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MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD IN THE COUNCIL 
CHAMBERS OF THE CITY OF BELMONT CIVIC CENTRE, 215 WRIGHT STREET, 
CLOVERDALE ON TUESDAY, 3 APRIL 2007, COMMENCING AT 7.03PM.

MINUTES
PRESENT

Cr G Godfrey, Mayor East Ward
Cr P Marks, Deputy Mayor East Ward
Cr M Bass East Ward
Cr R Rossi West Ward
Cr B Martin West Ward
Cr P Hitt West Ward
Cr B Whiteley South Ward
Cr J Powell South Ward
Cr G Dornford Central Ward
Cr B Brennan Central Ward

IN ATTENDANCE

Mr S Cole A/Chief Executive Officer
Mr N Deague Director Community & Statutory Services
Mr R Lutey Director Technical Services
Mr J Olynyk JP Manager Governance
Mr J Blanchard Principal Legal & Compliance Advisor
Mr J Christie (8.00pm departed & did not return) Manager Parks, Leisure & Environment
Ms K Selth (7.36pm departed & did not return) Media and Communications Officer
Ms S Johnson Agenda & Minute Officer

MEMBERS OF THE GALLERY

There were 17 attendees in the gallery and one press representative.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Mayor opened the meeting at 7.03pm welcomed those in attendance, and invited 
Cr Brennan to read aloud the Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility on behalf of  
Councillors and Officers.  Cr Brennan read aloud the affirmation.  
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2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

2.1 APOLOGIES

Cr T Teasdale South Ward

2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil.

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

3.1 FINANCIAL INTERESTS

Name Item No. & Title Nature of Interest 
(and extent, where appropriate)

Nil.

3.2 DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST THAT MAY CAUSE A CONFLICT

Name Item No. & Tile
Nil.



OCM 03/04/07 Announcements By The Presiding Member (Without Discussion)
And Declarations By Members

3
CONFIRMATION DATE: 24 APRIL 2007

4. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER (WITHOUT 
DISCUSSION) AND DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS

4.1 ANNOUNCEMENTS

4.1.1 Autumn River Festival

The Mayor announced that on Sunday 1 April 2007 the City of Belmont held the 
Autumn River Festival.

The Mayor stated that the Council was proud to provide this important day to increase 
the community spirit in Belmont.

The weather was perfect and the grounds were in immaculate condition. 

Staff worked extremely hard to give the community many choices of activities and 
exhibitions. Approximately 3800 people attended between 9am and 4pm.

All available councillors worked on the day and the Mayor extended a thank you to 
councillors.

The Mayor and Councillors asked that the Acting Chief Executive Officer pass on their  
thanks to all the staff that made the Autumn River Festival a huge success.

4.1.2 Hardey/Alexander Road Intersection

The Mayor stated the following:

 Many community members have expressed concern about the accident in  
Cloverdale last month involving a local young mother.

 I am a mother of three daughters, who are all young mothers. I was shocked to 
hear about this tragedy. It has been distressing to the Councillors, staff and the 
whole community.

 As a result of this accident, the City of Belmont has requested an independent  
review of the intersection where the accident occurred, on the corner of Hardey 
Road and Alexander Road.

 We have also been in touch with the police and they have informed us that  
there will be a Coronial Inquiry into the accident.

 Once the results of these two reviews are available, Council will determine 
further action to be taken.

 We will keep the community informed of the outcomes of the reviews and of our  
intended actions.

 We appreciate the community wanting to assist in such an important matter as 
road safety in our community. 
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 Once the outcomes of the independent review, which we have initiated, are 
made available we will act to ensure the best outcome for the entire community.

 This issue is one of great importance and we will continue ongoing 
communication with you about this issue.

4.1.3 Australian Service Excellence Awards Presentation

The Acting Chief Executive Officer presented to the Mayor a framed certificate and 
letter of recognition from The Hon John Howard MP, Prime Minister for being finalists in  
the Customer Service Institute of Australia - Australian Service Excellence Awards. 

4.1.4 Councillor Delivery Bags

The Mayor announced that the Councillor Delivery Bags which were to be delivered on
Friday would be delivered this week on Thursday because of the Easter Holidays.

4.2 DISCLAIMER

**7.09pm The Mayor drew the public gallery’s attention to the Disclaimer and the 
Manager Governance read the Disclaimer aloud.

Any statement, comment or decision made at a Council or Committee meeting
regarding any application for an approval, consent or licence, including a resolution of  
approval, is not effective as an approval of any application and must not be relied upon 
as such.

Any person or entity who has an application before the City must obtain, and should 
only rely on, written notice of the City’s decision and any conditions attaching to the 
decision, and cannot treat as an approval anything said or done at a Council or  
Committee meeting.

Any advice provided by an employee of the City on the operation of a written law, or  
the performance of a function by the City, is provided in the capacity of an employee,  
and to the best of that person’s knowledge and ability.  It does not constitute, and 
should not be relied upon, as a legal advice or representation by the City.  Any advice 
on a matter of law, or any thing sought to be relied upon as a representation by the City 
should be sought in writing and should make clear the purpose of the request.

4.3 DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE NOT GIVEN DUE CONSIDERATION TO 
ALL MATTERS CONTAINED IN THE BUSINESS PAPERS PRESENTLY BEFORE THE 
MEETING

Nil.

4.4 DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE RECEIVED AND NOT READ THE 
‘COUNCILLORS INFORMATION BULLETINS’ AS DETAILED IN ITEM 13.1

Nil.
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5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE

5.1.1 Mr M Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

The following questions were taken on notice at the Ordinary Council Meeting of  
13 March 2007.  Mr Ryan was provided with a response in a letter dated 22 March 
2007, the response from the City is recorded accordingly –

1. Does Council accept that Landcorp and indeed Council itself may have a major  
conflict of interest in that both parties are in the process of granting huge 
density bonuses on the Landcorp landholdings, and that some landowners have 
been told to accept and do what Landcorp tell them?

No.

2. Can Council please advise where other R250 sites exist in the City?

There are no other sites.  It should be noted that for the Hill 60 development it is  
required under Local Planning Policy 20 that an average residential density of R100 will  
apply over the entire development site.

3. Is it fair, reasonable and legal that the heights are being tampered with and 
restricted so that Landcorp and other landholdings “may” get views from the 
other side of Riversdale Road?

The matter of building heights will be considered by Council at the conclusion of the 
advertising period.

4. Have the various propositions proposed on the waterfront land actually been 
tested to see if:

a) The lower heights on the waterfront actually deliver any views; and

b) are we again being subjected to untested rhetoric as I believe the height  
required on Riversdale Road (south) needs to be 15 storeys to see the far  
bank?

As in Question 3 above.

5. If the heights have been tested, who did the calculations and can these be 
made available to landowners during the consultation process?

As in Question 3 above.

6. Who instructed and paid the “independent” planner to review the structure plan 
for the Springs as I have not been contacted and question whether my interests 
and those of other landowners are being properly represented?

As part of the due diligence process, the Council’s Planning Department engaged 
Annelise Safstrom from Environs Consulting Pty Ltd to examine the Springs Structure 
Plan proposal and development guidelines for assessment against urban design 
principals and practice.  The Council paid for this advice at a cost of $4,884.
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5.1.2 Mr R Harris, 481 Abernethy Road, Belmont

The following questions were taken on notice at the Ordinary Council Meeting of  
13 March 2007.  Mr Harris was provided with a response in a letter dated 22 March 
2007, the response from the City is recorded accordingly –

1. a) With reference to the OCM minutes held on 5 September 2006, page 
26 (third paragraph) - “the remainder of the park will be landscaped”.  
When will the remainder of the park be landscaped and why has the 
area not been maintained so now there is no grass?

There is no date proposed for the remainder of Hardey Park to be landscaped.  It was  
not considered necessary to maintain the grassed area until the Cityscape proposal  
was determined and the Hill 60 development completed.  The Park will be beautified 
and landscaped.

b) When does the apology from Council arrive for sign-posting “you drop 
40% and now its offer is a plaque for a park? (sic)

The Council was not aware of any confusion in relation to the percentage of land 
remaining with the land exchange and this matter is not relevant at the present time or  
to the Cityscape proposal.

2. The limestone wall nearest the river and the Bike Path has vanished.  Has it  
been donated to the Bike Path? (sic)

A letter of request has been sent to Mr Harris seeking clarification on this question.

3. Why was Esther Street chosen for the bike path and not Sinclair, Dudley or  
Gibbs Street?

Esther Street provides direct connectivity for the SE16 Perth Bicycle Network as 
provided by the TravelSmart team at Department for Planning & Infrastructure.  Esther  
Street also allows a more direct route.
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5.1.3 Mr R Greenwood, 151 Coolgardie Avenue, Redcliffe

The following questions were taken on notice at the Ordinary Council Meeting of  
13 March 2007.  Mr Greenwood was provided with a response in a letter dated 22 
March, 2007.  The response from the City is recorded accordingly –

1. (a) Can Council ensure that the Belmont Resident Ratepayer Action Group 
(BRRAG) have equal opportunity during the public consultation to 
provide a citizens point of view in regard to Cityscape’s:

(i) Proposal to increase their corporate use of Hardey Park A Class 
Reserve?

(ii) Proposed development area to be moved 8.7 metres closer to the 
Swan River to maximise their profits?

Council is prepared to consider a submission from BRRAG and there is nothing 
preventing any group from holding a public meeting at any venue subject to the 
requirement for public liability insurance.  The public liability insurance requirement at  
the Belmont Forum is an issue to be taken up with that organisation.

Community groups such as BRRAG can not purport to represent the views of all  
citizens of the City.

5.2 QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

**7.11pm The Mayor drew the public gallery’s attention to the rules of Public Question 
Time as written in the Agenda.  In accordance with rule (l), the Mayor advised 
that she had registered six members of the public who had given prior notice 
to ask questions, these being Mr Keating, Mr Whitley, Mr Stanley, Mr Wolff, Mr 
Harris and Mr Ryan.

The Mayor invited the public gallery members, who had yet to register their 
interest to ask a question, to do so.  Two further registrations were
forthcoming from the gallery that being from Mr Trentman and Mr Greenwood.

5.2.1 Mr W Keating, 201 Hardey Road, Belmont

1. How does Council see itself resolving in the interim the problem of Hardey 
Road and Alexander Road intersection in view of the recent road fatality?

The Director Technical Services replied that the accident was shocking, but history had
not indicated that the accident figures were high, however, Council in the interim will  
monitor the intersection until reports are received from the Coroner and the 
independent external consultant.
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5.2.2 Mr D Whiteley, 206b Hardey Road, Belmont

1. When Council proposed the present modification to the Alexander and Hardey 
Road intersection back around 1994, did they receive any complaints from 
residents or road users, commercial or private?

The Director Technical Services replied that he was not aware of receiving complaints 
within the last ten years on this matter.

5.2.3 Mr W Stanley, 199 Hardey Road, Belmont

1. Will Council remove the 60 kilometre road sign on Hardey Road, just 60 meters 
from the stop sign where Hardey Road intersects with Alexander Road?

The Director Technical Services replied that it was the Main Roads Department that  
established the speed zones and Council had no jurisdiction over the speed limit or  
signs.

5.2.4 Mr S Wolff,191 Kew Street, Kewdale

1. With new housing developments on Fisher Street, Hardey Road and Belgravia 
Street, some 100 plus residential homes are being built, has Council sought an 
environmental impact study on the effects of the increase of residential vehicles 
travelling along Hardey Road and Abernethy Road and what effects it would 
have on the residents residing on Hardey road and Alexander Road with regard 
to air pollution and noise pollution and the inherent road trauma to come with 
the increase in local road user?

The Mayor took the Question On Notice, however the Director Technical Services 
added that with the distributor nature of the road, the amount of traffic would be a 
relatively small percentage and unlikely to have a significant impact.

5.2.5 Mr R Harris, 481 Abernethy Road, Belmont

1. Has the Lot 712 park reverted to respected indigenous residents?

The Manager Parks, Leisure & Environment replied that any land within 35m from the 
Swan River is classed as a significant site and communications must be made with the 
indigenous community to obtain approval to develop the land.
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5.2.6 Mr M Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Mr Ryan submitted a series of questions:

1. Why were the questions submitted by Mr Ryan at the Ordinary Council Meeting 
of 13 March 2007 not reproduced as asked by Mr Ryan?

The Mayor replied that Mr Ryan’s had been answered and added that questions did not  
have to be recorded verbatim in the minutes.

2. In Mr Ryan’s question (2) of the same meeting, he was advised that there are 
not other sites of R250 in the City.  For some reason Hill 60 was referred to as 
R100.  Given the site has been subdivided into five lots after the development  
approval was given, can the Council give the actual R codes and plot ratios on 
the two sites containing high rise buildings on the escarpment?

The Director Community and Statutory Services replied that Hill 60 has a special Local  
Planning Policy and an R Coding of R100 had been applied to the entire site.

3. Can Council please advise the R Codes and plot ratios for the two separate 
sites forming the original Hardey Park if the current proposals are approved?

The Director Community and Statutory Services replied that the property closest to the
river under the Town Planning Scheme had a split density code of R80/100 and if the 
density exceeded R80, the floor area of the units are limited to 80 sqm.  The other site 
has no density code. The density of development must comply with the requirements of  
the Town Planning Scheme and can only be changed through a Town Planning 
Scheme Amendment.

4. At the same Ordinary Council Meeting on 13 March 2007 at questions 3, 4 and 
5, all were given the same response but are totally different questions.  Could 
the Council please readdress the questions as asked?

The Mayor reiterated that the questions were answered correctly.  The Director  
Community and Statutory Services added that once submissions have been received 
at the conclusion of the advertising period the issues raised in the submissions can be 
addressed.

5.2.7 Mr Trentman, 207 Hardey Road, Belmont

Will Council replace the warning sign alerting that there is a stop sign ahead on Hardey 
Road/Alexander Road?  When the sign is illuminated by normal or high beam it still 
cannot be seen well.

The Mayor took this Question On Notice.
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5.2.8 Mr Greenwood, 151 Coolgardie Avenue, Redcliffe

1. Could Council reconsider its street tree policy, to create a list of local native 
species that are drought tolerant, will provide habitat for the local biodiverse 
matrix of insects, birds and animals, are low maintenance and hardy, and 
establish them where inappropriate introduced nuisance species such as 
London Plan tree, box etc have been planted with a view to removing the 
offending introduced species.

The Manager Parks, Leisure & Environment replied that the street tree policy had been 
reviewed and a number of non native trees were removed from planting list.  Continual 
annual review to determine success of trees was in place.  

2. Would Council consider climate change when making decisions?

The Director Community and Statutory Services replied that in terms of buildings, the 
Council is limited by the requirements of the Building code of Australia, but it is  
understood the Government intend to include environmental provisions in the code in  
response to climate change.  The Council will also consider the possibility of including 
provisions in the new Town Planning Scheme to address some climate change effects.

**7.36pm As there were no further questions, the Mayor declared Public Question 
Time closed.

**7.36pm The Media and Communications Officer departed and did not return.
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6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES / RECEIPT OF INFORMATION MATRIX

6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD 13 MARCH 2007

Mayoral Comment

After the circulation of the ABF Information Matrix dated 6 March, 2007 a typographical 
error was reported in respect to Cr Bass’ Leave of Absence recorded as 27 February to 6 
March 2007 inclusive.  The correct dates are 27 February to 16 March 2007 inclusive.  An 
amendment to rectify this administrative error was subsequently put as follows:

WHITELEY MOVED, BRENNAN SECONDED, that the minutes of the Ordinary  
Council Meeting held on 13 March 2007, as printed and circulated to all  
Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record, with an amendment to  
be made to the ABF Matrix 6 March 2007 (Council Attachment 1).  The reason for 
the  amendment is to rectify a typographical error, made in reference to Leave of  
Absence for Cr Bass, by deleting (6) and replacing with (16) March 2007 
inclusive.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

6.2 INFORMATION MATRIX FOR THE AGENDA BRIEFING FORUM
HELD 27 MARCH 2007**

**Council Attachment 1  – Item 6.2 refers

POWELL MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that the Information Matrix for the 
Agenda Briefing Forum held on 27 March 2007, as circulated in the attachment,  
be received and noted.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0
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7. QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS ON WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN  
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

DISCLAIMER: Where the City’s Administration has provided any assistance to a 
Councillor, with the framing and / or wording of any motion / amendment / question to the 
Council, who has advised their intention to move it, the assistance has been provided on an 
impartial basis.  The principle and intention expressed in any motion / amendment is solely that 
of the intended mover and not that of the officer / officers providing the assistance.  Under no 
circumstances is it to be expressed to any party that administration or any Council officer holds 
a view on this motion other than that expressed in an official written or verbal report by the 
City’s administration to the Council meeting considering the motion.

Nil.

8. QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE

8.1 QUESTION BY CR DORNFORD

Cr Dornford asked the following question:

1. That Council initiate an out of house full road safety technical review of the 
Hardey and Alexander Road Intersection and that the review findings be made 
available for public scrutiny?

The Mayor acknowledged the question and advised that an external consultant has 
been appointed to investigate the junction.

9. NEW BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE APPROVED BY THE PERSON  
PRESIDING OR BY DECISION

Nil.

10. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

Nil.
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11. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

NOTE: Regulation 11(da) of the Local Government (Administration) Regulations 1996 
requires written reasons for each decision made at the meeting that is significantly different from 
the relevant written recommendation of a committee or an employee as defined in the Local 
Government Act 1995 s5.70 (but not a decision to only note the matter or to return the 
recommendation for further consideration).

NOTE: Council in receiving and noting the Minutes of Standing Committee are not adopting or 
in anyway endorsing the recommendations or comments contained therein.  Committee 
Recommendations will be the subject of separate reports to Council at this or a future Council 
Meeting, at which time Council will consider the matter.

11.1 STANDING COMMITTEE (ENVIRONMENTAL) MEETING HELD 19 MARCH 2007**

**Council Attachment 2  – Item 11.1 refers

MARKS MOVED, HITT SECONDED, that the Minutes of the Standing Committee 
(Environmental) Meeting held on 19 March 2007 as circulated in the attachment,
be received and noted.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0
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12. REPORTS OF ADMINISTRATION

NOTE: Regulation 11(da) of the Local Government (Administration) Regulations 1996 
requires written reasons for each decision made at the meeting that is significantly different from 
the relevant written recommendation of a committee or an employee as defined in section 5.70 
(but not a decision to only note the matter or to return the recommendation for further 
consideration).

12.1 BUILT BELMONT

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 12.1.1 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Bass.

POWELL MOVED, BRENNAN SECONDED, that with the exception of Item 12.1.1
which is to be considered separately, the Officer Recommendations in the Built
Belmont Key Result Area Reports, specifically Items 12.1.2 and 12.1.3 be adopted 
en bloc.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

12.1.1 Pt Lot 636 (249-263) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont – Inter City Motel 
Additions and Refurbishment

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division

DATE

2 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider an application for twenty (20) additional short stay motel units and 
refurbishment of the associated existing reception centre. 

COUNCIL ROLE

Quasi-Judicial

The quasi judicial role includes the determination of all matters where Council must 
decide applications or matters directly affecting a person’s rights and interests.  The 
judicial character arises from the obligation to abide by the principles of natural justice.  
Examples include town planning applications, building licences, applications for other  
permits and licences (eg. under the Health Act, Dog Act or Local Laws) and other  
decisions that may be appealable to the State Administrative Tribunal.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

 The Inter City Motel is located on the subject site.
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 The applicant proposes an additional 20 short stay motel units.

 The proposal includes reconfiguration of the existing reception centre and 
restaurant incorporating a pre-function area, new storage areas, manager’s office 
and a portico adjacent to the restaurant.

 A variation to the number of carparking bays provided on site is proposed.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council approve the application for twenty additional short stay motel units and 
refurbishment of the existing restaurant and reception centre at Pt Lot 636 (249- 263)  
Great Eastern Highway, Belmont subject to conditions.

LOCATION

Pt Lot 636 (249-263) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont

APPLICANT

Greg Rowe & Associates

FILE REFERENCE

115/001
439/2006/DA
249-263 Great Eastern Highway
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DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

Category C applications are those that need external referrals from third parties such 
as the Environmental Protection Authority, Western Australian Planning Commission,  
Swan River Trust, Heritage Council etc. Category C applications may also require 
statutory advertising, referral to neighbours or consideration by Council.

As the subject site abuts Great Eastern Highway which is classified ‘Primary Regional  
Road’, the proposal was referred to Main Roads WA for comment.  Main Roads WA 
advised the proposed development is acceptable subject to standard conditions and 
advice notes.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

BUILT BELMONT - "Achieve a planned City that is safe and meets the needs of the 
community."

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Town Planning Scheme No. 14

Clause 10.5 contains the relevant development requirements for the Mixed Use zone.   
The intention of the Mixed Use zone is “to allow for the development of a mix of varied 
but compatible land uses such as housing, offices, showrooms, amusement centres, 
eating establishments and appropriate industrial activities which do not generate 
nuisances detrimental to the amenity of the district or to the health, welfare and safety 
of its residents.  Buildings should be of a high standard of architectural design set in  
pleasant garden surrounds with limited vehicular access from properties to primary 
roads.”

Under TPS14 a motel:

“means any land or building used or intended to be used to 
accommodate patrons in a manner similar to a hotel but in which special 
provision is made for the accommodation of patrons with motor vehicles 
and to which a motel licence under the Liquor Licensing Act 1988 has 
been granted or may be granted;”
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Under TPS14 a serviced apartment:

“means an independent living residential unit development for short stay 
accommodation purposes but does not include a hotel or motel;”

Table 11 – Car Parking Requirements requires one (1) space for every bedroom for  
Hotel/Motel.

Under Clause 10.15 Council has the ability to vary Scheme requirements.

Clause 5.8 contains provisions relating to matters to be considered by Council when 
assessing applications including compatibility, amenity, traffic, landscaping and any 
relevant submissions received.

Deemed Refusal

Clause 5.5.2 of the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 applies where a 
landuse is classified as a ‘D’ or ‘S’ use under the City of Belmont Town Planning 
Scheme No. 14 Zoning Table and is subject to advertising requirements detailed in  
Clause 5.7 of the Scheme.  As such the application is ‘deemed to be refused’ if it is not  
determined within a 90 day period.  

The only exception to these cases is where there is a written agreement for further time 
between the applicant and the City of Belmont.  In this case, there is no written 
agreement for the statutory time period to be extended. 

The deemed refusal date for this application passed on 13 December 2006 and the 
applicant already has deemed refusal rights.

Right of Appeal

Is there a right of appeal? Yes No

The applicant / owner may appeal a planning approval / planning refusal to the State 
Administrative Tribunal (SAT) subject to Part 14 of the Planning and Development Act  
2005.  Appeals must be lodged with SAT within 28 days.  Further information can be 
obtained from the SAT website – www.sat.justice.wa.gov.au.

BACKGROUND

Owner: Inter City Belmont Pty Ltd. Ward: Central
Lodgement Date: 14 September 2006 Use Class: Discretionary
Lot Area: 1.0901ha TPS Zoning: Mixed Use
Estimated Value: $3,600,000 MRS: Urban

Existing development

The Inter City Motel currently comprises:

 88 motel rooms located in three blocks;

 Reception, office, restaurant and function room complex; 

http://www.sat.justice.wa.gov.au/
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 ancillary uses including swimming pool, tennis court, gymnasium, open space 
areas; and

 a total of 104 car parking bays are provided on site.

Access to the site is provided via Hardey Road and Kimberley Street.

Proposal Development

The application proposes to upgrade the existing restaurant, reception centre and 
administration area.  Minor modifications include the removal and addition of doors and 
windows, new pre function room, storage areas and managers office together with a 
new portico adjacent to the restaurant which will match the existing entry portico. The 
application also proposes an additional 20 short stay motel units comprising:

 10 two bedroom units with ensuite facilities plus kitchen, lounge, and dining 
areas (ground floor); and 

 10 three bedroom units (first floor with additional loft bedroom) with kitchen,  
lounge and dining areas.  

The additional units will be located in the portion of the site currently utilised for the 
gymnasium and tennis court.  The additional short stay motel units are to be 
constructed in cream brick with green colorbond roofing to match the existing 
development

No changes are proposed to the existing access to the site via Hardey Road and 
Kimberley Street.  However, the carpark area is to be reconfigured with a total of 124 
bays provided on site.  

A copy of site plan, floor plan, and elevations are included on the following pages.
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OFFICER COMMENT

Land Use and Development

The existing motel, reception centre and restaurant uses are all discretionary land uses 
within the ‘Mixed Use' zone.  The proposed refurbishment and additional motel units 
are in keeping with the existing approved use of the land which complies with the 
objectives of the Mixed Use zone.  

In assessing the proposal, issues such as compatibility, amenity, traffic and landscape 
were considered.  Access to the site is provided via Hardey Road and Kimberley Street  
and remains unchanged.  The Kimberley Street elevation of the new motel units 
incorporates a feature brick wall plus Juliet balcony and large windows facing the 
street.  This accords with Designing Out Crime Planning Guidelines published by the 
Western Australian Planning Commission with respect to windows addressing the 
street promoting surveillance.  

It is also considered that the overall development is of a high architectural design and 
the proposed redevelopment will complement and enhance the existing streetscape.   
This accords with the City’s Strategic Plan with respect to attracting and supporting 
business and improving and protecting the built environment.  

Car Parking

The current use and carparking requirements comply with scheme provisions.  The car 
parking requirement for Motel under the scheme requires 1 bay per room.  The 
proposed development therefore requires an additional 50 bays, however only an 
additional 20 bays are proposed.
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The applicant has provided the following justification with respect to variation of  
carparking requirements:

 Motel has an occupancy average of 92.6% which represents on average 138 
guests per night and 92 rooms per night.

 The Manager of the complex has confirmed that since November 2005, no 
motel guest has been unable to find a place to park.

 Majority of guests, estimated to be up to 60%, arrive by free airport shuttle bus 
or taxi. 

 A count of vehicles parked on site over a week period in August 2006 as follows 
resulting in an average of 36 guest vehicles per night:

Date Rooms Occupied % Cars Parked

Wednesday 23/8/06 99% 36 cars
Thursday 24/8/06 97% 32 cars
Friday 25/8/06 92% 48 cars
Saturday 26/8/06 98% 54 cars
Sunday 29/8/06 88% 30 cars
Monday 28/8/06 97% 34 cars
Tuesday 29/8/06 99% 36 cars

The applicant has also provided details of the occupancy rate and number of vehicles 
parked on site over a one week period.  The average occupancy for this week was 
99% with a maximum of 54 cars parked on site.  Given the low number of vehicles and 
close proximity to Perth Airport and Perth City, it would appear highly likely that patrons 
do have high usage of taxis and/or public transport. 

Whilst the proposed additional units will have two and three bedrooms and a parking 
requirement of 1 bay per bedroom is required under the Scheme, the applicant has 
advised that the additional motel units are to be leased as two or three bedroom 
serviced apartments and not as separate individual motel rooms.  As such, the units 
will effectively operate in the same manner as Serviced Apartments, however, due to 
the definitions of motel and serviced apartments under Scheme 14, the new units can 
only be classified as a landuse as motel units.  Notwithstanding that, it is considered 
appropriate to apply the same parking standard to the new ‘Motel’ units as to ‘Serviced 
Apartments” (being one bay per apartment).  The requirement that individual rooms 
within the new apartments are not to be leased individually should be imposed as a 
condition of development approval.  If that rationale is accepted a parking concession 
of 30 bays should be applied to the new ‘motel’ units. 

If Council does not accept this rationale the only option would be to refuse the 
application on the basis of carparking shortfall.  This is not the preferred option given 
that the current parking requirements for the restaurant and reception centre remain 
unchanged and it is considered that the provision of an additional 20 carparking bays is 
justified.
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Conclusion

In summary, the Inter City is a motel complex and the proposed additional units are to 
be leased as two and three bedroom serviced apartments.  Although the application 
proposes a shortfall of 30 car parking bays, the provision of one additional bay for each 
proposed additional unit is considered justified given the car parking requirement for  
serviced apartments.  It is considered that the provision of a total of 124 bays on-site 
will adequately accommodate the development, provided that the rooms are not leased 
out separately.  This would be a condition of planning approval.  The application for  
refurbishment of the restaurant function room complex and an additional 20 short stay 
motel units with a total of 124 car parking bays provided on-site is therefore supported.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 

(A). That Council approve the application for refurbishment of the Inter City Motel  
restaurant and reception centre together with 20 additional short stay motel  
units at Pt Lot 636 (249-263) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont subject to the 
following conditions:

1. Prior to occupation or use of the development, vehicle parking,  
manoeuvring and circulation areas shall be designed, constructed,  
sealed, line marked and kerbed in accordance with:

(i) The approved plan (124 spaces measuring 2.5 metres x 
5.5 metres);

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

(iii) Council’s engineering requirements and design guidelines, with 
respect to drainage requirements.

The areas must be paved in bitumen or concrete in accordance with the
City of Belmont specifications, unless otherwise approved by the 
Director-Technical Services.  All parking bays must be clearly line 
marked.

2. Vehicle parking, manoeuvring and circulation areas shall be designed,  
constructed, sealed and kerbed in accordance with the approved plan (2 
spaces per dwelling unit measuring 2.5 metres by 5.5 metres) and shall  
be designed, paved (brick) and clearly marked in accordance with 
Council’s engineering requirements and design guidelines.
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3. All access ways, parking areas and hard stand areas shall be 
maintained to the satisfaction of the Director-Technical Services.  If not  
so maintained, the Director-Technical Services may require by notice, in  
writing that the area be brought up to a satisfactory standard within a 
specified period of time and the notice shall be complied with within that  
period.  Without limitation, the notice may require that car bays be reline 
marked, pot holes be repaired, damaged kerbs be replaced and 
degraded access or parking areas be resurfaced generally in  
accordance with Council’s engineering requirements and design 
guidelines.

4. The proposed development is to blend and harmonise with the existing 
development to the satisfaction of the Manager-Planning Services or 
Manager-Building Services.

5. A detailed schedule of external materials and colours to be used in the 
construction of the development to the satisfaction of the Manager-
Planning Services shall be submitted prior to the issue of a building 
licence.

6. The 10 ground floor two bedroom units are to be leased out as a single 
entity and the 10 upper floor three bedroom units are to be leased out as 
a single entity and not as individual rooms.

7. No earthworks shall encroach onto the Great Eastern Highway reserve.

8. No stormwater drainage shall be discharged onto the Great Eastern 
Highway reserve.

9. No vehicle access shall be permitted onto the Great Eastern Highway 
reserve.

10. No development, other than landscaping or car parking shall be 
permitted on the land shown required for future road purposes on the 
enclosed extract of Main Roads drawing.

11. The applicant shall make good any damage to the existing verge 
vegetation within the Great Eastern Highway reservation.

12. Redundant driveways shall be removed and the verge and its vegetation 
made good at the applicant’s cost.

13. The stamped and dated plan/plans, as amended by the City and 
together with any requirements detailed thereon by the City, shall form 
part of the planning approval issued in respect of the application referred 
to in this approval.

(B). The applicant liaise with the City of Belmont Building Department with regard to 
obtaining the necessary demolition licence for the gymnasium.
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Notation

During discussion Cr Bass suggested an amended motion to the Officer 
Recommendation.  The reason for the amendment was that there were 111 existing
carparking bays and there was a need for a further 20 carparking bays for the new 
development.  This indicated a requirement of 131 carparking bays and a need for a 
further seven carparking bays.

Cr Dornford foreshadowed that the original Officer Recommendation be put forward if 
the amended motion was lost.

An amended motion was put by Cr Bass and subsequently voted on as follows:

BASS MOVED, MARKS SECONDED that Council

(A). Approve the application for refurbishment of the Inter City Motel  
restaurant and reception centre together with 20 additional short stay 
motel units at Pt Lot 636 (249-263) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont  
subject to the following conditions:

1. Prior to occupation or use of the development, vehicle parking,  
manoeuvring and circulation areas shall be designed, constructed,  
sealed, line marked and kerbed in accordance with:

(i) The approved plan (124 spaces measuring 2.5 metres x 
5.5 metres);

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

(iii) Council’s engineering requirements and design guidelines,  
with respect to drainage requirements.

The areas must be paved in bitumen or concrete in accordance 
with the City of Belmont specifications, unless otherwise approved 
by the Director-Technical Services.  All parking bays must be 
clearly line marked.

2. Vehicle parking, manoeuvring and circulation areas shall be 
designed, constructed, sealed and kerbed in accordance with the 
approved plan (2 spaces per dwelling unit measuring 2.5 metres by 
5.5 metres) and shall be designed, paved (brick) and clearly 
marked in accordance with Council’s engineering requirements 
and design guidelines.

3. All access ways, parking areas and hard stand areas shall be 
maintained to the satisfaction of the Director-Technical Services.  If  
not so maintained, the Director-Technical Services may require by 
notice, in writing that the area be brought up to a satisfactory 
standard within a specified period of time and the notice shall be 
complied with within that period.  Without limitation, the notice 
may require that car bays be reline marked, pot holes be repaired,  
damaged kerbs be replaced and degraded access or parking areas 
be resurfaced generally in accordance with Council’s engineering 
requirements and design guidelines.
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4. The proposed development is to blend and harmonise with the 
existing development to the satisfaction of the Manager-Planning 
Services or Manager-Building Services.

5. A detailed schedule of external materials and colours to be used in 
the construction of the development to the satisfaction of the 
Manager-Planning Services shall be submitted prior to the issue of  
a building licence.

6. The 10 ground floor two bedroom units are to be leased out as a 
single entity and the 10 upper floor three bedroom units are to be 
leased out as a single entity and not as individual rooms.

7. No earthworks shall encroach onto the Great Eastern Highway 
reserve.

8. No stormwater drainage shall be discharged onto the Great  
Eastern Highway reserve.

9. No vehicle access shall be permitted onto the Great Eastern  
Highway reserve.

10. No development, other than landscaping or car parking shall be 
permitted on the land shown required for future road purposes on 
the enclosed extract of Main Roads drawing.

11. The applicant shall make good any damage to the existing verge 
vegetation within the Great Eastern Highway reservation.

12. Redundant driveways shall be removed and the verge and its 
vegetation made good at the applicant’s cost.

13. The stamped and dated plan/plans, as amended by the City and 
together with any requirements detailed thereon by the City, shall  
form part of the planning approval issued in respect of the 
application referred to in this approval.

(B). The applicant liaise with the City of Belmont Building Department with 
regard to obtaining the necessary demolition licence for the gymnasium.

(C). The InterCity Motel to show in a plan a possible future seven extra  
carparking bays to be constructed and drained if in the opinion of the 
Council it is shown there is insufficient parking.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 2

For: Whiteley, Marks, Bass, Hitt, Brennan, Powell, Godfrey, Martin
Against: Dornford, Rossi
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12.1.2 Rationalisation of Portion of Priske Way Crown Reserve 35218

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division

DATE

8 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider the proposed closure of a portion of Priske Way Crown Reserve 35218,  
Rivervale.

COUNCIL ROLE

Quasi-Judicial

The quasi judicial role includes the determination of all matters where Council must 
decide applications or matters directly affecting a person’s rights and interests.  The 
judicial character arises from the obligation to abide by the principles of natural justice.  
Examples include town planning applications, building licences, applications for other  
permits and licences (eg. under the Health Act, Dog Act or Local Laws) and other  
decisions that may be appealable to the State Administrative Tribunal.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

 Priske Way Crown Reserve 35218 is vested in the City of Belmont for the purpose 
of Public Utilities Services and Parking.  A portion of the reserve is used for 
overflow car parking for the Rivervale Church of Christ.  

 The subject truncated area has been used for vehicular access to Lot 7 (188) 
Kooyong Road for over 30 years.  The City of Belmont installed a crossover to the 
truncation over 20 years ago.

 A survey strata application for Lot 7 (188) Kooyong Road, Rivervale was refused 
by the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) on the basis that access 
to the rear battleaxe lot was over Reserve 35218. 

 The land owner of Lot 7 has requested that the small section of the Reserve which 
contains the driveway be closed and amalgamated into her property.

 Closure of portion of reserve was initiated by Council in September 2006.

 Closure of portion of reserve was advertised for 35 days and no objections 
received.
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Officer Recommendation Summation

The closure of the small portion of Reserve 35218 will not impact on the use of the 
reserve for its ultimate purpose of Public Utilities Services and Parking.  It is considered 
closure of the truncated area of Priske Way Crown Reserve 35218 has merit and it is  
recommended that the closure be forwarded to the Land Asset Management Services 
of the Department for Planning and Infrastructure for action.

LOCATION

Crown Reserve 35218 (19) Priske Way and abutting Lot 7 (188) Kooyong Road,  
Rivervale

APPLICANT

Ms A Zilujko, owner of Lot 7 (188) Kooyong Road, Rivervale.

FILE REFERENCE

102/007
188 Kooyong Road

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position
Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest
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VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

The Manager Parks, Leisure and Environment indicated no objection to the closure of  
the portion of reserve.

In accordance with the provisions of Section 51 of the Land Administration Act 1997,  
the closure of portion Crown Reserve 35218 Priske Way Prior was advertised for  
35 days to relevant service authorities and surrounding landowners.

The closure was also advertised in the Southern Gazette on 16 January 2007 and 
Western Australian newspaper on 17 January 2007.  At the close of the submission 
period (ie by 23 February 2007) a total of four (4) submissions, all non objections, were 
received as detailed below.
Submission Table
No. Name and Address Resume of Submission Council Recommendation
1. Water Corporation

PO Box 1525
Canning Vale WA 6970

No objection. No assets w ithin area.  Noted.

2. Alinta Gas
PO Box 3006
Success  WA  6964

No objection. No assets w ithin area.  Noted.

3. Western Pow er
Locked Bag 2511
Perth  WA  6001

No objection.  Any changes to the 
existing (pow er system if required w ill 
be the responsibility of the individual 
developer. 

 Noted.

4. Telstra
Locked Bag 2522
PERTH WA  6001

No objection.  Telstra advised that 
there are netw ork cable assets in the 
vicinity.  All individuals have a legal 
‘duty of care’ w hen working in the 
vicinity of Telstra’s communication 
plant.

 Noted, copy of response and 
plan to be forw arded to 
affected landow ner.
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STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

NATURAL BELMONT – Maintain public open space in accordance with the needs and 
expectations of the community.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

The Land Administration Act 1997 sets out the procedure for closure of crown 
reserves.

BACKGROUND

Owner: Crown Ward: West
Lodgement Date: N/A Use Class: Residential
Lot Area: Reserve: 1,423ha

Lot 7: 994m2
TPS Zoning: Local Parks and Recreation 

Reserve
Estimated Value: N/A MRS: Urban

Use of Reserve

Priske Way Crown Reserve 35218 is vested in the City of Belmont for the purpose of  
Public Utilities Services and Parking.  A portion of the reserve is used for overflow car  
parking for the Rivervale Church of Christ.

The portion of Reserve 35218, which forms a truncation, contains a driveway for the 
dwelling at Lot 7 (188) Kooyong Road.

Survey Strata Application

In September 2005, a survey strata application (WAPC Ref 1132-05) was referred to 
the City for comment by the WAPC for Lot 7 (188) Kooyong Road, Rivervale.  The 
application proposed the retention of the existing dwelling and the creation of a vacant  
strata lot behind.  The driveway to the rear strata lot was proposed over Reserve 
35218.  On the City’s recommendation, the application was refused as it did not comply 
with average lot sizes, the proposed battleaxe did not have frontage to a constructed 
road and the Commission was not prepared to approve lots below the minimum 
requirement for R20. 

Reserve Closure

In December 2005 the land owner wrote to the City’s Engineering Department and 
requested that boundary between Reserve 35218 and Lot 7 be realigned to include the 
truncation into Lot 7.  This would involve the partial closure of the reserve 
(18m2 truncation area) and its amalgamation into Lot 7.

The portion of reserve to be closed is currently used for vehicular access to Lot 7 (188)  
Kooyong Road and the reserve is used for overflow parking for the adjacent Rivervale 
Church of Christ.
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The land owner provided the City’s Engineering Department with confirmation that they 
would be prepared to pay all costs (including advertising and purchasing) relating to the 
partial closure in January 2006.  The matter was referred to the Planning Department  
for action in March 2006.  

Council at its meeting held on 26 September 2006, resolved to advertise the closure for  
35 days and refer the proposal to service authorities and the Department for Planning 
and Infrastructure for comment.
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OFFICER COMMENT

All four submissions received from servicing authorities supported the closure and no 
comments were received from the surrounding landowners.  The proposed closure and 
amalgamation of the 18m2 truncation area of Reserve 35218 Priske Way which is 
currently used for vehicular access to Lot 7 (188) Kooyong Road will not impact on the 
adjacent properties or the current use of the reserve for overflow parking for the 
adjacent church.  As such, the closure is supported.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The main costs for the closure of the reserve will be the purchase price for the land 
based on cost valuation to be undertaken by Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure’s Land Asset Management Services and other associated survey, stamp 
duty and registration costs.  For closures, the City seeks reimbursement of the 
advertisement cost and administration cost.  The cost of the advertisements totals 
$1,209.98 (Southern Gazette $335.01 and the West Australian Newspaper $874.97),  
which is to be sought from the applicant.  

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.  The 18m2 area 
of Reserve 35218 to be closed is minor, and will not have a significant impact on the 
amount of Public Open Space available within the City of Belmont.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That:

1. The closure of a portion of Priske Way Crown Reserve 35218, Rivervale be 
forwarded to the Land Asset Management Services of the Department for 
Planning and Infrastructure for finalisation.

2. Council seek from the landowner of Lot 7 (188) Kooyong Road, Rivervale 
reimbursement of $1,209.98 relating to advertising costs.

3. Council advise the applicant and all those who made a submission of  
Council’s decision.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.1
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12.1.3 Draft Local Planning Policy No. 28 ‘Security Roller Shutters and Grills  
for Non-Residential Buildings’**

**BB Attachment 3  – Item 12.1.3 refers

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division

DATE

9 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider the adoption of Draft Local Planning Policy No. 28 for the purpose of  
initiating public advertising.

COUNCIL ROLE

Legislative

The legislative role includes the adoption of local laws, town planning schemes and 
policies.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

This Policy was formulated to control the installation of roller shutters and grills for  
security purposes on non-residential buildings.  

Officer Recommendation Summation

Council to adopt the Draft Policy for the purpose of initiating public advertising.

LOCATION

All non-residential buildings within the Commercial, Mixed Use and Town Centre zones 
as identified under the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14.

APPLICANT

Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

116/032

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position
Type of 
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest
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VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

Category C applications are those that need external referrals from third parties such 
as the Environmental Protection Authority, Western Australian Planning Commission,  
Swan River Trust, Heritage Council etc. Category C applications may also require 
statutory advertising, referral to neighbours or consideration by Council.

Consultation is a statutory process required under Clause 2.5 of the Town Planning 
Scheme No. 14.

A Draft Policy notice will be published once a week for two consecutive weeks in a 
local newspaper circulating within the Scheme Area.  The notice will advise the public 
as to the location where the draft Policy may be inspected, the subject and nature of  
the Policy and in what form and during what period (being not less than 21 days) 
submissions may be made.

Following conclusion of the consultation period Council shall review the draft policy in  
the light of any submissions made and shall then resolve either to finally adopt the draft  
Policy with or without modification, or not to proceed with the draft Policy.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

BUILT BELMONT – “Provide an effective response to issues as they arise.”

BUILT BELMONT – “Encourage the upgrading and compatible redevelopment of the 
City of Belmont.”

BUILT BELMONT – “Develop a strategy to improve the general aesthetics and 
streetscape of all roads with the City of Belmont.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

This report proposes adoption of draft policy in regard to roller shutters and grills.  No 
policy is currently in place.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Clause 2.5 of the Town Planning Scheme No. 14 sets out the process for adoption of a  
Local Planning Policy.
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BACKGROUND

The requirement to investigate the need for a draft Policy on roller shutters and grills  
was identified as part of strategic planning process undertaken by the City’s Planning 
Department.  This need arose from the increasing number of non-residential buildings, 
within the Commercial, Mixed Use and Town Centre zones, which have started to 
install non-visually permeable roller shutters for security without gaining the appropriate 
approvals.  Landowners have contacted the City’s Planning Officers with queries 
regarding the City’s requirements for Planning Approval.  Currently, the City’s Town 
Planning Scheme No. 14 and Local Planning Policies do not include specific provisions 
pertaining to the installation of roller shutters within these non-residential areas.

In May 2005 a series of community workshops, involving local residents and business 
owners, was hosted by officers from the City of Belmont as part of the City’s Shopping 
Centre Revitalisation Program.  Three levels of issues relating to aesthetic, 
infrastructure, social, services and other categories were identified.  Level One being 
most urgent, Level Two secondary and Level Three the lower priority.  Results from 
these workshops, published in the Stage 1 Update Report, indicated that existing non-
visually permeable roller shutters were ranked as a Level Three Aesthetic Issue by 
concerned local residents and members of the business community.  Visually 
permeable security grills were considered preferable to non-visually permeable roller  
shutters that exist on some businesses.

The City’s Planning Department, Property & Economic Development Department and 
Crime Prevention Co-ordinator consider that non-visually permeable roller shutters and 
certain types of security grills have the potential to affect the visual aesthetics of the 
buildings facades as well as impact on the ability to maximise natural surveillance 
between the street and the shop.  This may detrimentally affect the amenity of  
adjoining businesses.  As such, a policy which controls the installation of roller shutters 
and grills on non-residential buildings is considered necessary.

OFFICER COMMENT

It is proposed that the draft Policy provided under BB Attachment 3 to this report will  
control any new additions of security roller shutters and grills to non-residential building 
façades by enforcing the requirement for landowners to obtain Planning Approval in  
accordance with Clause 5.2.1 of the City’s Town Planning Scheme No. 14.  This will  
enable the City’s Planning Department to assess if the proposal complies with the 
objectives and provisions of the proposed Policy.

The following table depicts how the Policy Objectives will be achieved through the 
provisions of the Policy Statements:
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Policy Statement Officer Comment
1. “Security roller shutters and grills 

to be visually permeable to a 
minimum of 50 percent visual 
permeability when viewed from the 
street; 

This would limit access to the building, 
whilst maintaining natural surveillance 
from within as well as from outside the 
shop.  Visual permeable shutters are 
preferable to the City, local residents and 
business owners.  This provis ion would 
ensure compliance with all three 
objectives.

2. Security devices to be installed as 
an integral part of the design and/or 
existing form of the building, 
including; 

a) The shutter box is to be fixed 
internally (behind the fascia) or 
set into the roof; and,

b) Permanently affixed grills are to 
be of a high quality design and 
where possible set internally.  
Permanently affixed low-quality 
‘diamond shaped’ grills will not 
be permitted.

This provision ensures compliance with 
objectives one and two by minimising the 
impact on the streetscape and amenity of 
other businesses.  

3. The colour of the roller-shutter or 
grill is to match or complement the 
buildings existing colour scheme 
and be of a durable finish.”

This provision ensures compliance with 
objectives one and two by minimising the 
impact on the streetscape and amenity of 
other businesses.  

4.  Any security devices must be 
maintained to a high standard at 
the owners cost.  The repair of 
damage is required to be carried 
out within 10 working days of the 
damage occurring. Any defacement 
(criminal damage) must be 
removed within 5 working days of 
the defacement occurring.

This provision addresses the need for 
ongoing maintenance and repair of 
damage including criminal damage.

These Objectives and Policy Statements enable the City to maintain and enhance the 
streetscape, and the amenity of businesses and other surrounding land uses within the 
Commercial, Mixed Use and Town Centre zones without compromising the individual  
rights of landowners to install security measures in the form of roller shutters and grills.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are costs associated with the advertising of the draft policy.



OCM 03/04/07 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 12.1.3 Continued

39
CONFIRMATION DATE: 24 APRIL 2007

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Uncontrolled installation of roller shutters and grills on non-residential buildings may 
adversely impact on the amenity of existing businesses and the aesthetics of the 
streetscape within Commercial, Mixed Use and Town Centre zones.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS
Attach. No. Details
BB Attach 3 Draft Local Planning Policy No. 28

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. Adopt and advertise the Draft Local Planning Policy No. 28 ‘Security 
Roller Shutters and Grills for Non-Residential Buildings’ as detailed 
below for public comment in accordance with the provisions of clause 
2.5 of Town Planning Scheme No. 14:

“SECURITY ROLLER SHUTTERS AND GRILLS ON NON-RESIDENTIAL 
BUILDINGS

POLICY BASIS

To facilitate the installation of roller shutters and grills for security 
purposes on non-residential buildings.  This Policy is to be considered in 
conjunction with the General Development Requirements of the City of  
Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 and other relevant Local Planning 
Policies.

POLICY AREA

All non-residential buildings within the Commercial, Mixed Use and Town 
Centre zones as identified under the City of Belmont Town Planning 
Scheme No. 14.

POLICY OBJECTIVE(S)

1. To protect the quality of the streetscape and the amenity of the 
non-residential areas by minimising the visual impact of security 
roller shutters and grills on non-residential buildings.

2. To protect the property rights of business owners within the City of  
Belmont by encouraging high quality security devices which 
enhance the existing and future streetscape and amenity of the 
area.

3. To provide opportunities to reduce crime in non-residential areas 
and ensure high quality design principles which maximise natural  
surveillance from the street into the shop and from the shop onto  
the street.
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POLICY STATEMENT

The City of Belmont may allow the installation of security roller shutters  
and grills on non-residential buildings having regard to the following:

1. Security roller shutters and grills to be visually permeable to a 
minimum of 50 percent when viewed from the street.

2. Any security devices to be installed is to blend and harmonise with 
the design and/or existing form of the building, including:

a) The shutter box is to be fixed internally (behind the fascia)  
or set into the roof; and,

b) Permanently affixed grills are to be of a high quality design 
and where possible set internally.  Permanently affixed low-
quality grills such as diamond shaped designs will not be 
permitted.

3. The colour of the roller-shutter or grill is to match or complement  
the buildings existing colour scheme and be of a durable finish.

4. Any security devices must be maintained to a high standard at the 
owners cost.  The repair of damage is required to be carried out  
within 10 working days of the damage occurring.  Any defacement  
(criminal damage) must be removed within 5 working days of the 
defacement occurring.

Exempt Provisions
Where a security roller shutter is not visible from a street the City may 
consider a non-visually permeable shutter.

Application Requirements
The addition of security roller shutter, doors and grills to a non-residential  
façade will require the submission to Council of a MRS Form 1 
Development Application, associated plans and any other supporting 
documentation.
PHOTOGRAPHIC EXAMPLES

The attached photographs provide examples of Permitted and Not  
Permitted roller-shutters and grills.

ALTERNATIVE SECURITY MEASURES

The City also encourages the incorporation of alternative or additional  
security devices into existing and new developments including:  
internal/external lighting, strengthened glass and security alarms.”

2. Refer the draft local planning policy to the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure and the Office of Crime Prevention for comment.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.1
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12.2 SOCIAL BELMONT

Nil.

12.3 ECONOMIC BELMONT

Nil.

12.4 NATURAL BELMONT

Nil.
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12.5 BUSINESS EXCELLENCE

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 12.5.1 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Marks.
Item 12.5.3 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Godfrey.
Item 12.5.10 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Godfrey.
Item 12.5.11 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Godfrey.

MARTIN MOVED, BRENNAN SECONDED, that with the exception of Items 12.5.1,  
12.5.3, 12.5.10 and 12.5.11 which are to be considered separately, the Officer 
Recommendations in the Business Excellence Belmont Key Result Area Reports,  
specifically Items 12.5.2, 12.5.4 to 12.5.9 be adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

12.5.1 Parks Section – Arboriculturalist Appointment

Report by Technical Services Division – Parks, Leisure & Environment

DATE

19 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek Council approval to employ an Arboriculturalist to manage the City’s trees.

COUNCIL ROLE 

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the 
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City 
including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets, 
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

It was determined in the risk identification process for the Parks, Leisure and 
Environment Department, and based on the Risk Definition and Classification tables in  
the Risk Management Policy, that the risk of trees dropping limbs in parks, roadways 
etc. was an extreme risk due to the frequency of this occurring.
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Our Insurers, Local Government Insurance Services, have recommended that we have 
a documented tree inspection and maintenance programme in place to cover the City 
should a claim be made against us for loss, damage or injury as a result of limb 
failures. Such a programme should include all trees in Council’s care, especially those 
species of tree known to drop limbs, and older or unhealthy trees.

Over the past four years there have been a number of limb failures in Faulkner Park,  
Garvey Park, Tomato Lake, Gerry Archer, Hardey Park and Alfred Park. These limb 
failures have not been limited to Eucalypt species, recently there has been limb failures 
with Ficus macrophylla (Morton Bay Fig) and Agonis flexuosa (WA Peppermint).

Fortunately there were no injuries as a result of falling limbs, however the most recent  
limb failures in Faulkner Park caused considerable damage to a Council vehicle in the 
car park at the rear of the Civic Centre and the other landed on a slide in the Feature 
Playground.

The City is committed to providing a safe environment in all parks and reserves and 
has an obligation to do so under the Land Administration Act 1997. While it is  
impossible to remove all risks and unforseen dangers, the City, where possible must 
implement mitigation strategies to minimise or remove these risks and dangers if it is  
aware of them. Failure to do so could result in litigation.   

Given the unpredictability of limb failures and the number of mature trees within the 
City’s parks and public open space it is recommended that in an attempt to retain these 
majestic trees in their current form and satisfy the legal requirement should a limb 
failure cause injury or death, the City employ a qualified Arboriculturalist to manage the 
City’s trees.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council:

1. Employ a qualified Arboriculturalist, LGO Level 6/7 to manage all aspects of the 
City’s trees on a permanent full time basis.

2. Purchase a new LPG Ford Falcon Station Wagon.  

LOCATION

Not applicable.

APPLICANT

Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

107/005: Employment Opportunities Enquiries or Information 
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DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position
Type of 
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority Required

CONSULTATION

No specific consultation has been undertaken with regard to this matter, however,  
Officers have been in discussion with representatives of the Local Government  
Insurance Services. 

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

The appointment of an Arboriculturalist will assist in achieving the City’s Strategic Plan 
objective for Natural Belmont to;

Protect and enhance the quality and amenity of our natural environment and;

Maintain public open space in accordance with the needs and expectations of the 
community.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The appointment of an Arboriculturalist will assist in achieving the City’s Environmental  
Enhancement Policy C4.8.1, in particular section ii. as detailed below.

The City of Belmont 

ii is committed to the protection and enhancement of the natural environment and 
creation of a sustainable environment. 

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

There are no significant statutory implications evident at this time.

BACKGROUND

It was determined in the risk identification process for the Parks, Leisure and 
Environment Department, and based on the Risk Definition and Classification tables in  
the Risk Management Policy, that the risk of trees dropping limbs in parks, roadways 
etc. was an extreme risk due to the frequency of this occurring.  Although the City does 
conduct inspections of trees post inclement weather and pre and post events, the risk 
of tree branches falling still exits. 

This is an issue for Local Government Authorities and Insurance Companies across 
Australia.
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Our Insurers, Local Government Insurance Services, have recommended that we have 
a documented tree inspection and maintenance programme in place to cover the City 
should a claim be made against us for loss, damage or injury as a result of a tree limb.  
Such a programme should include all trees in Council’s care, especially those species 
of trees known to drop limbs, and older or unhealthy trees. The implementation of such 
a programme would assist in mitigating the risk to the City and furthermore our Insurers 
would be more comfortable defending the City should a claim arise.

OFFICER COMMENT

There are 894 different varieties of Eucalyptus trees indigenous to Australia, with a 
number having the propensity to drop limbs at varying times throughout the year  
without warning. 

The main issue confronting Local Authorities is the management of inappropriate 
Eucalypt species planted some 40 to 50 years ago, such as Eucalyptus grandis (Rose 
Gum), Eucalyptus citriodora (Lemon Scented Gum), Eucalyptus camaldulensis  (River  
Red Gum). 

These trees were planted throughout the City’s parks and residential gardens without a  
true understanding of their characteristics in this environment. The obvious attraction 
for these majestic trees was their rate of growth, (which could exceed 2 metres per  
annum) and the natural shade the trees provided due to their large canopies. 

It is important to note that Eucalyptus grandis and Eucalyptus citriodora are not  
indigenous to Western Australia, they are a tall tree of coastal and sub coastal wet  
forests of eastern Australia. Growing in their natural environment they compete for light  
with other trees growing in the forest and can eventually reach a height of 55 – 75 
metres with the canopy confined to the upper reaches of the tree. However in a park 
environment where they do not have to compete with other trees for light the canopy 
can grow unrestricted to several times its natural size and therefore increasing the 
likelihood of limb failures. If seen in their natural environment these trees can be devoid 
of branches up to a height of 25-30 metres, which is an indicator of their ability to self  
prune. One has only to visit the South West of Western Australia and in particular the 
Boranup Forest with its majestic Eucalyptus diversicolour (Karri) to witness the self  
pruning capability of Eucalypt species.   

Over the past four years there have been a number of limb failures in Faulkner Park,  
Garvey Park, Tomato Lake, Gerry Archer, Hardey Park and Alfred Park. These limb 
failures have not been limited to Eucalyptus grandis, citriodora or camaldulensis,
recently there has been limb failures with Ficus macrophylla (Morton Bay Fig) and 
Agonis flexuosa (WA Peppermint)

Fortunately there were no injuries sustained as a result of these limb failures, however  
the most recent limb failures in Faulkner Park caused considerable damage to a 
Council vehicle in the car park at the rear of the Civic Centre and another landed on a 
slide in the Feature Playground.

An important factor to consider is that the City holds a number of social and community 
events in Faulkner Park, Garvey Park and Tomato Lake such as the City Fair, Carols in  
the Park, Autumn River Festival, the Avon Descent and Community Walking Events, 
which attract thousands of residents and visitors. 
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The City is committed to providing a safe environment in all parks and reserves and 
has an obligation to do so under the Land Administration Act 1997. While it is  
impossible to remove all risks and unforseen dangers, the City, where possible must 
implement mitigation strategies to minimise or remove these risks and dangers if it is  
aware of them. Failure to do so could result in litigation.    

Given the unpredictability of limb failures and the number of mature trees within the 
City’s parks and public open space it is recommended that in an attempt to retain these 
majestic trees in their current form and satisfy the legal requirement should a limb 
failure cause injury or death, the City employ a qualified Arboriculturalist to manage the 
City’s trees.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The estimated financial implications associated with this report as follows
Arboriculturalist LGO 6/7 $70,999
Ford Falcon Station Wagon $29,974
Whole of Life Operating Cost (per annum) $7,880
Computer $1,400
Mobile Phone $600

Total Costs $110,853

The above costs are inclusive of all associated costs such as Workers Compensation,  
Superannuation, Annual Leave Loading and Allowances.

It should be noted that there will be an annual increase cost associated with additional  
maintenance of the City’s trees, however this is difficult to estimate at this stage. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

It is important to note that the basis for this appointment is to ensure the ongoing 
protection and maintenance of the City’s mature trees. The systematic removal of  
mature trees and native vegetation on development sites across Australia is extremely 
disappointing and has a detrimental effect on biodiversity, particularly flora and fauna.  
The City needs to consider its responsibility in protecting these mature trees for future 
generations, as ultimately local governments around the globe may be the last bastions 
where future generations can view these majestic specimens in their natural  
environment.

To give an example, the average age of Eucalyptus trees in the South West of Western 
Australia that support nesting hollows for the Red Tailed Black Cockatoo is 175 years. 
This means that it can take anything between 150 years and 200 years for native trees 
to develop hollows suitable for Calyptorhynchus and Cacatua species (Cockatoos).  
Unless we as an industry act now to retain native vegetation and mature trees we could 
see the extinction of native wildlife species on a huge scale.

It is quite apparent that City of Belmont is leading the way in environmental  
management and is committed to increasing natural biodiversity on an annual basis. 
The appointment of an Arboriculturalist will ensure the retention and effective 
management of the City’s trees and the creation of vegetation corridors that promote 
increased biodiversity, increase the linkages between existing remnant bushland and 
enabling fauna movement between these sites.
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In the event that a tree becomes unstable or unsafe and needs to be removed a 
qualified Arboriculturalist may identify this in a timely manner and therefore potentially 
avoid an incident.

The following points detail a few additional benefits that trees contribute to the 
environment:

 It is estimated that the air temperature can be reduced by up to 8 degrees Celsius 
in the presence of appropriate tree cover. 

 Trees shading buildings and road surfaces reduce a major source of heat gain 
and hence reduce community reliance on air conditioning cooling loads.

 Gaseous air pollution is absorbed and airborne particles are captured by tree 
canopies. For example in New York City trees remove an estimated 1,821 tonnes 
of air pollution at an estimated value to the city of $9.5 million.

 Annual carbon dioxide reductions achieved through tree planting programmes 
can offset from 0.2% - 2% of annual emissions with flow on benefits to public 
utilities. 

 The larger the tree the greater the benefits, for example the average annual net 
benefits from larger trees such as London Plane, can be as much as 6 times 
greater than that from small trees such as Crepe Myrtle.

 Increasing development densities lead to increased impervious surfaces reducing 
soil permeability and the overall area of permeable surface. Trees can mitigate 
such negative impacts.

 Appropriate urban trees enhance biodiversity by providing wildlife habitat and bird 
life is greatest where trees are grown in groves or stands.

 Studies show that on average, for every dollar spent on the urban forest, it returns 
two dollars in benefits.

 The average ecological contribution of a typical community tree has been 
estimated at $270.

Source: Stringer

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
Nil
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. Employ a qualified Arboriculturalist, LGO Level 6/7 to manage all aspects of the 
City’s trees on a permanent full time basis.

2. Purchase a new LPG Ford Falcon Station Wagon.  

Notation

During discussion of the item, Cr Marks suggested an alternative motion to defer the 
item.

The reason for the alternative motion is to defer the item until further research can be 
carried out regarding the need for an Arborculturist.

An alternative motion was subsequently put and voted on as follows:

MARKS MOVED, POWELL SECONDED that Item 12.5.1, Ordinary Council  
Meeting, 3 April 2007 be deferred until further research can be carried out  
regarding the requirement for an Arborculturist.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0
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12.5.2 Annual Review of the City of Belmont Environment Plan 2005-2010**

**BEXB Attachment 4  – Item 12.5.2 refers
**BEXB Attachment 5  – Item 12.5.2 refers

Report by Technical Services Division – Parks, Leisure & Environment 

DATE

19 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

The purpose of this report is to present the revised City of Belmont Environment Plan 
2005 - 2010 to Council for endorsement.

COUNCIL ROLE 

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the 
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City 
including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets, 
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

The City of Belmont Environment Plan 2005-2010 was endorsed by Council in  
September 2005 and provides strategic direction for environmental activities 
throughout the City. 

As per the City’s ‘Environmental Enhancement Policy’, Council is committed to the 
development, implementation and continual review of the Environment Plan.  Annual  
review of the Environment Plan is to be undertaken prior to preparation of the budget  
each year.

The City’s Environmental Coordinator and Environmental Officer developed a list of  
recommended changes to ongoing and new actions, relating to:

 Deletion of actions that have been completed.
 Moving actions that have become ongoing to the relevant section.
 Addition of new actions.
 Alteration to timeframes, priority and/ or responsible officer.

The proposed changes were presented to the Environmental Committee on the 26 
February 2007 for endorsement.  After making some additional changes, which have 
been incorporated in BEXB Attachments 4 & 5, the Environmental Committee made 
the following recommendation:
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“ROSSI MOVED, BRENNAN SECONDED, that the Environmental Committee 
adopt the recommended changes to the City of Belmont Environment Plan 
2005-2010 as contained in Attachment 1 and as modified by the committee 
comment and recommend to Council for endorsement.

CARRIED 4 VOTES TO 0”

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council adopt the revised City of Belmont Environment Plan 2005-2010 as 
appended as BEXB Attachment 4.

LOCATION

Not applicable.

APPLICANT

Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

30/003 - City of Belmont Environment Plan 

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position
Type of 
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required

CONSULTATION

Internal consultation has been conducted for new actions identified as part of the 
review.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Progression of the City’s Environment Plan directly assists in the implementation of  
several objectives and targets under the Strategic Plan - “Natural Belmont”.  The 
Environment Plan is the main strategic document directing environmental management  
throughout the City of Belmont for the next five years.
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The revised Environment Plan will be the document driving environmental  
management and ensuring our activities meet the Strategic Plan – “Natural Belmont”  
objectives of:

 Protect and enhance the quality and amenity of our natural environment.
 Minimise pollution of the environment.
 Use and manage our water resources in a sustainable manner.
 Increase community and staff capacity to better protect and manage the natural  

environment.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The implementation of the Environment Plan relates directly to the City of Belmont’s 
Environmental Enhancement Policy (Policy C4.8.1), which is to “develop a strategy to 
protect and enhance the natural environment”. 

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

There are no specific statutory requirements in respect to this matter.

BACKGROUND

The City of Belmont Environment Plan 2005-2010 was endorsed by Council in  
September 2005 and provides strategic direction for environmental activities 
throughout the City. 

As per the City’s ‘Environmental Enhancement Policy’, Council is committed to the 
development, implementation and continual review of the Environment Plan. Annual  
review of the Environment Plan is to be undertaken prior to preparation of the budget  
each year.

OFFICER COMMENT

The City’s Environmental Coordinator and Environmental Officer developed a list of  
recommended changes to ongoing and new actions in the Environment Plan, relating 
to:

 Deletion of actions that have been completed
 Moving actions that have become ongoing to the relevant section
 Addition of new actions
 Alterations to timeframes, priority and/or responsible officer.

The proposed changes were presented to the Environmental Committee on the 26 
February 2007 for endorsement. After making some additional changes, which have 
been incorporated into BEXB Attachment 3, the Environmental Committee made the 
following recommendation:

“ROSSI MOVED, BRENNAN SECONDED, that the Environmental Committee 
adopt the recommended changes to the City of Belmont Environment Plan 
2005-2010 as contained in Attachment 1 and as modified by the committee 
comment and recommend to Council for endorsement.
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CARRIED 4 VOTES TO 0”

Attached to this report are the proposed changes to the Environment Plan (BEXB 
Attachment 3).  Council is asked to endorse the revised City of Belmont Environment  
Plan 2005- 2010, attached as BEXB Attachment 4.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Review of the Environment Plan will directly improve the City’s ability to protect and 
enhance the natural environment.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details

BEXB Attach 3 Changes to Environment Plan
BEXB Attach 4 City of Belmont Environment Plan 2005-2010 (Fully Revised)

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council adopt the revised City of Belmont Environment Plan 2005-2010 as 
appended in BEXB Attachment 4.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.5
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12.5.3 Tender 07/2007 – Supply and Installation of Turf within the City of  
Belmont**

**Confidential Attachment 1 - Item 12.5.3 refers
(Circulated under separate cover)

Report by Technical Services Section – Parks, Leisure & Environment

DATE

19 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek Council’s approval to award Tender 07/2007 for the Supply and Installation of  
Turf within the City of Belmont.

COUNCIL ROLE 

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the 
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City 
including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets, 
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

The provision for the supply and installation of turf within the City of Belmont was 
tendered, with four tender submissions being received. Information on the submissions 
is provided, along with the evaluation assessments and a recommendation for  
awarding the tender.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council accept the contract from Lovegrove Turf Services Pty Ltd for the supply 
and installation of turf as specified in Tender 07/2007 – Supply and Installation of Turf  
within the City of Belmont, from 1 July 2007 to June 2010.

LOCATION

All parks and streetscape environments (median islands and verges) requiring supply 
and installation of instant turf within the City of Belmont.
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APPLICANT

Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

114/173 – Tender 07/2007 Supply and Installation of Turf within the City of Belmont

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position
Type of 
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

There is no requirement for public consultation in respect of this matter, as this tender  
relates to the maintenance issue of supplying and installing turf within the City of  
Belmont.   A team of Council officers assessed this tender.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

There are no Strategic Plan implications evident at this time.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Policy Manual, Section 3.5.2 – Tenders Calling and Acceptance.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

This issue is governed in the main by the Local Government Act, 1995, in particular  
Section 3.57 which states that “a local government is required to invite tenders before it  
enters into a contract of a prescribed kind under which another person is to supply 
goods or services”.

BACKGROUND

Supply and installation of turf to the City has been undertaken by tender since 1 July 
2003. Tender 23/2002 – Road Reserve Vegetation Maintenance was for a contract 
period of 1 January 2003 to 30 June 2007, with an option of 5 years being 1 July 2007 
to 30 June 2012.  It was determined that the contract period would not be extended in  
order to allow for a review of the tender specifications and improved functioning and 
management of the tender.

Tender 07/2007 – Supply and Installation of Turf within the City of Belmont was 
advertised in the West Australian on Saturday 27 January 2007 and was available on 
the City’s website, with the tender closing on Tuesday, 20 February 2007 at 2:00pm.
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Four complying tender submissions were received, those being from Lovegrove Turf  
Services Pty Ltd., Turf Farms (WA), West Coast Turf and Turfmaster Facilities 
Management.

A table showing a summary of the tender prices of the complying tender submissions is 
included as a Confidential Attachment 1.

OFFICER COMMENT

A team of three Council Officers from the City’s Parks and Corporate & Governance 
Sections assessed the tender submissions.  

The complying tenders were assessed, through demonstrated compliance, on the 
Weighted Criteria, as given below:

Experience……………………………………. 10%
Personnel ……………………………………..   5%
Quality …………………………………………10%
Company capacity ……………………………15%
Safety …………………………………………. 10%
Referee Check ……………………………….. 15%
Price ……………………………………………35%

Table 1 below details the results of the scored assessment for the supply and 
installation of turf:

TABLE 1

Tenderer
Non-price 
Score
(out of 65)

Price 
Score
(out of 
35)

Total 
Score (out 
of 100)

Ranking

Lovegrove Turf Services Pty 
Ltd.

58.5 28 86.5 1

Turfmaster Facilities 
Management

58.5 24.5 83 2

Turf Farms (WA) 29 35 64 3

West Coast Turf 41 21 62 4

It can be seen that the Non-Price Score for two of the four tenderers (Lovegrove Turf  
Services Pty Ltd and Turfmaster Facilities Management) equally shared the number 1 
ranking among the tender submissions. The overall information provided being 
comparable, and the two tenderers were considered capable of meeting the contract 
requirements when assessed against the selection criteria. Turf Farms (WA) and West 
Coast Turf scored substantially lower as they failed to strongly demonstrate their ability 
to fulfil requirements of the Contract when assessed against the evaluation criteria.

The scoring of the submitted Schedule of Rates was then undertaken by applying the 
‘’average shopping basket” technique to determine the Price Score.
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Turf Farms (WA) was determined to be the highest ranking tenderer in terms of price 
followed by Lovegrove Turf Services, Turfmaster Facilities Management and finally 
West Coast Turf.

Referee checks were undertaken on all four tenderers, with five questions asked of  
each of the referees contacted for each tenderer.  The questions dealt with issues of  
compliance with tender requirements and willingness to rectify non-compliance, ability 
to meet deadlines, quality of product and service provision, safety and environment  
performance and ability to work effectively with the City.  All referees provided positive 
issues and no areas of concern were identified.

The tenderers were then ranked by combining the Non Price Score and the Price 
Score, with the highest scorer being considered the most advantageous tenderer.  

It is recommended that Tender 07/2007 – Supply and Installation of Turf within the City 
of Belmont be awarded to Lovegrove Turf Services Pty Ltd as the most advantageous
tender submission to the City.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Tender 07/2007 is due to commence on 1 July 2007 and will continue for three years 
until 30 June 2010. The supply and installation of turf is not for a fixed quantity, but will  
vary dependant on the City’s maintenance and capital improvements schedules.  The 
costs associated with any supply and installation of turf will be allowed for in the 
specific parks maintenance or capital improvements budget.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The City is committed to industry best practice regarding turf management.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details

Conf Attach 1 Summary:  Tender Prices of the Complying Tender Submissions

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council accept the contract from Lovegrove Turf Services Pty Ltd for the supply 
and installation of turf as specified in Tender 07/2007 – Supply and Installation of Turf  
within the City of Belmont, from 1 July 2007 to June 2010.
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Notation

During discussion of the item, Cr Godfrey suggested an alternative motion to defer the 
item.

The reason for the alternative motion is to defer the item until further research can be 
progressed regarding the existing contract.

An alternative motion was subsequently put and voted on as follows:

GODFREY MOVED, POWELL SECONDED that Item 12.5.3, Ordinary Council  
Meeting, 3 April 2007 be deferred until further research can be progressed
regarding the existing contract.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0
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12.5.4 Accounts for Payment**

**BEXB Attachment 6  – Item 12.5.4 refers

Report by Corporate and Governance Division

DATE

16 March 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Confirmation of accounts paid.

COUNCIL ROLE

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the Council. This 
is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City including accepting 
tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets, adopting plans and reports and 
all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

A list of cheque payments is presented to Council each month for confirmation and 
endorsement in accordance with the Local Government Finance regulations.  

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the Authorised Cheque Listing as included in the BEXB Attachment 6 to this item be 
confirmed and endorsed.

LOCATION

Not applicable 

APPLICANT

Not applicable

FILE REFERENCE

54/007 – Creditors – Payment Authorisations

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest
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VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required

CONSULTATION

No public consultation was considered to be required in respect to this matter.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

No Strategic Plan implications are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Regulation 13(1) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 states: 

“If the local government has delegated to the CEO the exercise of its power to make 
payments from the municipal fund or the trust fund, a list of accounts paid by the 
CEO is to be prepared each month showing for each account paid since the last such 
list was prepared

(a) the payee's name; 
(b) the amount of the payment; 
(c) the date of the payment; and 
(d) sufficient information to identify the transaction.”

BACKGROUND

Checking and certification of Accounts for Payment required in accordance with Local 
Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996, Clause 12.

OFFICER COMMENT

The following payments as detailed in the Authorised Cheque Listing are recommended for 
confirmation and endorsement.

Municipal Fund Cheques 775566-776013 $2,017,315.43
Municipal Fund EFTs EF000003-EF000005 $262,624.88
Trust Fund Cheques 905219-905221       $21,891.95
Total Payments for February 2007 $2,301,832.26

A copy of the Authorised Cheque Listing is included as a BEXB Attachment 6 to this item.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Provides for the effective and timely payment of Council’s contractors and other creditors.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details

BEXB Attach 6 Accounts for payment listing

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Authorised Cheque Listing as included in the BEXB Attachment 6 to this item 
be confirmed and endorsed.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.5
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12.5.5 Financial Reports as at 28 February 2007**

**BEXB Attachment 7  – Item 12.5.5 refers

Report by Corporate & Governance Division

DATE

16 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To provide Council with information relating to accounting reports and statements.

COUNCIL ROLE 

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the Council. This 
is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City including accepting 
tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets, adopting plans and reports and 
all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

The Local Government Act 1995 and Local (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 as 
amended requires a monthly financial activity statement to be presented to Council.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the Monthly Financial Reports as at 28 February 2007 be received.

LOCATION

Not applicable

APPLICANT

Not applicable

FILE REFERENCE

32/009 – Financial Operating Statements

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest
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VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required

CONSULTATION

No public consultation was considered to be required in respect to this matter.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Key Result Area: Business Excellence.

“Improve knowledge management and ensure organisational compliance to statutory record 
keeping obligations”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 6.4 of the Local Government Act 1995 in conjunction with Regulation 34(1) of the 
Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 requires monthly financial 
reports to be presented to Council.

Regulation 34 was amended as at 1 July 2005 to require a Statement of Financial Activity 
reporting on the sources and applications of funds for that month. A quarterly or tri-annual 
statement is no longer required under the amended Regulation. 

Regulation 34(5) determines the mechanism required to ascertain the definition of material 
variances which are require to be reported to Council as a part of the monthly report.  It also 
requires Council to adopt a “percentage or value” for what it will consider to be material 
variances on an annual basis. Further clarification is provided in the Officer Comment 
section.

BACKGROUND

The Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 require that financial 
statements are presented on a monthly basis to Council. In July this year, Council adopted 
10 percent of the budgeted closing balance as the materiality threshold.

OFFICER COMMENT

The statutory monthly financial report is to consist of a Statement of Financial Activity 
reporting on sources and applications of funds as set out in the Annual Budget. It is required 
to include:-

 Annual budget estimates
 Budget estimates to the end of the reporting month
 Actual amounts to the end of the reporting month
 Material variances between comparable amounts
 Net current assets as at the end of the reporting month.
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The amendment to the Regulations has fundamentally changed the reporting structure which 
has been used to 30 June 2005, as it now requires reporting of information consistent with 
the “cash” component of Council’s budget rather than being “accrual” based. The monthly 
Statement of Financial Activity now ties in more closely with the Management Report 
provided to Council quarterly.

The monthly financial report is to be accompanied by:

 An explanation of the composition of the net current assets, less committed* and 
restricted** assets

 An explanation of material variances

 Such other information as is considered relevant by the local government.

*  Revenue unspent but set aside under the annual budget for a specific purpose.
**Assets which are restricted by way of externally imposed conditions of use eg tied grants.

As identified above, Council is required to adopt a percentage or value to determine material 
variances in accordance with the requirements of Australian Accounting Standards (AAS) 5.
AAS5 discusses the principles to be applied in determining if a variance is material. AAS5 
states that:

“Information is material if its omission, misstatement or non-disclosure has the 
potential to adversely affect:

(a) decisions about the allocation of scarce resources made by users of the financial 
report; or

(b) the discharge of accountability by the management or governing body of the 
entity”.

AAS5’s guidance notes provide for a quantitative determination as to whether an amount is 
material, this being that if an amount is:

 less than or equal to 5 percent of the appropriate base amount then it is not material

 greater than or equal to 10 percent of the appropriate base amount then it is material.

In the application of this method, consideration must be given to what appropriate base 
amount is to be used. The AAS5 guidance notes provide details discussion on this aspect, 
however one example would seem to be appropriate to the needs of Council in the 
consideration of its monthly Statement of Financial Activity. The example provided relates to 
the interpretation of a statement of financial performance. In this case, the appropriate base 
amount can be determined as operating result(profit or loss)for the reporting period. 

In the case of Council’s Annual Budget (and related monthly Statement of Financial Activity), 
it is felt that the potential impact on the estimated closing balance should determine if an 
item is material or not. For this reason, Council adopted 10 percent of the budgeted closing 
balance as the materiality threshold 

It should also be noted that many of the variances listed in the monthly Statement of 
Financial Activity would not technically fall within the auspices of AAS5 as they are timing 
differences only, and would not generally have the potential to adversely affect either the 
decision making or the discharge of accountability for Council. Regardless of this, it is  
proposed that all variances in excess of the specified percentage will have details reported. 
All variances calculated are a comparison of year to date actual vs year to date budget. 
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In order to provide more details regarding significant variations in BEXB Attachment 7, the 
following summary is provided:

Report Section YTD Budget YTD Actual Comment

Applications of Funds – Capital
Computing 479,800 173,365 Capital acquisitions not yet 

undertaken.
Road Works 3,075,779 2,801,101 Capital works not yet undertaken.
Footpath Works 274,536 145,361 Capital works not yet fully 

realised.
Building Operations 2,383,828 1,712,632 Capital works not yet fully 

realised.
Applications of Funds – Operating
Finance Department 874,818 733,826 Printing and Copying work 

expenditure lower than anticipated 
for this time of the year.

Computing 862,293 564,807 Payments for business 
applications maintenance yet to 
be finalised.

Marketing & 
Communications

596,684 476,743 Printing and promotions work 
expenditure lower than anticipated 
for this time of year.

Human Resources 447,016 357,167 Services – Other Consultants 
work expenditure lower than 
anticipated for this time of year.

Property & Economic 
Development

311,484 168,512 Salaries/Wages & Consultants 
expenditure lower than 
anticipated. ABC allocations are 
also below budget due to the 
overlying Cost Centres being 
under expended.

Ruth Faulkner Library 915,300 694,693 Salaries/Wages & Consultants 
expenditure lower than 
anticipated. ABC allocations are 
also below budget due to the 
overlying Cost Centres being 
under expended.

Grounds Operations 1,296,256 1,151,035 Maintenance works expenditure 
lower than anticipated for this time 
of year.

Streetscapes 694,178 495,854 Other Services work expenditure 
lower than anticipated for this time 
of year.

Sources of Funds – Capital
Grounds Operations 0 (200,046) Riverbank Funding Project 

income received and not 
budgeted. 

Operations Centre (76,835) (306,112) Large fleet changeover from 
previous year – funded from 
reserve.

Sources of Funds – Operating
Financing Activities (934,877) (1,125,049) Managed Funds Growth & Land 

acquisition Reserves higher than 
anticipated for this time of year.

Belmont HACC 
Services

(853,072) (1,032,730) Third quarter grant funds received 
in advance.
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Report Section YTD Budget YTD Actual Comment
Public Works 
Overheads

(570,385) (752,042) Public Works Overhead recovery 
higher than anticipated.

In accordance with Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996, 
Regulation 34 (2)(a) the following table explains the composition of the net current assets 
amount which appears at the end of BEXB Attachment 7.

Reconciliation of Nett Current Assets to Statement of Financial Activity
Current Assets as at 28 Feb 2007 $ Comment
Cash and investments 21,888,068 Includes municipal, reserves & 

deposits
       - less non rate setting cash -8,444,846 Reserves and deposits held

Receivables 2,661,520 Mostly rates levied yet to be received
       - less non rate setting 
receivables

-418,040 ESL levied and GST payable

Stock on hand 229,169
Total Current Assets $15,915,871
Current Liabilities
Creditors and provisions -5,166,952 Includes deposits

       - less non rate setting creditors 
& provisions

3,381,294 ESL, GST and deposits held

Total Current Liabilities -$1,785,658
Nett Current Assets 31 Dec 2006 $14,130,213

Nett Current Assets as Per Financial 
Activity Report

14,130,213

Less Committed Assets -13,130,213 All other budgeted expenditure
Estimated Closing Balance 1,000,000

In addition to the statutorily required reports, Council is provided quarterly with a complete 
copy of the Monthly Management Report utilised by officers for daily budget control over the 
Municipal Fund.  This report is accumulated into cost Centres and reports at a detailed level 
within each of these cost centres.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The presentation of these reports to Council ensures compliance with the Local Government 
Act 1995 and associated Regulations, and also ensures that Council is regularly informed as 
to the status of its financial position.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details

BEXB Attach 7 Monthly Financial Activity Statement as at 28 February 2007.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Monthly Financial Reports as at 28 February 2007 be received.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.5
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12.5.6 2006/2007 March Budget Review 

**BEXB Attachment 8  – Item 12.5.6 refers
**BEXB Attachment 9  – Item 12.5.6 refers

Report by Corporate and Governance Division

DATE

20 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

This report is prepared to conduct March review of the Budget and recommend adjustments 
to the 2006-2007 Adopted Budget.  (Note: A Summary of Income and Expenditure Variances 
are included as BEXB Attachment 8)

COUNCIL ROLE

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the Council. This 
is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City including accepting 
tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets, adopting plans and reports and 
all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

In keeping with sound financial management practices, a further review of the 2006-2007 
Adopted Budget has been conducted.  The Budget remains in balance and an update of 
significant projects has been included.

The March Budget Review ensures that a sound financial position is maintained for the end 
of the financial year and a sound base is created to prepare the 2007-2008 Budget.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That it be recommended to Council that –

1. The variations to the Budget as detailed in BEXB Attachment 9 - 2006-2007 March 
Budget Review document be approved.

2. The Director – Corporate and Governance be authorised to amend the budget in 
accordance with all resolved variations.

LOCATION

Not applicable
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APPLICANT

No applicable

FILE REFERENCE

54/004 – Budget Documentation - Council

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position
Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Absolute Majority required.

CONSULTATION

Consultation has been undertaken with all Managers throughout the organisation.

Community consultation is not required.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Achieve excellence in the management and operation of the local government’s activities.  

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Regulation 33A of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations requires a 
local government to carry out a review of its Budget between 1st January and 31st March 
each year, report it to Council and then report the outcome of the review to the Department 
of Local Government.  The City of Belmont has for many years now conducted two budget 
reviews, one in October and one in March.  

BACKGROUND

In keeping with Council’s ongoing budget control and financial management, a number of 
adjustments are required to ensure Council’s Budget continues to reflect an accurate 
position.  For statutory reporting purposes, the adopted Budget is used, however, for sound 
management purposes, the adjusted Budget will be used on a day to day basis in the 
Management Reports.
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The March Budget Review is a very significant review that ensures Council’s finances 
remain on track in the lead up to the end of the financial year and therefore set a very sound 
base for the development of the following year’s Budget.  For statutory reporting purposes, 
the adopted Budget is used, however, for sound management purposes, the adjusted 
Budget will be used on a day to day basis in the Management Reports.

The March Budget Review process is aimed at addressing the following issues:

Resolutions of Council referred for funding;

 Resolutions of Council referred for consideration;
 All other Budget matters as identified by Directors and their staff; and
 That a balanced budget be maintained.

OFFICER COMMENT

The following summary lists the Divisional adjustments from the Summary of Income and 
Expenditure Variances.

 Opening Balance – Surplus (185,716)
 Chief Executive Officer Section 2,713
 Corporate and Governance Division 382,923
 Community and Statutory Services Division (190,621)
 Technical Services Division (9,299)
 Closing Balance 0

Net Cost 0

Whilst this Budget Review is particularly comprehensive and covers a myriad of issues that 
are briefly explained in the summary document, there are some issues that warrant further 
comment. 

 The adopted Budget included a conservative estimation of Interest on Investments.  The 
City’s investments will return approximately $200,000 more than budgeted.

 Transfers to Reserves have increased significantly due to the settlement of the Springs 
Land Sales not being finalised until the 2006-2007 financial year (July).  These monies 
are to be transferred to the Land Acquisition Reserve and in turn be used to purchase 
the two properties on Great Eastern Highway near the Sandringham. Additional funds 
have also been identified to transfer to the Property Development Reserve ($250,000) 
and the Building Maintenance Reserve (260,000).  Both these Reserves have been 
identified as being well short of their Capital Adequacy.

 Various Rates accounts have been adjusted to reflect the actual position and the amount 
set aside for legal expenses has now been reduced to reflect actual anticipated 
expenditure.

 Additional funds have been made available for Information Technology to overcome the 
Data Projector issues in the main reception area and for some additional equipment for 
Crime Prevention.
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 Property and Economic Development now shows the impact of receiving the proceeds of 
the Springs Land Sale in July 2006.

 Some Parks Projects have been deferred and are listed in the detailed Budget Review 
Document.

 Various changes have been made to the Building Construction area resulting in savings.

 The Opening Balance has increased post October Budget Review due to some final 
adjustments as part of the previous year audit - $185,716. 

The March Budget Review has been an extensive exercise to ensure the budget remains in 
balance and reflects the current expenditure trends.  The detailed summary of the budget 
review includes a lot of comment, however, should further explanation be required then 
please contact the appropriate Director.  

The table of Significant Projects that was included in the report for October Budget Review 
has been included with an updated table showing what changes have taken place in this 
review.  These tables should assist Councillors with an overview of what movement is 
proposed with major projects if any.
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SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS IN 2006-2007 AS PER OCTOBER BUDGET REVIEW

PROJECT DESCRIPTION PROJECT VALUE FUNDING SOURCES
$ MUNICIPAL GRANTS CONTR RESERVES LOAN TRUST TOTAL

Playground Equipment 131,000 131,000 131,000
Ascot Water Playground Demolition 300,000 300,000 300,000
Garvey Park Building Improvements 425,000 177,708 147,292 100,000 425,000
Gerry Archer Athletic Centre 150,000 150,000 150,000
Middleton Park Upgrade 418,000 402,250 15,750 418,000
Garvey Park Grounds Improvements 146,800 111,278 35,522 146,800
Goodwood Parade / Balbuk Way Improve 215,075 17,238 102,807 54,403 40,627 215,075
Faulkner Park Playground 145,000 145,000 145,000
Oasis Upgrade 750,000 750,000 750,000

Belmont Tennis Club 105,000 35,000 35,000 35,000 105,000
Ascot Close Refurb 100,000 100,000 100,000
185 President Street – Tomato Lake 274,825 52,741 90,000 132,084 274,825
Lot 712 Gt Eastern Hwy 79,825 79,825 79,825

Irrigation enhancements 210,730 210,730 210,730

Centenary Park Upgrades 293,959 51,759 242,200 293,959

TOTAL 3,745,214 1,784,704 300,849 179,403 100,000 850,000 530,258 3,745,214
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SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS IN 2006-2007 AS PER MARCH BUDGET REVIEW

PROJECT DESCRIPTION PROJECT VALUE FUNDING SOURCES

$ MUNICIPAL GRANTS CONTR RESERVES LOAN TRUST TOTAL
Playground Equipment 131,000 131,000 131,000
Ascot Water Playground Demolition 300,000 300,000 300,000
Garvey Park Building Improvements 425,000 204,776 120,224 65,000 35,000 425,000
Gerry Archer Athletic Centre 150,000 150,000 150,000
Middleton Park Upgrade 418,000 402,329 15,671 418,000
Garvey Park Grounds Improvements 174,077 174,077 174,077
Goodwood Parade / Balbuk Way Improve 215,075 20,238 102,807 51,403 40,627 215,075
Faulkner Park Playground 145,000 145,000 145,000

Oasis Upgrade 725,000 725,000 725,000

Belmont Tennis Club 95,000 40,500 40,000 14,500 95,000

Ascot Close Refurb 100,000 100,000 100,000

185 President Street – Tomato Lake 60,000 90,000 90,000

$30,000
To be 
C/Fwd 
2008/09 

Lot 712 Gt Eastern Hwy 30,000 30,000 30,000

Irrigation enhancements 210,730 210,730 210,730

Centenary Park Upgrades 328,270 328,270 328,270

TOTAL 3,507,152 1,778,650 278,702 220,903 100,000 760,000 398,897 3,537,152

1

                                                  
1 Notation: Tables changed as a result of discussions at the Agenda Briefing Forum held Tuesday 27 March 2007.
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The remainder of the Budget Review is covered in the Budget Review schedules with 
comments that explain significant line items.

The March Budget Review is an important step in the process of vigilance, as it maintains a 
balanced Budget and ensures Services and Capital Works Programmes are adequately 
resourced.

As has been the case in the past, Council’s financial position will be closely monitored in the 
lead up to the end of the Financial Year and should any significant issues require attention, 
then they will be raised with Council accordingly.  

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Budget Reviews ensure that the City’s Budget remains in balance and all matters relating to 
Income and Expenditure are addressed in a responsible and accountable manner.  They 
also ensure sufficient resources are available to meet all statutory obligations as well as 
delivering services and completing capital works. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details

BEXB Attach 8 Summary of Income and Expenditure Variances
BEXB Attach 9 Summary of Income and Expenditure Variances (Full Detail)

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

1. That the variations to the Budget as detailed in BEXB Attachment 9 2006-2007 
March Budget Review document be approved.

2. The Director Corporate and Governance be authorised to amend the budget in 
accordance with all resolved variations.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC BY ABSOLUTE MAJORITY–
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.5
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12.5.7 Policy Amendment – Councillor Support Policies ** ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
REQUIRED **

**BEXB Attachment 10  – Item 12.5.7 refers
**BEXB Attachment 11  – Item 12.5.7 refers

Report by Corporate & Governance Division

DATE

13 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider deletion of Policy C1.6.6 Professional Development Expenses Councillors, 
details of which are incorporated in the proposed amended Policy C1.6.1 Equipment, 
Supplies, Allowances and Support Services to Elected Members.  The amendment is 
proposed to ensure alignment with statutory requirements and improve operational 
application of the policy

COUNCIL ROLE

Legislative

The legislative role includes the adoption of local laws, town planning schemes and policies.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

Deletion of Policy C1.6.6 Professional Development Expenses Councillors, incorporating 
relevant details into the revision of Policy C1.6.1 Equipment, Supplies, Allowances and 
Support Services to Elected Members - undertaken to ensure alignment with statutory 
requirements.

Officer Recommendation Summation

Recommends deletion of Policy C1.6.6 Professional Development Expenses Councillors and 
adoption of an amended Policy C1.6.1 Equipment, Supplies, Allowances and Support 
Services to Elected Members.

LOCATION

Not applicable. 

APPLICANT

Not applicable.
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FILE REFERENCE

32/015 Corporate Management / Council Policy Manual 

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Absolute majority required.

CONSULTATION

The City has consulted and sought advice from the Department of Local Government and 
Regional Development, the City’s legal advisers; the City’s elected members and a range of 
relevant officers.

A survey of Councillor Support at Metropolitan Local Governments has also been conducted.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Objective: Achieve excellence in the management and operation of the local government 
activities

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

A resolution to delete Policy C1.6.6 Professional Development Expenses Councillors and 
amend Policy C1.6.1 Equipment, Supplies, Allowances and Support Services to Elected 
Members will update the City’s Policy Manual and subsequently change administrative 
process. 

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

The Local Government Act 1995 Division 8 and the Local Government (Administration) 
Regulations 1996 are applicable.  Specific relevant statutory references are provided in the 
draft amended policy shown in the officer recommendation.

Decisions in accordance with Local Government Act 1995 s5.98A(1), s5.99 and s5.99A 
require an Absolute Majority.

BACKGROUND

Council originally considered a number of reports in late 2003 arising from elected member 
enquiries into the possibility of the City providing either suitable corporate uniform or a 
clothing allowance to support elected members in presenting a professional image.
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These considerations culminated in a report to the then Community and Executive Services 
Standing Committee on 10 February 2004 (item 10.5.2), which proposed adoption of a new 
policy to consolidate the range of equipment, supplies, allowances and support services 
provided by the City to elected members.

The policy C1.6.1 Equipment, Supplies, Allowances and Support Services to Elected 
Members, has since been reviewed by the administration and submitted for amendment by 
Council on a number of occasions, most recently to amend details associated with use of 
‘cab charge vouchers’ via the Ordinary Council Meeting on 8 February 2005 refer item 
11.3.4.

Copies of the current policies C1.6.1 Equipment, Supplies, Allowances and Support Services 
to Elected Members and C1.6.6 Professional Development Expenses Councillors are 
provided as BEXB Attachment 10 and BEXB Attachment 11.

The Local Government Act 1995 s7.13(i) requires the City to perform on an annual basis, a 
statutory audit of activities as prescribed in the Act and determined by the Minister for Local 
Government.

As a result of the 2007 Compliance Audit, Council resolved to review its current Council 
Support policies.  The relevant extract of the Council resolution is as follows:

“3. That the Chief Executive Officer pursue the implementation of the following 
listed remedial actions in order to enhance the City’s compliance capacity:….

Finance Remedial Action:
8 Local Government Act 1995 s5.98

Local Government (Administration) 
Regulations 1996 r31

Was reimbursement to elected 
members within prescribed 
ranges or as prescribed?

The City’s Policy C1.6.1(1) Elected Members 
Expenses to be reviewed in consultation with 
the Department of Local Government, with a 
further report to be provided to Council to 
revise the policy to align with the Act 
requirements.

and further….

6. The CEO write to the Director-General of the Department of Local 
Government requesting amendments to simplify the complex provisions of the 
Local Government Act 1996 and Local Government (Administration) 
Regulations 1996 relating to Council member fees, allowances and expense 
reimbursements.”

OFFICER COMMENT

Revision of Policy C1.6.1 Equipment, Supplies, Allowances and Support Services to Elected 
Members has also triggered review of Policy C1.6.6 Professional Development Expenses 
Councillors, as both address the requirements of the Local Government Act 1995 Division 8
and are more effectively managed within a single policy.

These policies have subsequently been reviewed by City officers and the following key 
amendments are proposed:
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 Incorporation of Policy C1.6.1 Equipment, Supplies, Allowances and Support Services to 
Elected Members and Policy C1.6.6 Professional Development Expenses Councillors 
into one comprehensive Policy C1.6.1 Council Member Support.

 Removal of Sundry Expenses Allowance and replacement with reimbursement of Sundry 
Expenses.

 Introduction of an Information Technology Allowance to provide for internet costs and the 
costs of consumables.

 A substantial review of the extent and limits for expense reimbursements.

 Require Council members to purchase their own consumables rather than these being 
provided by the City.

 Introduction of reimbursement of Carer’s Costs where an Elected Member is the carer of 
a person who has a disability, mental illness, chronic condition or who is frail aged.

 Introduction of Carbon Offsets for interstate and overseas travel.

 Comprehensive redraft of the existing Council Support policies resulting in a clearer 
document that adequately addresses all relevant issues.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The provision of support to Council members has a significant financial impact upon the City.  
The extent of these financial implications is set out in the policy.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The amended policy proposes to require the City to offset the carbon emissions caused by 
all interstate and overseas travel.  This is designed to reduce the impacts of business travel 
on the environment and climate change

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details

BEXB Attach 10 Current Policy C1.6.1 Equipment, Supplies, Allowances and Support 
Services to Elected Members

BEXB Attach 11 Current Policy C1.6.6 Professional Development Expenses - Councillors

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. Delete Policy C.1.6.6 Professional Development Expenses Councillors, which is 
superseded by amendment to Policy C1.6.1 Equipment, Supplies, Allowances and
Support Services to Elected Members; and,

2. Replace Policy C1.6.1 Equipment, Supplies, Allowances and Support Services to 
Elected Members with Policy C1.6.1 Council Member Support and the following 
amended policy text:
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C1.6.1 COUNCILLOR SUPPORT

Policy Objective:

To provide Council members with an appropriate level of remuneration and support to 
ensure that they are able to effectively fulfil their role.

Policy Statement:

This policy sets out Council member entitlements to:
1. receive fees, allowances and reimbursement of expenses; 

2. access equipment and other entitlements; and

3. receive an appropriate level of professional development.

The policy complies with the requirements of the Local Government Act 1995 (“the 
Act”) and Local Government (Administration) Regulations 1996(“the Regulations”).

FEES AND ALLOWANCES

1. Mayoral Allowance 
Section 5.98(1) of the Act and Regulation 30

The Mayor is entitled to be paid a Mayoral Allowance of $35,000 as at 1July 
2004.

The Mayoral Allowance shall be increased at 1 July each year by an amount 
equal to the increase in the Perth (All Groups) Consumer Price Index for the 12 
month period commencing in the March quarter of the previous year.  Current 
Mayoral Allowance being $37 710 at 1 July 2006.

The Mayor is also entitled to the use of a private motor vehicle which is 
attributed a value of $5,500 for the purpose of this policy.  This value is in 
addition to the Mayoral Allowance payment set out above.

The Mayoral Allowance to be paid quarterly in arrears.

2. Mayoral Sitting Fee
Section 5.98(5) of the Act and Regulation 33

The Mayor is entitled to a Mayoral Sitting Fee of $14,000, to be paid quarterly in 
arrears.. 

3. Deputy Mayoral Allowance
Section 5.98A of the Act and Regulation 33A 

The Deputy Mayor is entitled to a Deputy Mayoral allowance which is equal to 
25% of the Mayoral Allowance , to be paid quarterly in arrears.
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4. Annual Fee in Lieu of Meeting Fees
Section 5.99 of the Act and Regulation 34

A Council Member is entitled to an Annual Fee in Lieu of Meeting Fees of
$7,000,  to be paid quarterly in arrears.

5. Telecommunications Allowance
Section 5.99A of the Act and Regulation 34A 

A Council Member is entitled to an annual allowance in lieu of reimbursement 
of telecommunications expenses of $2,400, to be paid quarterly in arrears.

The Telecommunications Allowance is an allowance in lieu of reimbursement.  
This Allowance covers the expenses incurred by Council members in 
performing a function under the express authority of the City or in performing 
a function in the Council member’s official capacity for:

a. telephone rental charges; 
b. call charges; 
c. line rental; 
d. costs for installation of additional line (if required by the Council 

member); and, 
e. service charges.

6. Information Technology Allowance
Section 5.99A of the Act and Regulation 34AA 

A Council Member is entitled to an annual allowance in lieu of reimbursement 
of information technology expenses of $1,000, to be paid quarterly in arrears.

The Information Technology Allowance is an allowance in lieu of 
reimbursement. This Allowance covers the expenses incurred by Council 
members in performing a function under the express authority of the City or in 
performing a function in the Council member’s official capacity for:

a. internet connection charges;
b. ongoing internet service charges;
c. costs of internet usage including downloads related to Council 

business;
d. additional software not included in the City’s standard configuration; 

and
e. all consumables including, but not limited to, paper and ink 

cartridges.

REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES

7. Claims for Reimbursement In Excess of Allowances
Section 5.99A of the Act

If a Councillor incurs expenses of a type that are covered by the Information 
Technology Allowance or the Telecommunications Allowance in excess of the 
amount of the allowance for that year then the provisions of this clause apply.
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If the expenses are less than $500 in excess of the amount of the allowance 
then the Council member is entitled to be reimbursed for those expenses if 
they submit sufficient information verifying:

a. the total of all of the expenses incurred by the Council member of 
that type including expenses covered by the allowance and in 
excess of the allowance; and

b. that the expenses have been incurred in performing a function 
under the express authority of the City or in performing a function in 
the Council member’s official capacity.

If the expenses are more than $500 in excess of the amount of the allowance 
then the request for reimbursement must be referred to Council.

8. Reimbursement of Statutory Child Care Expenses 
Section 5.98(2) of the Act and Regulation 31

A Council member has a statutory entitlement to be reimbursed for child care 
expenses incurred by the Council member as a result of attendance at a 
council meeting or a meeting of a committee of which he or she is member.  
The City of Belmont will reimburse child care expenses, verified by sufficient 
information, in accordance with a Council member’s statutory entitlement

9. Reimbursement of Statutory Travel Expenses
Section 5.98(2) of the Act and Regulation 31

A Council member has a statutory entitlement to be reimbursed for travel 
expenses incurred by the Council member as a result of attendance at a 
council meeting or a meeting of a committee of which he or she is member.  
The City of Belmont will reimburse travel expenses, verified by sufficient 
information, in accordance with a Council member’s statutory entitlement

10. Reimbursement of Other Expenses
Section 5.98(3) of the Act and Regulation 32

A Council member is to be reimbursed for the following types of expenses to 
the extent set for each type of expense where the expense is incurred:

a. in performing a function under the express authority of the City; 

b. by reason of being accompanied by no more than one other person 
while performing an official function where the City considers it to 
be appropriate; or

c. in performing a function in the Council member’s official capacity; 
and

the expense is verified by sufficient information.
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TYPE OF EXPENSE
EXTENT OF 
REIMBURSEMENT

Travelling Expenses and Child Care Costs not 
Covered By Statutory Entitlement
Travelling expenses and child care costs incurred 
by a Council member travelling to and from or 
attending:

a. any conference,
b. any official function that the Council 

member is invited to attend in their 
capacity as a Council member;

c. any official function, meeting or event 
that the Council requests the Council 
member to attend; or

d. any meeting of a group or body on 
which the Council member is a delegate 
or representative.

The actual 
expense incurred.

Carer’s Costs
Where a Council member personally cares for a 
person who has a disability, mental illness, 
chronic condition or who is frail aged, the costs of 
a replacement carer incurred by a Council member 
from attending:

a. any conference
b. any Council or committee meeting; 
c. any official function that the Council 

member is invited to attend in their 
capacity as a Council member;

d. any official function, meeting or event 
that the Council requests the Council 
member to attend; or

e. any meeting of a group or body on 
which the Council member is a delegate 
or representative.

The actual 
expense incurred.

Sundry Expenses
Sundry expenses incurred by a Council member 
for:

a. clothing, footwear and suit hire;
b. personal grooming;
c. dry cleaning;
d. costs of attending social functions; and
e. protocol gifts.

The actual 
expense incurred 
to a maximum 
value of $1500 per 
year for each 
Council member.

Expenses of Being Accompanied
Expenses incurred by Council members by reason 
of being accompanied by no more than one other 
person while performing an official function in 
attending:

a. any official function, meeting or event 
that the Council requests the Council 
member to attend; or

b. any official function that the Council 
member is invited to attend, along with 

The actual 
expense incurred 
to a maximum 
value of $250 per 
year for each 
Council member.
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TYPE OF EXPENSE EXTENT OF 
REIMBURSEMENT

other person, in their capacity as a 
Council member,

that takes place in the Perth Metropolitan Area.
CONFERENCE EXPENSES
The following expenses incurred whilst a Council 
member is at a conference outside the Perth 
metropolitan area.

A Council member 
is entitled to be 
reimbursed for 
travel, 
accommodation 
and registration 
and Sundry 
Conference 
Expenses to a 
maximum total 
value of $5,000 
per year less any 
amount the City 
has expended on 
conference travel, 
accommodation 
and registration 
for that Council 
member during 
that year.

Travel, accommodation and registration The actual 
expense incurred.

SUNDRY CONFERENCE EXPENSES The actual 
expense incurred 
up to the limits set 
out in the left 
hand column for 
each expense.

Breakfast expenses 
The actual expense incurred to a maximum 
value of $40 a day
Lunch expenses
The actual expense incurred to a maximum 
value of $60 a day
Dinner expenses
The actual expense incurred to a maximum 
value of $80 a day
Other conference expenses
Drinks
Mini-bar
Non business telephone calls
Dry cleaning
Personal grooming 
The actual expense incurred to a maximum 
value of $50 a day
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PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

In this policy:
a. “conference” means a conference, seminar, study tour, training 

course, lecture or workshop relating to the good governance of 
the City of Belmont; and

b. a reference to an interstate conference includes a conference 
held in New Zealand.

Council Members

11. Budget for Professional Development

This policy establishes a limit for travel, accommodation and registration 
expenses for conferences.  A Council member may request attendance at 
conferences each year up to the set budget amount.  A Council member may 
agree to fund any short fall in conference expenses where attendance at a 
conference would exceed the set budget amount.

12. Council Nominated Conferences
The costs of attendance at conferences listed in this clause, or to which 
Council resolves to send a Council member as a delegate, are not to be 
deducted from the professional development budget limit for that Council 
member.  These conferences include the Australian Local Government 
Association, Local Government Managers Australia and Australian Mayoral 
Aviation Council national conferences.  

Unless otherwise resolved by Council;
a. the Mayor, or the Deputy Mayor; and 
b. the CEO, or the CEO’s nominee 

will be the Council delegate for attendance at these conferences.

13. Travel Accommodation and Registration
The City will pay the cost of travel, accommodation and registration at 
conferences under this policy on behalf of a Council member up to the limit 
determined in this policy.  If a Council member pays for travel, accommodation 
and registration at a conference then the Council member is entitled to 
reimbursement up to the limits determined in this policy.

14. Standard of Travel and Accommodation
The Mayor is to travel business class unless the Mayor requests economy 
class.

All other officer and Council member travel is to be economy class.

Hotel accommodation is to be provided at the conference venue.  If 
accommodation is not available at the conference venue then accommodation 
is to be at a mid-range hotel as close as practicable to the conference venue.
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15. Frequent Flyer Points
Where possible, any frequent flyer points earned from flights undertaken whilst 
on Council business shall be applied:

a. in relation to Council business; or
b. to enable a Council member to be accompanied whilst on 

Council business.

16. Sundry Conference Expenses
A Council member is entitled to reimbursement of Sundry Conference 
Expenses above, for attending conferences outside the Perth Metropolitan area 
up to the limits determined in this policy.

All Sundry Conference Expenses incurred by a Council member may be:
a. covered by the advance; and
b. reimbursed in accordance with this policy.

17. Interstate and Overseas Conferences
Unless otherwise resolved by Council, only one Council member shall attend 
an interstate or overseas conference.

18. Carbon Offsets
The City will offset the carbon emissions caused by all interstate or overseas 
travel by:

a. purchasing an equivalent amount of carbon offsets; or
b. planting a sufficient number of trees to offset carbon emissions.

19. Report
A Council member must prepare a written report for inclusion in the Elected 
Members Bulletin for any conference that they attend.  

20. Cash Advance
Section 5.102 of the Act
A Council member is entitled to a cash advance of up to $100 a day when 
attending a conference outside the Perth metropolitan area.  An application for 
a cash advance must be made to the Chief Executive Officer at least 7 days 
prior to departing for the conference.  

A Council member:
a. is entitled to be reimbursed in accordance with this policy for any 

conference expenses incurred in excess of the cash advance;
b. must use the cash advance for conference expenses that are 

reimbursable under this policy only;
c. must verify with sufficient information that the cash advance has 

been spent on conference expenses; and
d. must refund the City if the amount of reimbursement claims is less 

than the cash advance.



OCM 03/04/07 Reports of Administration
Business Excellence Belmont

Item 12.5.7 continued

85
CONFIRMATION DATE: 24 APRIL 2007

21. Travelling whilst Interstate and Overseas (other than air travel)
Council members shall endeavour to use the most cost effective and 
environmentally friendly method of travelling when interstate and overseas.  
When travelling within a region a Council member will endeavour to travel by 
public transport, or if this is not practicable, then by taxi.  A Council member 
may request cab charge vouchers in advance of travelling interstate.  

The use of a hire car must be approved in advance by the CEO.

22. Accompaniment by Spouse
If a Council member wishes to be accompanied by their spouse or partner then 
the Council member must cover the cost of all expenses of being accompanied 
by their spouse or partner other than:

a. the cost of attending an official conference dinner or equivalent 
function; and

b. accommodation costs where the spouse or partner stays in the 
same room as the Council member.

In some circumstances it will be more efficient and effective for the City to 
make arrangements for a spouse or partner and pay for travel, accommodation 
and registration costs.  In this instance, the Council member must reimburse 
the City for any of these costs.

Officers

The attendance of an officer at an overseas conference must be approved in advance 
by Council.

Officers are entitled to reimbursement of conference expenses to the same extent as 
Council members except for child care costs or carer’s costs..

All other matters relating to officer attendance at conferences are to be managed by 
the CEO.

GENERAL - COUNCIL SUPPORT

23. Supply and Setup of Personal Computing and Telecommunications Equipment
The City will supply and install personal computing and telecommunications 
equipment that provides sufficient capability to enable Council members to 
fulfil their role.  The equipment will configured in accordance with the City’s 
requirements and standard configuration at the time of issue.  This 
configuration will include, but may not be limited to, word processing, 
spreadsheet, virus scanning, e-mail and internet browsing software.  Any 
additional software required by a Council member must be purchased using 
the Council member’s Information Technology Allowance.  



OCM 03/04/07 Reports of Administration
Business Excellence Belmont

Item 12.5.7 continued

86
CONFIRMATION DATE: 24 APRIL 2007

The City does not set up or configure personal computing and 
telecommunications equipment to the requirements of any particular internet 
service provider.  Each Council member must make arrangements with their 
own internet service provider, including set up and configuration, for 
connection to the internet.  Council members must consider the security and 
cost implications of engaging a particular internet service provider.

24. Ownership of Equipment
The City retains ownership of equipment installed under this policy.

25. Maintenance
The City’s designated support provider will maintain a Council member’s 
equipment unless the need for maintenance arises from the use of software 
that has not been installed by the City.

26. Disposal or Purchase of Equipment
If a Council member ceases to be a Council member, or if City owned 
equipment installed under this policy becomes obsolete or malfunctions, then 
the Council member may:

a. purchase the equipment from the City at its written down value; or
b. return the equipment to the City within 30 days of either the Council 

member ceasing to be a Council member or replacement equipment 
being installed.

The written down value of the equipment is to be calculated as the purchase 
price of the equipment depreciated using the prime cost method by:

a. 50% in the first year;
b. 30% in the second year; and
c. 20 % in the third year.

If a piece of equipment has been fully depreciated then the Council member 
may elect to keep the equipment at no cost.

27. Access Key and Security Card
A Council member will be provided with an access key and security card 
providing access to the Councillor’s Lounge, Councillor’s Office and Council 
Chamber as soon as possible following election to office.  

A Council member must return their access key and security card within 7 
days of ceasing to be a Council member.

28. Access to Information
All Council members will be provided with access to City information through a 
secured elected member access facility on the City’s internet site.  All other 
requests for information must be directed to the CEO or the CEOs nominee.
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29. Business Cards
Each Council member will be allocated a maximum of 1000 business cards 
after each Ordinary Council Election.  The business cards will be printed in 
accordance with the City’s Corporate Style Guide.  Business cards must be 
used for Council business only and must not be used for electioneering 
purposes.

30. Additional Support
The CEO must refer to Council any request by a Council member for 
equipment, supplies, information, support, fees, allowances, professional 
development or reimbursement of expenses that is additional to or outside of 
the requirements of this policy.

ABSOLUTE MAJORITY REQUIRED

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC BY ABSOLUTE MAJORITY –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.5
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12.5.8 Purchasing Policy**

**BEXB Attachment 12  – Item 12.5.8 refers
**BEXB Attachment 13  – Item 12.5.8 refers

Report by Corporate & Governance Division

DATE

14 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Deletion of Policy C3.5.1 Purchasing When Tenders Not Required and also Policy C3.5.2 
Tenders Calling and Acceptance. Adoption of newly drafted Policy C3.5.1 Purchasing to 
meet the requirements of amendments to the Local Government (Functions & General) 
Regulations 1996, which are effective as at 30 March 2007.

COUNCIL ROLE

Legislative

The legislative role includes the adoption of local laws, town planning schemes and policies.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

Amendments to the Local Government (Function and General) Regulations 1996 are 
operational from 30 March 2007 and include a requirement for local governments to 
implement a purchasing policy as well as addressing implementation of the full range of 
amendments to these regulations, including the movement of the tender requirement 
threshold from that of $50 000 to $100 000.

Officer Recommendation Summation

Recommends deletion of Policy C3.5.1 Purchasing When Tenders Not Required and Policy 
C3.5.2 Tenders Calling and Acceptance and subsequent adoption of new Policy C3.5.1 
Purchasing.

LOCATION

Not applicable. 

APPLICANT

Not applicable.
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FILE REFERENCE

32/015 Corporate Management / Council Policy Manual 

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority Required

CONSULTATION

Consultation has occurred with the WA Local Government Association, Department of Local 
Government & Regional Development and relevant officers of the City.

No external consultation is required, as the matter is internal / operational in nature.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Objective: Achieve excellence in the management and operation of the local 
government activities

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

Adoption of the proposed Policy C3.5.1 Purchasing and deletion of the obsolete original 
Policy C3.51 Purchasing When Tenders Not Required and Policy C3.5.2 Tenders Calling 
and Acceptance, will amend the City’s Policy Manual.  Relevant administration processes 
will also change to align with the amended policy.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

The Local Government Act 1995, s3.57 and the Local Government (Functions and General) 
Regulations 1996 Part 4 are relevant.

Amendments to the Local Government (Functions and General) Regulations 1996 were 
published in the Government Gazette #16 on 2 February 2007 and are operational from 30 
March 2007.

Of specific relevance are the amendments to Regulation 11, which increase the tender 
threshold requirements from $50,000 to $100,000 and new Regulation 11A which requires a 
local government to adopt and implement a purchasing policy with intent that it provides 
sufficient and effective controls over the purchasing goods or services where the value is 
expected to be under the tender threshold.

The text of the new regulation is provided below:-
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11A. Purchasing policies
(1) A local government is to prepare or adopt, and is to implement, a purchasing 

policy in relation to contracts for other persons to supply goods or services where 
the consideration under the contract is, or is expected to be, $100 000 or less or 
worth $100 000 or less.

(2) A purchasing policy is to make provision for and in respect of the policy to be 
followed by the local government for, and in respect of, entering into contracts 
referred to in subregulation (1).

(3) A purchasing policy must make provision in respect of -
(a) the form of quotations acceptable; and
(b) the recording and retention of written information, or documents, in respect 

of -
(i) all quotations received; and
(ii) all purchases made.

(4) Different requirements may be imposed under a purchasing policy in respect of 
different classes, or types, of any of the following -
(a) goods and services;
(b) suppliers;
(c) contracts;
(d) any other thing that the local government considers appropriate.

BACKGROUND

The City’s Policy Manual currently includes (provided as BEXB Attachment 12 and BEXB 
Attachment 13):

 Policy C3.5.1 – Purchasing When Tenders Not Required
 Policy C3.5.2 – Tenders Calling and Acceptance

The Department of Local Government and Regional Development provided in their Circular 
No.3/2007:

 copies of the relevant statutory amendments; 
 details of the WA Local Government Association model purchasing policy; and,
 instruction for local governments to adopt purchasing policy which meets the new 

statutory requirements in a timely manner.

OFFICER COMMENT

The City’s administration has reviewed the amendments to the Local Government (Functions 
& General) Regulations 1996, along with the WA Local Government Association model 
purchasing policy, the City’s current relevant policies and our operational needs.

These considerations have resulted in a substantial rewrite of the City’s purchasing policies.  



OCM 03/04/07 Reports of Administration
Business Excellence Belmont

Item 12.5.8 Continued

91
CONFIRMATION DATE: 24 APRIL 2007

It is subsequently recommended that policy C3.5.1 Purchasing When Tenders Not Required 
and C3.5.2 Tenders Calling and Acceptance be deleted from the Policy Manual and that a 
new purchasing policy which is drafted to meet the statutory and operational needs be 
adopted.  The proposed new Policy C3.5.1 Purchasing is shown in the Officer 
Recommendation.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

This policy establishes a revised framework for the City’s purchasing activities.

There may be cost, resource and efficiency savings demonstrated from the reduced 
requirement for conducting tenders with the threshold now increased to $100,000.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental implications evident.  The City has in place Policy C3.5.3 
Environmental Purchasing Policy, which provides guidance on environmental considerations 
in purchasing.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
BEXB Attach 12 Policy C3.5.1 Purchasing When Tenders Not Required
BEXB Attach 13 Policy C3.5.2 Tenders Calling and Acceptance

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:-

1. Delete current Policy C3.5.1 Purchasing When Tenders Not Required and 
Policy C3.5.2 Tenders Calling and Acceptance from the City’s Policy Manual

2. Instruct the CEO to conduct a comprehensive review of internal procedures as 
a result of the adoption of the following policy; and,

3. Adopt new Policy C3.5.1 Purchasing as follows:-

C3.5.1 PURCHASING

Policy Objective:
This policy:

1. meets the requirements of the Local Government Act 1995 and the 
Local Government (Functions and General) Regulations 1996 to 
establish a framework of operational standards for contracts to 
purchase goods and services;

2. sets out the requirements for acceptable forms of quotation, and the 
recording of documents and information, for contracts to purchase 
goods and services; 
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3. is designed to ensure that the City receives value for money as a 
result of its purchasing activities; and

4. aims to deliver a high level of accountability whilst providing a 
flexible, efficient and effective procurement framework.

Policy Statement:

PURCHASING REQUIREMENTS - SPECIFIC CLASSES OF GOODS, 
SERVICES, SUPPLIERS AND CONTRACTS

Lawyers
No quotations are required for contracts with lawyers where the value of 
the contract is less than or equal to $100,000.  A request for legal services 
is to be recorded in writing.

Contracts for Construction Projects
One written quotation must be obtained for construction projects where 
the value of the contract is less than or equal to $20,000.

More than one written quotation must be obtained for construction 
projects where the value of the contract is more than $20,000 but less 
than or equal to $100,000.

“Construction project” means substantial building construction, building 
alteration, building maintenance, road construction, landscaping, 
playground or drainage projects but excludes minor or routine works

Software
No quotations are required for contracts for the provision, maintenance or 
support of software where the value of the contract is less than or equal 
to $100,000.  Procurement of software must be recorded in a written 
contract.

All Other Contracts To Purchase Goods And Services
For all other contracts to purchase goods and services, the following 
requirements apply:

1. No quotations are required where the value of the contract is less than 
or equal to $2,000.

2. More than one verbal quotation must be obtained where the value of 
the contract is more than $2,000 but less than or equal to $10,000.

3. More than one written quotation must be obtained where the value of 
the contract is more than $10,000 but less than or equal to $20,000.

4. More than two written quotations must be obtained where the value of 
the contract is more than $20,000 but less than or equal to $50,000.
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5. More than two written quotations must be obtained, and a formal
assessment undertaken, where the value of the contract is more than 
$50,000 but less than or equal to $100,000

Contracts Over $100,000
Where the value of a contract for the provision of any goods or services is 
more than $100,000 then the provisions of the Local Government Act 1995 
and the Local Government (Functions and General) Regulations 1996 
apply.

Exempt Purchases
A contract for the purchase of goods and services is exempt from the 
requirements of this policy if it is exempt from the requirement to tender 
under regulation 11(2) of the Local Government (Functions and General) 
Regulations 1996.

FORM OF QUOTATIONS
Both a verbal and written request for quotation must include:
1. details of the goods and services required;

2. the time when the goods and services are required; and

3. a date by which the quotation must be submitted.

Verbal
Where a verbal quotation is required under this policy then both the 
request for quotation, and the submission of a quotation, may occur 
verbally or in writing.

Written
Where a written quotation is required under this policy then both the 
request for quotation, and the submission of a quotation, must occur in 
writing.

Formal Assessment
Where a formal assessment is required under this policy, then the request 
for quotation must include the selection criteria against which the 
quotations will be assessed.

AMENDMENTS TO THE SCOPE OF A CONTRACT
The City may make minor amendments to the scope of a contract:

1. after the quotations have been received but before a contract is 
entered into; or

2. after the contract has been entered into but before it has been 
completed.
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Any major amendments to the scope of a contract must be treated as a 
separate supply and dealt with under this policy as if it were a new 
contract.

ASSESSMENT AND DECISION MAKING

Formal Assessment
Where a formal assessment is required under this policy then a written 
evaluation must be conducted of the extent to which each quotation 
satisfies the selection criteria.

Decision Making
When considering quotations submitted under this policy a decision may 
be taken either to:

1. not accept any quotation; or

2. Accept the quotation which will be most advantageous for the City to 
accept.

RECORD KEEPING

All records that are required under this policy must be kept in the City’s 
purchasing system and must be attached to any purchase order.  A record 
must be kept of a request for quotation and any submissions of quotation even 
if there is no subsequent purchase.

No quotations
Where no quotations are required, a written record must be made of the 
purchasing activity.

Verbal
Where a verbal quotation is required under this policy then a written 
record must be made of both the request for quotation and any 
submission of quotation.  This written record must include:

1. details of the goods and services required;

2. the name of any supplier who has been requested to provide a 
quotation and the date on which it was requested; 

3. the name of any supplier who submitted a written quotation, the 
amount of the quotation and the date on which it was received; and

4. the name of the successful supplier.

Written
Where a written quotation is required under this policy then the written 
request for quotation and any written submission of quotation must be 
recorded.  A written record of the name of the successful supplier must 
also be made.
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Formal Assessment
Where a formal assessment is required under this policy then, in addition 
to the above requirements, a written record must be made of the formal 
assessment.

Exempt Contracts
Where the City enters into a contract for the provision of goods and 
services which are exempt from tender, or the requirements of this policy, 
then a written record must be made of:

1. the decision that the contract is exempt, including the designation of 
the officer who made that decision; and

2. the reasons why the contract is exempt.

Amendments to The Scope Of A Contract
Where a minor amendment is made to the scope of the contract, a written 
record must be made of the minor amendment and the reasons why the 
amendment is considered to be minor.

INSUFFICIENT SUPPLIERS

Where this policy requires a certain number of quotations to be obtained, but it 
is not possible to obtain that number of quotations, then best endeavours must 
be used to obtain as many quotes as is possible.  

If it is not possible to obtain the number of quotations required under this 
policy then:

1. the requirement to obtain that number of quotations is waived; but

2. all other requirements of this policy to that type or value of contract 
apply.

CONTRACT SPLITTING PROHIBITED
It is a breach of this policy to enter into 2 or more contracts in circumstances 
such that the desire to avoid the requirements of this policy is a significant 
reason for not dealing with the matter in a single contract.

VALUES UNDER THIS POLICY
Where this policy refers to “the value of the contract” then this means the 
actual value of the contract or the expected value of the contract.
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MEANING OF A CONTRACT
The City may use the same supplier to supply goods and services to the City 
from time to time.  In this situation, each separate supply will be treated as a 
separate contract unless:

1. there is an intention for that supplier to supply goods and services on 
more than one occasion; 

2. there is an understanding that the supplier will offer the City discounted 
rates in expectation that the supplier will be engaged for contracts on 
more than one occasion; 

3. the supplier is granted preferred supplier status; or

4. a relationship develops over any period of time that evidences an 
intention to grant the supplier contracts for more than one supply;

in which case the contract is deemed to be a contract for all of the expected 
supplies, the understanding, the preferred supplier status or the ongoing 
relationship.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.5
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12.5.9 Pioneers/Early Settlers Lunch

Report by Governance Division

DATE

15 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

This report seeks Council consideration toward the amendment of the criteria determining 
eligibility for attendance at the Pioneers/Early Settlers Lunch.

COUNCIL ROLE 

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the Council. This 
is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City including accepting 
tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets, adopting plans and reports and 
all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

A Pioneers – Early Settlers Lunch is conducted on an annual basis. The criteria for 
determining eligibility to attend this function includes “a person having resided in the district 
of Belmont prior to 1936”. The Mayor has requested Council consideration towards the 
review of the eligibility requirements to ensure appropriate participation levels are 
maintained.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That in order to accommodate the changing demographic of “Pioneers” and to better serve 
the objectives of this function the following be adopted:

1. The Pioneers – Early Settlers Lunch eligibility criteria be amended to include that the 
person must have resided in the district of Belmont prior to 1946.

2. That a register is established for those persons meeting the eligibility criteria of “Early 
Settler” and that invitations for nominations to register be annually advertised in the 
local newspaper and Belmont Bulletin.

3. The register of Pioneers be retained to specifically recognise the contribution of those 
registered and that those people listed are invited to the Early Settlers lunch.

4. That the Mayor as previously resolved at Council’s meeting of 21 March 2006, 
continue to authorise and set dates for the Pioneers – Early Settlers Lunch for future 
years in consultation with the City’s administration and as required Councillors.

FILE REFERENCE

51/003 – Civic Functions
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DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position
Type of 
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority

CONSULTATION

No public consultation was considered to be required in respect to this matter.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Not Applicable

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Policy C1.7.9 – “To recognise the contribution of members of the community and past 
Councillors working for the good of the City of Belmont”

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Not Applicable

BACKGROUND

The Pioneers – Early Settlers Lunch was the subject of a report to Council at its ordinary 
meeting on the 21 March 2006

“ROSSI MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that to accommodate the changing 
demographic of ‘pioneers’ and to better serve the aims of the Annual Civic Function, 
the Officer Recommendation not be adopted and –

1 That the Pioneers Lunch be renamed as ‘Early Settlers Lunch’ and the criteria 
determining eligibility to be attend be ‘to have resided in the District of Belmont 
prior to 1936’.

2 That a Register is established for those persons meeting the eligibility criteria of 
‘Early Settler’ and that invitations for nominations to the Register be annually 
advertised in the local newspaper and Belmont Bulletin.

3 That the Register of Pioneers be retained to specifically recognise the 
contribution of those registered and that those people listed are invited to the 
Early Settlers Lunch.

4 That the following dates be set for civic functions for the 2006 calendar year:



OCM 03/04/07 Reports of Administration
Business Excellence Belmont

Item 12.5.9 continued

99
CONFIRMATION DATE: 24 APRIL 2007

 Pioneers/ Early Settlers Lunch
Friday 28 April 2006

 Volunteer/ Essential Services 
Function

Friday 23 June 2006

 Mayoral Dinner
Saturday 16 September 2006

 Annual Civic Dinner
Friday 17 November 2006

5. That the Mayor be authorised to set the dates of the above annual Civic 
functions for future years in consultation with Administration and Councillors.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0”

OFFICER COMMENT

Council previously established a register of Pioneers, in 1976, together with a function to 
recognise the contribution made by these community members to the development of the 
City. The criteria prior to March 2006 determined eligibility to be included on the register of 
Pioneers was “to have resided in the district of Belmont prior to 1926”. This was amended in 
2006 to read “to have resided in the district of Belmont prior to 1936. This amendment came 
about due to the 2004 invitation list for events containing only approximately 40 eligible 
people. Previous Council reports have provided information on proposals toward the altering 
of eligibility of requirements, however Council resolved to not dilute the value and recognition 
of those original people classed as “Pioneers”. The report to Council in March of 2006 
presented a proposal to change the criteria to “to have resided in the district of Belmont prior 
to 1950”. 

This subject is being presented again to Council on the basis of attendance at these 
functions. It is and continues to be difficult to assess as there is no ready data on how many 
residents (still alive) that may have resided in the district prior to 1950 being available. The
impact of the adjustment of the eligibility criteria to 1946 or1950 can reasonably be assessed 
only through advertising for registrations of interest and developing some way of assessing 
the validity of the application. It is possible that this could create an expectation of 
recognition of those registering and should the response be in excess of what may be 
considered to be reasonable then Council may need to reconsider this criteria. 

It was also noted in previous reports that should Council wish to proceed with a change it 
was suggested that this be done over several years to gauge response over time. Council on 
that basis last year implemented a cut of date of 1936 which has still failed to see adequate 
registrations or attendance at this function. On that basis Council may chose to move the 
criteria by another decade to 1946 or chose to open up the eligibility to that of 1950 and 
monitor this through advertising and registrations of interest.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The City budgets annually for the conduct of this function.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental implications evident.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details

Nil

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That in order to accommodate the changing demographic of “Pioneers” and to better 
serve the objectives of this function the following be adopted

1 The Pioneers – Early Settlers Lunch eligibility criteria be amended to include that 
the person must have resided in the district prior to 1946.

2 That a register is established for those persons meeting the eligibility criteria of 
“Early Settler” and that invitations for nominations to register be annually 
advertised in the local newspaper and Belmont Bulletin.

3 The register of Pioneers be retained to specifically recognise the contribution of 
those registered and that those people listed are invited to the Early Settlers 
lunch.

4 That the Mayor as previously resolved at Council’s meeting of 21 March 2006, 
continue to authorise and set dates for the Pioneers – Early Settlers Lunch for 
future years in consultation with the City’s administration and as required 
Councillors.

5 That the Mayor be authorised for this and subsequent Pioneer – Early Settler 
functions to chose the type of function to be conducted being either a 
morning/afternoon tea or lunch.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.5
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12.5.10 LATE ITEM - Appoint Acting Chief Executive Officer 
(To be circulated under separate cover) – WITHDRAWAL FROM AGENDA

Notation

At the Agenda Briefing Forum meeting held on 27 March 2007 Council was advised that
Late Item 12.5.10 should be withdrawn as there was no formal requirement for Council to 
consider this item.

MARKS MOVED, BASS SECONDED that Late Item 12.5.10 – Appoint Acting Chief  
Executive Officer be withdrawn from the Ordinary Council Agenda 3 April 2007.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0
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12.5.11 LATE ITEM - Establishment Agreement of the Eastern Metropolitan 
Regional Council (EMRC) – Deed of Variation**

**BEXB Attachment 14  – Item 12.5.11 refers
**BEXB Attachment 15  – Item 12.5.11 refers
**Confidential Attachment 2 -Item 12.5.11 refers

Report by Corporate & Governance Division

DATE

30 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

The purpose of this report is to advise Council of required amendments to the 
Establishment Agreement of the Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council (the 
agreement) to take into account legislated changes to the local government ordinary 
election day.

COUNCIL ROLE

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the 
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City 
including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets, 
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

 The Local Government Amendment Act 2006 dealing with the change of local 
government election day passed through Parliament and came into operation on 9 
December 2006.

 Two clauses in the EMRC’s Establishment Agreement (clauses 7.2 & 7.3) make 
reference to the former legislation i.e. the first Saturday in May.

 Advice has been provided by the EMRC’s legal representative in relation to the 
impact of the legislated changes on the agreement and it has been proposed to 
amend clauses 7.2 and 7.3 as contained within the body of this report and 
attachments.
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Officer Recommendation Summation

That:

1. The Council approves the Deed of Variation of the Establishment Agreement of the 
Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council for execution under common seal by the 
Mayor and the Chief Executive Officer

2. The Council notes that the deed of variation is required to be executed by all of the 
six (6) Participants and is required to be approved by the Minister.

3. In the event that the Deed of Variation is not executed by all of the Participants 
and approved by the Minister prior to the first Saturday in May 2007, the council 
appoints Councillor Godfrey and Councillor Powell to continue as councillors of 
the EMRC Council.

LOCATION

N/A.

APPLICANT

Chief Executive Officer.

FILE REFERENCE

42/003

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position
Type of 
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority.

CONSULTATION

Not Applicable.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Not Applicable.
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POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Not Applicable.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Local Government Act 1995, Section 3.65.  (Refer background below).

BACKGROUND

The districts of the EMRC Participants were constituted as a regional district and 
published in The Government Gazette on 19 August 1983. Pursuant to the former  
Local Government Act 1960 and by virtue of the Order of the Governor, a regional  
council was then constituted with a Constitution Agreement.

Changes, as a result of the Local Government Act 1995 (the Act), meant that the 
Participants were required to amend the former Constitution Agreement by revoking it  
and substituting it with an Establishment Agreement.

Each of the Participants resolved in June 1998 to enter into the current Establishment  
Agreement of the Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council.

Section 3.65 of the Act “Amendment of establishment agreement” states as follows:

1. “The participants may amend the establishment agreement for a regional local  
government by agreement made with the Minister’s approval, and a reference 
in this Division to the establishment agreement includes a reference to the 
establishment agreement as so amended.

Establishment Agreement of the Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council (EMRC) –
Deed of Variation Continued

2. The establishment agreement can be amended under subsection (1) to include 
another local government as a further participant if that local government is a  
party to the amending agreement.

3. Section 3.61(2) and (3) apply, with any necessary modifications, to an 
agreement amending the establishment agreement.”

OFFICER COMMENT

The Local Government Amendment Act 2006 dealing with the change of local  
government election day, passed through the Parliament and came into operation on 9 
December 2006. It provides for the ordinary elections to be held on the third Saturday 
in October or the Electoral Commissioner can also set a later Saturday, up to the third  
Saturday in November, if there is a problem with the original day.

As a consequence of these changes to the Act it has become necessary to amend the 
Establishment Agreement of the Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council and in   
particular clauses 7.2 “Tenure of Member of the EMRC Council” and 7.3 ”Election of  
Chairman and Deputy Chairman” BEXB Attach 14 as they both refer to the previous 
May biennial local government election day.
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At present, the Establishment Agreement provides that an EMRC regional councillor  
holds office until the Friday prior to the local government election held in May (the first 
Saturday in May).

Similarly, the current Establishment Agreement provides that the election of the 
Chairman and Deputy Chairman is to take place at the first meeting of the EMRC  
council following the first Saturday in May (every 2 years).

Advice has been provided by the EMRC’s legal representative Conf Attach 2 who has 
prepared a suitable deed of variation (deed) of the Establishment Agreement BEXB  
Attach15 to address these issues.

It provides that members of the EMRC Council will hold office until the Friday prior to 
the next biennial ordinary election (to elect Councillors of the Participants) under the 
Act i.e. now in October. Consistent with this, the election of the Chairman and Deputy 
Chairman will take place at the first meeting of the EMRC Council after the biennial  
ordinary elections.

It is possible that the biennial ordinary elections may be held on more than one day and 
the deed allows for this.

In accordance with s 3.65 of the Act, the deed is required to be executed by all of the 
participants under common seal and then approved by the Minister.

Should this process not be completed prior to the first Saturday in May, then as the 
Establishment Agreement currently stands, there would be some doubt over the 
continued tenure of the existing members of the EMRC Council beyond the preceding 
Friday. This would also result in the EMRC having to conduct an election for the 
positions of Chairman and Deputy Chairman.

In the event that the deed of variation is not fully executed by all the participants and 
approved by the Minister prior to the first Saturday in May 2007, recommendation three 
(3) provides for Council to appoint Councillor Godfrey and Councillor Powell to continue 
as Councillors of the EMRC Council.

During discussions with the EMRC’s legal representative in addressing this matter,  
several additional changes were suggested in order to improve or clarify existing 
clauses of the agreement. However, due to the urgency of the changes outlined in this 
report it has not been possible for the EMRC to fully consider other amendments at this 
point in time. It is anticipated that any further changes considered appropriate will be 
referred to a future meeting of the EMRC Chief Executive Officer Advisory Group and 
dealt with there, prior to being referred to Council.

Establishment Agreement of the Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council (EMRC) –
Deed of Variation Continued

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Nil.



OCM 03/04/07 Reports of Administration
Business Excellence Belmont

Item 12.5.11 continued

106

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Nil.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details

BEXB Attach 14 Extract from the Establishment Agreement of the Eastern Metropolitan  
Regional Council

BEXB Attach 15 Draft deed of variation

Confid Attach 2  Letter of advice from EMRC’s legal representative

**8.00pm The Manager Parks, Leisure & Environment departed and did not return

WHITELEY MOVED, POWELL SECONDED that

1. Council approves the Deed of Variation of the Establishment Agreement of 
the Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council for execution under common seal 
by the Mayor and the Chief Executive Officer;

2. Council notes that the deed of variation is required to be executed by all of 
the six (6) Participants and is required to be approved by the Minister.

3. In the event that the Deed of Variation is not executed by all of the 
Participants and approved by the Minister prior to the first Saturday in May 
2007, the Council appoints Councillor Godfrey and Councillor Powell to 
continue as Councillors of the EMRC Council.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0
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CONFIRMATION DATE: 24 APRIL 2007

13. REPORTS BY THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

13.1 INFORMATION BULLETINS

The following Elected Members Bulletin was distributed to Councillors:

Elected Members Bulletin 16 March 2007.

HITT MOVED, BRENNAN SECONDED, that the information provided to all  
Councillors and listed in the following Elected Members Bulletin be noted and 
received:

Elected Members Bulletin 16 March 2007.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

13.2 REQUESTS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Cr Teasdale – 2 May 2007 – 14 May 2007 inclusive.

DORNFORD MOVED, BASS SECONDED, that the following request for Leave of  
Absence be approved –

Cr Teasdale – 2 May 2007 – 14 May 2007 inclusive.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

14. MATTERS FOR WHICH THE MEETING MAY BE CLOSED

Nil.

15. CLOSURE

There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor declared the meeting closed at  
8.04pm.

MINUTES CONFIRMATION CERTIFICATION

The undersigned certifies that these minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held 3 
April 2007 were confirmed as a true and accurate record at the Ordinary Council  
Meeting held 24 April 2007:

 Without amendment  With amendment

Signed by the Person Presiding:  

PRINT name of the Person Presiding:  


