002
18 October 2002 Local Government News. Issue No. 41:02 – 11 October 2002
18 October 2002 This Week at ALGA – Friday 11 October 2002
18 October 2002 Controlled Burn – Sandringham Hotel Site
18 October 2002 Draft Statement of Planning Policy – Landuse Planning in the 

Vicinity of Perth Airport
18 October 2002 Ward Boundary Change Proposal
25 October 2002 Local Government News. Issue No. 42.02 – 18 October 2002
25 October 2002 This Week at ALGA – Friday 18 October 2002
25 October 2002 Local Government News. Wednesday 23 October 2002 

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

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

RICHARDSON MOVED,  BLAIR SECONDED, that the information provided to all 
Councillors and listed in this “Information Only Items” report be noted and 
received.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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13. REPORTS OF DELEGATES

13.1 CR G DONEY – “NESTLÉ WRITE AROUND AUSTRALIA” AWARDS NIGHT

On Wednesday evening 16th October 2002, I had the pleasure of presenting awards 
to the finalists from the Eastern Metropolitan Zone for the “Nestlé Write Around 
Australia” competition.

This is an innovative program which recognises the importance of promoting the 
development of literary skills in young people by giving them the opportunity of 
learning from published children’s authors.  It also recognises the important role that 
public libraries can play in developing these skills.

The City of Belmont is proud to be involved in this nationally recognised literary 
competition.  As the City of Opportunity, we welcome and encourage creativity in our 
young people.

The competition was open to year six and seven students and, this year, a record 
number of 540 entries were received from the Eastern Metropolitan zone. The high 
standard of entries made the task of judging very difficult.  Even more difficult was 
narrowing the 20 finalists down to just two.

As I did on the night, I wish to convey my appreciation to Councillor Glenys Godfrey 
who filled in for me as one of the judging panel, a truly formidable task!

I would also like to acknowledge our library staff for all of the work put in to promoting 
and organising this very worthwhile competition.

The “Nestlé Write Around Australia” program encourages creativity and imagination 
in our young writers.  They are living proof that literacy and literary skills are very 
much alive and well in Australia. Well done finalists!

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

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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Item 13 – Continued…

13.2 CR G DONEY - ATTENDANCE AT THE SPORT AND RECREATION CONFERENCE

In company with Council’s Recreation Administration Officer, Jodi Cronan, I had the 
pleasure of attending a Sport and Recreation conference in Perth, on 21st and 22nd

October 2002.

Entitled “ACTIVE 2002”, the conference was opened by the Minister for Sport and 
Recreation, the Hon. Alan Carpenter MLA, who took the opportunity to promote the 
Premier’s Physical Activity Taskforce.  This is a program aimed at encouraging 
Western Australians to increase their physical activity levels by 5% over the next 
decade.  While this may not appear to be an ambitious target, the impact of reaching 
this goal will be enormous.  For example, it is estimated that a 5% increase in 
physical activity will reduce our health bill by $44 million.

Over the following two days, we were provided with an excellent array of world class 
speakers on a wide variety of subjects, although some were not particularly relevant 
to me as a Councillor.

However, I did find Dean Solley’s panel debate on facility management to be quite 
informative.  Likewise, the panel discussion on the Department of Sport and 
Recreation facility planning directions gave an insight into the criteria for funding 
grants.

As with all conferences, I have found that the “networking” between sessions can be 
just as valuable as the speeches, and so I took the opportunity to progress and 
update myself on the Kayak Club’s application for a grant.

Both Jodi and I wish to thank Council for the opportunity to attend this valuable 
conference.

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

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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13.3 CR MARKS – BAHAI PRAYER FOR PEACE DAY

The Bahai religious movement of Belmont, Victoria Park, Cannington and South 
Perth held an afternoon of prayer in the name of world peace and harmony among all 
peoples on 20th October.  This was particularly apt following the bombings in Bali and 
the subsequent day of mourning held coincidently on the same day.  I was fortunate 
to represent the Council at the meeting.  This was an extremely uplifting experience, 
that showed the undying resolve of human beings to embrace world peace and 
harmony, on a day when we were all remembering the worst catastrophe for 
Australians since the Second World War.

The Bahai Choir is possibly the best I have heard in recent times.  They apparently 
perform on Australia Day at the City of South Perth and maybe we should consider 
using them at some of our functions, they are extremely good.

POWELL MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the report of Cr Marks be 
noted and received.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

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

Nil.

15. MATTERS FOR WHICH MEETING MAY BE CLOSED

***9.02pm

POWELL MOVED,  BLAIR SECONDED, that the meeting proceed behind closed 
doors and in accordance with s5.23 (f)(i), with officers to remain in the Chamber.

***9.03pm The Mayor declared a short break and asked the gallery to vacate the 
Chamber in order that Council may proceed behind closed doors to 
discuss a confidential matter.

***9.04pm The meeting resumed, behind closed doors.
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Item 15.1 – Continued…

15.1 11.2.4 - WITHDRAWN ITEM 8.8.6 – AUDIT SUMMARY:
2001/2002 FINANCIAL YEAR

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

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 1

For: Richardson, Doney, 
Blair, Godfrey, Teasdale

Marks, Passeri, Powell

Against: Bass

***9.12pm

TEASDALE MOVED,  BLAIR SECONDED, that the meeting again be open to the 
public and the motion passed behind closed doors be read.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

The Deputy Chief Executive Officer read aloud, the motion passed behind 
closed doors.

16. CLOSURE

There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor declared the meeting closed at 
9.15pm.


