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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, 5 SEPTEMBER 2006, COMMENCING AT 7.02PM.

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 (departed 8.06pm & did not return) Central Ward

IN ATTENDANCE

Dr S Silcox Chief Executive Officer
Mr N Deague Director-Community & Statutory Services
Mr R Lutey Director Technical Services
Mr S Cole Director Corporate & Governance
Mr J Olynyk Manager Governance
Mr J Blanchard Principal Legal & Compliance Adviser
Ms C Corney (departed 7.09pm & did not return) Co-ord Occ Health & Safety Officer
Ms S Johnson Agenda & Minutes Officer
Mr L Lawrence (departed 7.09pm & did not return) CEO, Local Govt Insurance Scheme

MEMBERS OF THE GALLERY

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

1. OFFICIAL OPENING
The Mayor will cause the Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility to be read aloud by a 
Councillor.

The Mayor opened the meeting at 7.02pm, welcomed those in attendance, and invited 
Cr Rossi to read aloud the Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility on behalf of 
Councillors and Officers.  Cr Rossi read aloud the affirmation.

Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility
I make this Affirmation in good faith on behalf of Councillors and Officers of 
the City of Belmont.  We collectively declare that we will duly, faithfully, 
honestly, and with integrity fulfil the duties of our respective office and 
positions for all the people in the district according to the best of our 
judgment and ability.  We will observe the City’s Code of Conduct and 
Standing Orders to ensure the efficient, effective and orderly decision making 
within this forum.
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2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

2.1 APOLOGIES

Nil.

2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE
Record Councillor Leave of Absence where previously endorsed for this meeting.

Cr Teasdale 05/09/06 (OCM 15/08/06)

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
Councillors / Staff are reminded of the requirements of s5.65 of the Local Government Act 1995, 
to disclose any interest during the meeting when the matter is discussed, and also of the 
requirement to disclose an interest affecting impartiality under the City’s Code of Conduct.

3.1 FINANCIAL INTERESTS
A declaration under this section requires that the nature of the interest must be disclosed.  
Consequently a member who has made a declaration must not preside, participate in, or be 
present during any discussion or decision making procedure relating to the matter the subject of 
the declaration.

Other members may allow participation of the declarant if the member further discloses the 
extent of the interest and the other members decide that the interest is trivial or insignificant or 
is common to a significant number of electors or ratepayers.

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

Dr 
Shayne 
Silcox

13.2
Chief Executive Officer Annual 
Performance Appraisal & 
Remuneration Review

Direct impact if implemented – 
increase in salary.

3.2 DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST THAT MAY CAUSE A CONFLICT
Councillors and staff are required (Code of Conduct), in addition to declaring any financial 
interest, to declare any interest that might cause a conflict.  The member / employee is also 
encouraged to disclose the nature of the interest.  The member / employee must consider the 
nature and extent of the interest and whether it will affect their impartiality.  If the member / 
employee declares that their impartiality will not be affected then they may participate in the 
decision making process.

Name Item No. Details of Interest
Cr 
Dornford

11.1.2
Proposed Excision from Location 
14000 (Reserve 12237) and 
Locations 14002 and 14003 (78) 
Great Eastern Highway (Balance of 
Hardey Park) and Locations 14004 
& 14005 Tanunda Drive, Rivervale

Has previously used the same 
Consultant.
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Cr Bass 11.1.2
Proposed Excision from Location 
14000 (Reserve 12237) and 
Locations 14002 and 14003 (78) 
Great Eastern Highway (Balance of 
Hardey Park) and Locations 14004 
& 14005 Tanunda Drive, Rivervale

Has in the past tried to stop the 
swap of Hardey Park and knows 
one of the consultants.

Cr Hitt 11.1.2
Proposed Excision from Location 
14000 (Reserve 12237) and 
Locations 14002 and 14003 (78) 
Great Eastern Highway (Balance of 
Hardey Park) and Locations 14004 
& 14005 Tanunda Drive, Rivervale

Was at the protest meeting 
concerning the loss of a portion of 
this park.

Cr 
Whiteley

11.1.2
Proposed Excision from Location 
14000 (Reserve 12237) and 
Locations 14002 and 14003 (78) 
Great Eastern Highway (Balance of 
Hardey Park) and Locations 14004 
& 14005 Tanunda Drive, Rivervale

Attended the protest rally.

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

4.1 ANNOUNCEMENTS
Written announcements by the Presiding Member or important forthcoming functions to be 
tabled at this point.  The Presiding Member may, at their discretion, wish to make verbal 
announcements.

4.1.1 Passing Away of Mr Harold Parnham

The Mayor announced the sad news of the death of Mr Harold Parnham who 
died on 2 September 2006 at age 81 years.  Mr Parnham had resided in 
Belmont almost his whole life and gave 65 years of service to Belmont and 
the horse racing industry.

4.1.2 Presentation by the Local Government Insurance Scheme.

The Mayor announced that Mr Leon Lawrence, Chief Executive Officer of the 
Local Government Insurance Scheme is attending the tonight to make a 
presentation to Council in relation to the Occupational Safety and Health 
Management System – Diligence in Safety Award.

The Mayor thanked Mr Lawrence on behalf of Councillors and staff for 
attending and asked him to make his presentation.
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Mr Lawrence presented the award to the Mayor stating that the score was the 
highest achieved in Local Government in Western Australia with 83% 
compliance.  He thanked the Co-ordinator Occupational Health and Safety 
and the team at the City of Belmont for accomplishing such an outstanding 
achievement.

Cr Marks on behalf of Councillors asked for his thanks to be passed on to all 
staff for the achievement they had made.

The Chief Executive Officer thanked Cr Marks and stated he would pass his 
thanks on to all staff.

4.1.3 Staff Recognition Function.

The Mayor announced that the Staff Recognition Function will be held on 
8 September 2006.

The Outside staff presentation will commence at 1.30pm to 3.00pm which will 
include a sausage sizzle and drinks and the presentation of the gold award 
from the Local Government Insurance Scheme.

The Inside staff presentation will commence at 4.20pm to 6.00pm with 
nibblies and drinks in the function room, with a presentation from the Local 
Government Insurance Scheme also.

All staff will be given two movie passes to Reading Cinemas to use at a time 
convenient to them.   

**7.09pm The Director Corporate & Governance departed the meeting.

**7.09pm The Co-ordinator Occupational Health & Safety and Mr Lawrence departed 
the meeting and did not return.

4.1.4 Cr Dornford – Passing Away of Mother In Law.

The Mayor announced that Cr Dornford’s Mother In Law had recently passed 
away and passed on Councillor and Staff condolences to him.  Cr Dornford 
would need to leave the meeting early tonight for this reason. 
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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
Councillors who have not read the business papers make a declaration at this point.

Nil.

4.4 DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE RECEIVED AND NOT READ THE 
‘COUNCILLORS INFORMATION BULLETINS’ AS DETAILED IN ITEM 12.1
Councillors who have received and not read the ‘Councillor Information Bulletins’ as detailed in 
Item 12.1 of this agenda, to make declarations at this point.

Nil.

**7.11pm The Director Corporate & Governance returned to the meeting.

Version: 1, Version Date: 12/09/2006
Document Set ID: 1107082



OCM 05/09/06 Public Question Time

6
CONFIRMATION DATE: 26 SEPTEMBER 2006

5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

**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 three members of the public who had given prior 
notice to ask questions, these being Mr Spooner, Mr Griffiths and Mr Harris.

The Mayor invited the public gallery members, who had yet to register their 
interest to ask a question, to do so. Four further registrations were 
forthcoming.

5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE

Nil.

5.2 QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

5.2.1 Mr G Spooner, 280 Robinson Avenue, Cloverdale

Mr Spooner submitted the following question regarding the Oasis Swimming Pool, in 
particular the newly installed showers.

1. Who was responsible for these 18 second showers with a spray that goes 
down the wall, and doesn’t wet the body unless you sit on the floor, is it the 
Architect, builder, or Council.  In other words, who is going to pay for them to 
be rectified and when?

The Co-ordinator Council Buildings provided the following reply.

The issue of the showers have been raised previously and has been referred to the 
Architect for his determination.  

The showers were required to be vandal proof and water conserving in nature which 
has been achieved, but it is acknowledged that the outcome is not ideal.

As the shower type and configuration was specified by the Hydraulic Consultant, the 
Architect is pursuing them to investigate other options that meet the above criteria and 
also make them more useable.

At this stage it is not clear who will be responsible for the rectification and when that 
rectification will happen, but it will continue to be pursued to achieve a satisfactory 
outcome.
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5.2.2 Mr C Griffiths, c/- Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd, PO Box 369 Cloverdale

In reference to Item 11.1.2 on the Agenda Mr Griffiths asked the following questions:

1. Are Councillors aware that Mr John Raphael gives an absolute commitment that 
if all of the approvals sought in Cityscape’s application are granted that the 
development will be completed in the form that is currently before Council?

2. Further are Councillors aware that Cityscape through Mr Raphael give a 
commitment that the quality of this development on the main approach to Perth 
City From the airport will be such that it will be an icon that the City of Belmont 
will be proud of?

The Mayor replied that both questions had been noted by Councillors.

5.2.3 Mr R Harris, 481 Abernethy Road, Cloverdale

Mr Harris asked several questions as follows:

1. Will ex-councillor Alan Richardson be performing his JP duties from 1 July 2007 
in the current podiatry location?

The Mayor replied that she did not see the relevance between Mr Richardson and the 
location of the podiatry office.

The Chief Executive Officer added that the question might be better directed to Mr 
Richardson personally as it was not relevant to Council.

2. Is the current Hardey Park discussion a revisit to the carcass of what was our 
land swap?

The Mayor stated that this was a journalist’s view and not that of the Council.

3. Mr Harris directed a question to the Chief Executive Officer and asked if he had 
applied for a position in another Council since he had started work at the City of 
Belmont?

The Mayor replied that the question was inappropriate and would not require an 
answer.
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5.2.4 Mr Greenwood, 151 Coolgardie Street, Redcliffe

Mr Greenwood gave a preamble about green house and fossil fuel emissions and 
asked the following questions.

1. Mr Greenwood asked if the Mayor could indicate if Councillors had read a book 
by Lester Brown?

The Mayor replied that she could not speak on behalf of other Councillors but she had 
personally not read the book.

2. Mr Greenwood asked the Mayor if she had seen the ABC Programme about 
Cyclone Katrina?

The Mayor replied that she had not and that if Mr Greenwood wanted to discuss green 
house and fossil fuel emissions, it would be more appropriate at another forum rather 
than at this Council Meeting.

3. Mr Greenwood asked if it was possible for Council to consider buying a copy of 
the book for each Councillor?

The Mayor replied that a copy of the book would be made available in the Library.

5.2.5 Mr R Birch, 195 Knutsford Avenue, Kewdale

1. Mr Birch asked why he had not received an answer from Council to a previous 
question he had asked being:

Why had Cr Dornford in a previous meeting, declined to read the Affirmation of 
Civic Duty and Responsibility?

The Mayor replied that she would take the question on notice.

5.2.6 Mrs M Smith, 14 Laurie Street, Kewdale

1. In reference to Item 11.1.3, Mrs Smith asked if Council was aware of a phone 
survey conducted by Council in the past regarding parking facilities in Laurie 
Street.

The Mayor replied that she was not aware of the survey and the Chief Executive 
Officer added that as the survey may have been carried out some time ago, it would be 
in the City’s archive storage.
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Item 5.2.6 continued

2. In reference to Item 11.1.3, Mrs Smith asked if Council was aware of an article 
which appeared in the Southern Gazette today regarding the opening of the 
demonstration home in Laurie Street.

The Mayor replied she was aware of the editorial and was disappointed in the 
publication as there had been no decision made by Council on the application.  The 
Item was due for discussion in the Agenda this evening.

5.2.7 Mrs D Hicks, c/- 17 Laurie Street, Kewdale

In relation to Item 11.1.3 on the Agenda tonight, Mrs Hicks asked:

1. Was it Council’s policy to release names and addresses of residents who had 
taken part in surveys?

The Director Community & Statutory Services replied that it was not Council policy to 
release this information to the general public.

The Chief Executive Officer replied that the matter had been investigated and he was 
certain that there was no information given out by Council Officers.

2. Mrs Hicks asked why if this was a commercial development, why it was 
occurring in a residential street?

The Mayor replied that this issue would be discussed on the Agenda later this evening.

3. Mrs Hicks stated that the development was originally submitted as a family 
home and now it was commercial, could the Council give an assurance that 
after the temporary 12 month approval of the application was applied for, that it 
would not be further extended?

The Director replied that if the development was approved there was nothing stopping 
the applicant to apply for an extended term after 12 months.  Planning applications had 
to be assessed on planning guidelines.  If there were to be an application for extension, 
then the City would consider any problems that had occurred and would seek 
consultation with residents and assess the new application at the time.

**7.39pm As there were no further questions, the Presiding Member declared Public 
Question Time closed.

Version: 1, Version Date: 12/09/2006
Document Set ID: 1107082



OCM 05/09/06 Confirmation of Minutes / Receipt of Information Matrix

10
CONFIRMATION DATE: 26 SEPTEMBER 2006

6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES / RECEIPT OF INFORMATION MATRIX

6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 15 AUGUST 2006

BASS MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that the minutes of the Ordinary Council 
Meeting held on 15 August 2006 as printed and circulated to all Councillors, be 
confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

6.2 INFORMATION MATRIX FOR THE AGENDA BRIEFING FORUM
HELD 29 AUGUST 2006**

**Council Attachment 1 – Item 6.2 refers

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Information Matrix for the Agenda Briefing Forum held on 29 August 2006 as 
circulated in the attachment, be received and noted.

HITT MOVED, BASS SECONDED, that the Information Matrix for the Agenda 
Briefing Forum held on 29 August 2006 as circulated in the attachment, be 
received and noted, with the exception that the wording “although supporting 
the proposal” from the first paragraph titled Councillor Questions at Item 11.1.2 
be deleted.

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

Nil.

9. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

Nil.

10. 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.

10.1 STANDING COMMITTEE (EXECUTIVE)
HELD 7 AUGUST 2006**

BASS MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that the Standing Committee (Executive) 
held on 7 August 2006 as previously circulated, be received and noted.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

10.2 STANDING COMMITTEE (EXECUTIVE)
HELD 14 AUGUST 2006**

WHITELEY MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that the Standing Committee 
(Executive) held on 14 August 2006 as previously circulated, be received and 
noted.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

Version: 1, Version Date: 12/09/2006
Document Set ID: 1107082



OCM 05/09/06 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

12
CONFIRMATION DATE: 26 SEPTEMBER 2006

BASS MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that for the convenience of Cr Dornford 
needing to leave the meeting early, that Items 11.1.2 and 13.2 be brought 
forward.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

11.1.2 Proposed Excision from Location 14000 (Reserve 12237) and Locations 
14002 and 14003 (78) Great Eastern Highway (Balance of Hardey Park) and 
Locations 14004 & 14005 Tanunda Drive, Rivervale

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division

DATE

17 August 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider whether a proposal by Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd to take additional land 
from the balance of Hardey Park, as a result of road widening of Great Eastern 
Highway and Tanunda Drive be supported.  This is one of six actions requested by 
Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd.

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

Summary and Key Issues

The consultants, Greg Rowe and Associates, acting for Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd 
have submitted a comprehensive report outlining six actions to be considered by the 
Council.  It is suggested that at this time, Council only consider one of these actions 
and that concerns the taking of additional land from the balance of Hardey Park.  

Officer Recommendation Summation

It is recommended that Council agree to the above option being pursued provided 
Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd engage at their cost a public relations firm to prepare and 
implement a strategy plan to properly engage the community.  The Council can then 
review its position at the conclusion of the consultation process.
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LOCATION

Location 14000 (Reserve 12237) and Locations 14002 and 14003 (78) Great Eastern 
Highway (Balance of Hardey Park) and Locations 14004 & 14005 Tanunda Drive, 
Rivervale

APPLICANT

Greg Rowe and Associates

FILE REFERENCE

128/006 Hardey Park Development

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.
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CONSULTATION

At this stage, no public consultation was considered to be necessary in respect to this 
matter.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

No Strategic Plan impacts are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Any change to an ‘A’ Class Reserve requires the approval of both Houses of 
Parliament.  The process that should be followed requires endorsement by the 
Department of Land Information (DLI) and/or Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure (DPI).

Right of Appeal
There are no appeal rights in relation to this matter.

BACKGROUND

The Planning Consultants, Greg Rowe and Associates (the Applicants), acting on 
behalf of the landowners, Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd, produced a comprehensive 
proposal for the consideration of the Council that includes a Report, plans and a model. 

The Report has been circulated to Councillors under a covering memo dated 1 June 
2006 in order that Councillors could obtain a thorough understanding of what was 
proposed and the relevant arguments.

The Applicants have requested six actions to be carried out by the Council and these 
are as follows.

1. To initiate a Scheme Amendment in accordance with Figure 17 of the Report.

2. To initiate the Reserve modification process in accordance with Figure 18 of the 
Report.

3. To initiate the process required to modify the ‘A’ Class designation in 
accordance with Figure 18 of the Report.

4. To initiate the closure of Tanunda Drive in accordance with Figure 19 of the 
Report.

5. To confirm by resolution of the Council that on submission of a suitable 
Subdivision Application that it will support the configuration of the land depicted 
in Figure 12 of the Report.
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6. To confirm by resolution of the Council that on submission of a suitable 
Development Application that it will support the development proposal plans 
depicted in Figures 20 to 35 inclusive of the Report.

The presumption is that the Council should make a determination on all six actions at 
the same time, but this is not considered to be in the Council’s best interests in terms of 
being able to clearly and unambiguously engage the public in the process.  The other 
actions can be commenced at different times as appropriate, with a view to 
streamlining the statutory processes.

This Report therefore only deals with Action 3, as this is the key action upon 
which other actions depend.  This Action involves the north-western boundary of 
Location 14004 being relocated towards the Swan River by a distance of 
8.7 metres, the widening of Tanunda Drive from 12m to 18m and the widening of 
Great Eastern Highway, but to still retain the same original combined area of 
Locations 14004 and 14005 of 9,544 m2.

In relation to Action 3, it is considered that the Council should deliberate on the 
removal of the Class ‘A’ reserve status for Location 14002, which is designated 
for the road widening of Great Eastern Highway and Location 14003 which is a 
small residual area of 86m2, which forms the function of the road reserve of 
Tanunda Drive.

The balance of Reserve 12237 formerly known as Hardey Park is an ‘A’ Class Reserve 
and therefore any proposal to excise land from such a reserve requires the approval of 
both Houses of Parliament.  This process may take approximately two years.
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In order to appreciate the context of the proposal, the Applicant has provided their 
account of the history of the land exchange of the portion of Hardey Park with a lot 
previously known as Lot 712 (132) Great Eastern Highway Ascot, (now Reserve 46532 
- Location 14174).  The future development proposals for Locations 14004 and 14005 
and the landscaping of the balance of Hardey Park seek to provide clarification to 
Council, the public and the State Government of the intentions of the landowner.

History
It is considered appropriate to highlight the following historical matters.

1. There is a document known as the ‘City of Belmont Public Open Space 
Strategy’ December 1991 which was the report of a Working Group.  The 
recommendations contained within that report were each considered by Council 
over various times. 

In relation to Hardey Park, the recommendation was as follows.

“That approximately 40% of Hardey Park be retained along the 
Swan River Foreshore for recreation purposes and that the 
remainder be disposed of for residential purposes. Further, that 
replacement open space land be provided within IP 20 at the same 
time”.

There are two points which need to be appreciated:

 IP 20 referred to Improvement Plan No. 20 which boundary included the 
area now known as Ascot Waters, but excluded Lot 712 Great Eastern 
Highway.  The designation of an ‘Improvement Plan’ under legislation at the 
time allowed for the complete redevelopment of the area.

 The figure of 40% was not based on any detailed assessment, but was 
considered to represent a rough guide as to the area of Hardey Park that 
could be suitable for development.

2. Lot 712 is 9,403m² in area and from 23 December 1997 was owned by 
Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd.  The land was zoned ‘Business Enterprise’ under 
the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 11, which was later changed to 
the ‘Mixed Use’ zone.  The land is now reserved for ‘Parks and Recreation’ 
under the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14.

3. On 11 June 1998, Planning Consultants, Mitchell Goff & Associates, lodged a 
development application on behalf of Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd for Lot 712 for 
52 multiple dwellings and a commercial/office block comprising six separate 
buildings as follows:

 A central six storey commercial/office building

 Four buildings of four storeys for residential units

 One building of three storeys for residential units.
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At the Council meeting of 10 August 1998, the Council deferred the application.  
The development application was refused by the Minister for Water Resources 
on 14 May 1999 and there was no right of appeal.

4. On 7 July 1999, Planning Consultants, Mitchell Goff & Associates, lodged an 
application for subdivision at the Department for Planning and Infrastructure to 
subdivide Lot 712 into 14 single residential lots ranging in size from 550m² to 
693m² including a 10m wide access road.

This was recommended for refusal by the Council.  An appeal was lodged at 
the Town Planning Appeal Tribunal on the basis of a ‘deemed refusal’ by the 
Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC). The Tribunal approved the 
subdivision subject to 18 conditions.

5. At the Council meeting of 22 January 1999, the Council endorsed the terms of 
an offer to Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd for exchanging Lot 712 for portion of 
Hardey Park.  This was on the basis of creating 10 single residential lots of 
approximately 360m² on the river side of what is known as Tanunda Drive and 
three commercial lots between Tanunda Drive and Great Eastern Highway.  
Tanunda Drive was shown as being 15m in width.

It should be appreciated that in the interest of orderly and proper planning a 
road connection from the ‘Hill 60’ redevelopment across Hardey Park to link 
with the junction of Belmont Avenue and Great Eastern Highway was seen to 
be necessary for safe and convenient ingress and egress.  The redevelopment 
of the Sandringham site also required a safe connection with the Highway.  

The then Department of Land Administration (DOLA) advised in a letter dated 9 
November 1999 that based on Council’s modified subdivisional layout for 
Hardey Park, the Valuer General had reassessed the valuations.  It was 
confirmed that the two areas were deemed to be of equal value.  

In a letter dated 24 November 1999, Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd accepted 
Council’s offer.

6. Before consideration of the land exchange by the then DOLA, the following 
public consultation programme had to be carried out:

 Notification to the descendants of the Hardey family

 Notification to the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC), Swan 
River Trust (SRT) and Main Roads Western Australia (MRWA)

 Notification to various resident/ratepayer groups and the Belmont Historical 
Society

 Notice in the ‘West Australian’

 Notice in the ‘Southern Gazette’

 A sign on-site explaining the proposal

 A letter sent to adjoining and nearby landowners advising of a forty-two (42) 
day advertising period.
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The four closest descendants of J W Hardey accepted the land exchange.  A 
standard sign of 2m by 1.5m was placed on Hardey Park close to the junction of 
Belmont Avenue and Great Eastern Highway.  A total of 799 letters were sent 
on 2 December 1997 to affected landowners with a brochure explaining the 
proposed land exchange.  At the conclusion of the consultation period, 207 
responses (25.9%) had been received.  195 (94%) of the responses were in 
favour of the land exchange and 12 submissions (6%) were opposed.  The 
Council carefully considered the arguments against the land exchange, but 
formed the view that there were greater advantages for the community in 
pursuing the land exchange.

7. The subdivision to excise the area from Hardey Park was carried out in October 
2000.

The subdivision to create Locations 14000, 14002, 14003, 14004 and 14005 
was carried out in December 2000.  Approval to the underwidth Road of 12m 
was obtained from the Western Australian Planning Commission based on the 
proposed subdivision of 10 single residential lots and three commercial lots.
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8. Council initiated three Town Planning Scheme Amendments in regard to the 
Hardey Park land.

At the Council meeting of 8 June 1998, Council initiated Amendment No. 118 to 
the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 11, which sought to zone 
portion of Hardey Park and portion of Lot 7 Great Eastern Highway to ‘Business 
Enterprise’ as shown on the plan below.  
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The ‘oval’ shape of the portion of Hardey Park to be excised came about 
because the Council sought to provide as much as possible a visual connection 
of open space with Great Eastern Highway at the south-western and north-
eastern extremities of the site.

The Department for Planning and Infrastructure (then Ministry for Planning) in a 
letter dated 10 July 1998 sought further advice on a number of matters.  These 
were acknowledged by the City, but the Amendment did not proceed as the 
then Department of Land Administration (DOLA) indicated that it did not support 
an ‘oval’ shaped lot.  The lot shape did not also meet the possible development 
outcome sought by Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd.

The current City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 was gazetted on 10 
December 1999.

At the Council meeting of 20 December 1999, Council initiated Amendment No. 
3 to the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14.  This Amendment 
reflected the agreement referred to in point 5 above, by zoning the three 
proposed commercial lots and portion of Lot 7 Great Eastern Highway ‘Mixed 
Use’, the 10 proposed single residential lots ‘Residential’ R30 and reserving Lot 
712 ‘Parks and Recreation’.
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A copy of the proposed Amendment No. 3 was sent to Mitchell Goff and 
Associates and in a letter dated 23 December 1999 indicated their support with 
some comments.  A copy of that letter was forwarded to Cityscape Holdings Pty 

Version: 1, Version Date: 12/09/2006
Document Set ID: 1107082



OCM 05/09/06 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 11.1.2 Continued

22
CONFIRMATION DATE: 26 SEPTEMBER 2006

Ltd.  It was the understanding of the Consultants and the Council that 
Amendment No. 3 provided the appropriate zoning to implement the subdivision 
and development as described in the agreement.  Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd 
did not advise to the contrary.

Amendment No. 3 was granted final approval by the Minister for Planning and 
gazetted on 12 January 2001.  In a letter dated 15 December 2000, Cityscape 
Holdings Pty Ltd and Mitchell Goff and Associates were advised of the 
Minister’s decision and full details of the Amendment.  Cityscape Holdings Pty 
Ltd did not advise of any issue concerning the Amendment.

Cityscape Pty Ltd decided they would not proceed with the subdivision and 
development of the 10 single residential lots and the three commercial lots and 
sought a completely different development proposal for the subject land.

9. Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd engaged the services of Architects, Colliere 
Menkens Pickwell and a proposal was put to the Council to vary the alignment 
of Tanunda Drive such that Location 14004 would be increased in width and 
area to accommodate development for multiple dwellings and correspondingly 
Location 14005 would be reduced in width and area.  This would require 
Council approval to reduced setback distances for future development on 
Location 14005 and the Council was advised of this in Item 8.4.3 of the Minutes 
of the Planning and Development Committee of 21 May 2001 and at the 
Council meeting of 28 May 2001.

10. The Council at its meeting of 25 June 2001 initiated Amendment No. 20 to 
amend the Town Planning Scheme No. 14 to accommodate the proposed 
boundary changes referred to in point 9 above.

The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure did not support the proposal of 
Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd and the Council and required modifications to 
Amendment No. 20.

The outcome was as follows and currently applies:

 The reduced width lot in the position of Location 14005 is zoned ‘Mixed Use’ 
without any density code which is the norm for the Scheme.

 The increased width lot in the position of Location 14004 is zoned ‘Mixed 
use’ with a density code of R80/100 and the restriction which reads:

“Within the Mixed Use zone R80/100 detailed in the above plan, 
residential dwelling units may be developed at a density code above 
R80 and to a maximum of R100 provided that all those units in 
excess of the number that could be built at the R80 density code 
shall be limited to a maximum floor area of 80m²”.

Amendment No. 20 was gazetted on Tuesday, 16 March 2004.

11. The zoning described under Amendment No. 20 does not relate to existing 
cadastral boundaries.  On 14 September 2001, Mitchell Goff and Associates 
lodged an application for subdivision and amalgamation to relate with the then 
proposed Amendment No. 20. The reference is WAPC 117493.
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The key issue was the contention that the existing Tanunda Reserve width of 
12 metres was inadequate.  The Western Australian Planning Commission 
issued approval to the subdivision on 17 August 2005 subject to 14 conditions 
with the reserve width of Tanunda Drive being increased to 15.4 metres – 
Condition 1. An additional small widening of Great Eastern Highway was also 
required – Condition 10.

In a letter dated 9 September 2005, Greg Rowe & Associates acting for 
Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd requested a reconsideration of the WAPC on its 
decision by the deletion of Conditions 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 and 
14.

The Commission has not as yet reached a decision on the request.

OFFICER COMMENT

Effects of Decision by the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) on 
Application for Subdivision 117493

The effects of the widening of Great Eastern Highway and the widening of Tanunda 
Drive can be appreciated by the plan below.
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The required widening of Tanunda Drive can only be taken from Location 14004 
because Location 14005 is already a narrow lot.

It is possible that an appeal could be lodged with the State Administrative Appeal 
Tribunal on the reasonableness of Conditions 1 and 10.  The question that needs to be 
satisfied is whether the proposed subdivision and future development contributes 
significantly to the need for, or will benefit significantly from, the road widening 
requirements.  It is considered that in regard to the road widening of Great Eastern 
Highway (Condition 10) sufficient argument exists for this condition to be deleted.  It is 
less clear in regard to the widening of Tanunda Drive (Condition 1), but it is not 
appropriate to assess the matter in this report.

There are three main options.
Option 1 Adjust the property boundaries of the subject lots and Tanunda Drive as 

proposed by the applicants, which requires that the north-western 
boundary of Location 14004 be relocated 8.7m into the balance of 
Hardey Park.  This includes the Great Eastern Highway widening and 
increasing the width of Tanunda Drive to 18 metres whilst maintaining 
the original combined lot areas of Locations 14004 and 14005 (being 
9,544 m²).

Option 2 Consolidate Locations 14004 and 14005 and Tanunda Drive.  Relocate 
Tanunda Drive so that it separates the balance of Hardey Park from the 
developable land.  Refer to Plan below.
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Option 3 ‘Do Nothing’.  Leave it to Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd to progress the 
matter of the WAPC decision on Subdivision Application 117493.  This 
means that Tanunda Drive needs to be widened by 3.4 metres 
(Condition 1) and Great Eastern Highway widened (Condition 10).

Options 1 and 2 involve taking land from the balance of Hardey Park, which is an ‘A’ 
Class Reserve.  There could be additional sub-options based on Options 1 and 2.  

It should be noted that Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd will be required to purchase from the 
Crown any additional land from the balance of Hardey Park.  The value will be 
determined by the Valuer General’s Office.

It may be possible for Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd to make a claim for a land exchange 
with land that is required for road widening purposes, but that will be a decision that 
rests with DLI and/or DPI.

Function and State of the Balance of Hardey Park
The balance of Hardey Park as it now exists, serves as a passive recreational area, the 
area at the top of the bank affording the opportunity of outstanding views of the Swan 
River, the Perth Central Business District (CBD) and the Darling Scarp.

It is these features that need to be enhanced and it is considered that the area at the 
top of the bank should be developed in principle in a similar manner to the portion of 
Kings Park on the river side of Fraser Avenue.

The topography of the area with its steep bank to the Swan River makes it unsuitable 
for active recreation such as ball sports.
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The applicants engaged the services of firms ‘Plan E’ and ‘Arbor Logic’ and a 
comprehensive assessment of the existing landscape values of the balance of Hardey 
Park has been carried out.  A recommended ‘Landscape Master Plan’ has been 
prepared by Plan E.  The Plan is based on “the dominance of the existing views and 
trees along the River escarpment and aims to complement those with minimal 
additions”.

The balance of Hardey Park at the top of the bank does not integrate well with the 
adjoining ‘Hill 60’ and ‘Balneum’ properties because of past excavation and some 
inappropriate tree planting.

The extension of 8.7 metres into the Park still leaves approximately 16 metres from the 
top of the bank.  Taking into account the foregoing, it is considered that any reduction 
of the 8.7 metres by 2m or 3m will not significantly detract from the passive use and 
function of the balance of Hardey Park.  It should be noted that it is the intention of 
Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd to landscape the balance of Hardey Park to a high standard 
with the objective of improving the quality of the space for the community.

It is of interest to note that three of the four descendents of the Hardey family who were 
contacted requested that Lot 712 be named Hardey Park and that a plaque explaining 
the land exchange be erected on the current site.

Advantages and Disadvantages of the Options

Option 1

Advantages
1. An 18m road reservation allows for the possibility of on-street car parking and this 

is seen to be a far better alternative to providing a carparking area(s) on Hardey 
Park itself, as the area is maximised for the use and enjoyment by the public.

2. The ‘Landscape Master Plan’ prepared by Plan E provides an example of how the 
area can be developed in a meaningful way, acknowledging there are other plans 
that could achieve the same objectives.

3. The applicants have shown through detailed plans and a model that the intended 
built form for Locations 14004 and 14005 will be very high quality and a new 
benchmark for this type of development in the City of Belmont.  In terms of height 
and scale, it will relate well with the proposed development for ‘Hill 60’ and 
Balneum Apartments’.

4. The proposal accommodates the widening of Great Eastern Highway and the 
widening of Tanunda Drive whilst maintaining the total original area of the lots, 
which is fair and equitable.

5. Tanunda Drive provides a functional and aesthetic separation of the residential 
development proposed for Location 14004 and the commercial development 
proposed for Location 14005.

6. The proposal may engender public support.

Disadvantages
1. The area of land comprising the balance of Hardey Park is reduced.
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2. A change to a Class ‘A’ Reserve requires the approval of both Houses of 
Parliament.  An extensive public consultation programme is necessary to properly 
explain the proposal and seek comment.

3. There could be adverse public reaction to the proposal.

Option 2

Advantages
1. A single parcel of land would be created.
2. Tanunda Drive relocation would be in accord with policies of the WAPC and the 

SRT.
3. The proposal may engender public support.

Disadvantages
1. Future development of the lot would be located distant from the river building 

lines of adjoining developments.
2. A change to a Class ‘A’ Reserve requires the approval of both Houses of 

Parliament. An extensive public consultation programme is necessary to properly 
explain the proposal and seek comment.

3. It would be more difficult to accommodate residential and commercial 
development without compromising amenity.

4. There could be adverse public reaction to the proposal.

Option 3

Advantages

1. Council would not have to be further involved in public consultation.

Disadvantages
1. The loss of land from the widening of Great Eastern Highway and Tanunda Drive 

is considerable.  Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd considers that it is at a significant 
disadvantage for having lost the ability to use this land.

2. The reduction in land area would be likely to have a significant adverse impact on 
the potential development of Locations 14004 and 14005.  A poorer standard of 
development is not in the best interests of the City in such a prominent location.

It is considered that having regard to the merits of the three options, it would be 
preferable to proceed with Option 1.

Role of the Council and the Organisation (City)
The work associated with the previous land exchange proposal was considerable and 
exhaustive.  Given the work priorities for the next 12 months, the City simply does not 
have the resources to devote the time and attention necessary to embark on a project 
involving the taking of additional land from an ‘A’ Class reserve and the associated 
public consultation.
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A public relations strategy plan needs to be prepared and it is suggested that Cityscape 
Holdings Pty Ltd should engage Consultants skilled in this regard.  The Council can 
provide assistance where identified, but this should be more in terms of facilitation.

The Council may wish to review its position after considering the arguments following 
the public consultation process.

External Planning Consultant Advice
Council’s Planning Department and particularly the Director–Community & Statutory 
Services has been closely involved with the exchange of portion of Hardey Park with 
Lot 712 Great Eastern Highway and the issues that have arisen since then.

The Council may wish to engage an independent Planning Consultant to review the 
report prepared for Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd and the evaluation of that report as set 
out in this item.

Such a report could be in the order of $3,500-$5,000, although an attempt has been 
made in the item to detail the relevant matters of the history of this matter.  The 
Consultant should not have to read through the many Council files.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

It is considered that if Council were to seek the advice of a Planning Consultant highly 
experienced in Local Government matters, the hourly rate could be between $160-
$250 per hour.  It is likely that 16 hours would be involved as a minimum.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

In Council’s Municipal Heritage Inventory, it is stated that existing vegetation on Hardey 
Park be retained and conserved where possible.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council advise the applicants the following:

1. That it raises no objection to the proposal by the adjustment of the property 
boundaries of Locations 14000, 14004, 14005, 14002 and Tanunda Drive, 
which requires that the north-western boundary of Location 14004 be relocated 
8.7m into the balance of Hardey Park.  This includes the Great Eastern 
Highway widening and increasing the width of Tanunda Drive to 18 metres, 
whilst maintaining the original combined lot areas of Locations 14004 and 
14005 (being 9,544 m²).

This is subject to Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd engaging a suitably qualified 
Public Relations Consultant at its cost to prepare and implement a Strategy 
Plan that addresses all the relevant issues to the satisfaction of the Council.
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2. That it is not prepared to consider any other actions as requested until the 
action to change the ‘A’ Class Reserve 12237 has been approved by both 
Houses of Parliament.

3. That it will review its position upon completion of the public consultation 
process, having regard to the merits of the arguments and comments made by 
those making submissions.

4. That in recognition of the request by descendents of the Hardey family, Council 
seek the approval of the Geographic Names Committee to the naming of Lot 
712 Great Eastern Highway to Hardey Park and that the existing balance of 
Hardey Park be not named and form part of the Swan River foreshore Parks 
and Recreation area.

5. That it supports the removal of the Class ‘A’ status for Location 14002 (Great 
Eastern Highway widening) and the small triangular parcel of land adjoining the 
Hill 60 development being Location 14003.

6. That if the Geographic Names Committee accept the request in Part 4 above, 
Council request the administration at an appropriate time to erect plaques at the 
original Hardey Park site and at Lot 712 Great Eastern Highway explaining the 
land exchange.

COMMITTEE COMMENT

Cr Marks moved an alternative motion as he felt that wider public consultation was 
required.  Cr Bass stated she would foreshadow an alternative motion if Cr Marks’ 
motion was lost as follows:

“That Council advise the applicants that at this time it is not prepared to support the 
process of public consultation in regard to Option 1 being the proposal to adjust the 
property boundaries of Locations 14000, 14004, 14005, 14002 and Tanunda Drive and 
which requires the north western boundary of Location 14004 to be relocated 8.7m into 
the balance of Hardey Park.  This also includes the Great Eastern highway widening and 
increasing the width of Tanunda Drive to 18 metres, whilst maintaining the original 
combined lot areas of Locations 14004 and 14005 (being 9,544m2).”{

MARKS MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that Council advise the applicants as 
follows:

1. That it is prepared to commence the process of public consultation in 
regard to Option 1, which is the proposal to adjust the property 
boundaries of Locations 14000, 14004, 14005, 14002 and Tanunda Drive 
and which requires that the north-western boundary of Location 14004 be 
relocated 8.7m into the balance of Hardey Park.  This includes the Great 
Eastern Highway widening and increasing the width of Tanunda Drive to 
18 metres, whilst maintaining the original combined lot areas of 
Locations 14004 and 14005 (being 9,544 m²).

This is subject to Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd engaging a suitably 
qualified Public Relations Consultant at its cost to prepare and implement 
a Strategy Plan that addresses all the relevant issues to the satisfaction 
of the Council.
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2. That it will assess its future action having regard to the merits of the 
arguments and comments made by those lodging a submission.

CARRIED 6 VOTES TO 3

For: Godfrey, Martin, Marks, Powell, Whiteley, Dornford

Against: Rossi, Bass, Hitt
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The Mayor referred to the Confidential Items for consideration and requested the 
meeting go behind closed doors. 

**8.04pm HITT MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that in accordance with section 
5.23(2) of the Local Government Act, Council proceed behind 
closed doors to discuss the Confidential Items.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

**8.04pm The meeting reconvened in the absence of the public gallery.

**8.04pm The Chief Executive Officer departed the meeting.

13.2 Chief Executive Officer Annual Performance Appraisal & Remuneration 
Review
**Confidential Attachment 2 – Item 13.2 refers
**Confidential Attachment 2.1 – Item 13.2 refers
**Confidential Attachment 2.2 – Item 13.2 refers
(Circulated under separate cover)

WHITELEY MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that Council:

That the recommendations of the Standing Committee (Executive) meeting held 
14 August 2006 be adopted with amendment as follows :

1. That the Chief Executive Officer’s performance for the period 9 
November 2005 to 30 June 2006, be accepted.

2. That the Chief Executive Officer’s performance parameters as 
determined for the review period ending 30 June 2007, be accepted.

3. That the Chief Executive Officer advance to the ‘Superior Performance’ 
level and have the applicable remuneration package increased to 
$220,000 applied with effect from 1 July 2006 with an applicable base 
salary level as indicated in the Officer Report.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 2

For: Dornford, Godfrey, Rossi, Martin, Marks, Powell, Whiteley

Against: Hitt, Bass

**8.05pm Cr Whiteley departed the meeting.

**8.05pm The Chief Executive Officer returned to the meeting.

**8.06pm Cr Whiteley returned to the meeting.

**8.06pm Cr Dornford departed the meeting and did not return.

Version: 1, Version Date: 12/09/2006
Document Set ID: 1107082



OCM 05/09/06 Confidential Items

32
CONFIRMATION DATE: 26 SEPTEMBER 2006

For the convenience of the meeting the remaining Confidential item 13.1 was discussed 
whilst the meeting was behind closed doors.

13.1 State Administrative Tribunal – Public Weighbridge – Lot 801 (13) 
Bradford Street, Kewdale - Request for Review of Council Decision 
Request for Review of Council Decision
**Confidential Attachment 1 – Item 13.1 refers
**Confidential Attachment 1.1 – Item 13.1 refers
**Confidential Attachment 1.2 – Item 13.1 refers
(Circulated under separate cover)

BASS MOVED, HITT SECONDED, that Council:

(a) set aside the officer’s decision of 31 May 2006 to refuse the 
application for a public weighbridge at lot 801 (13) Bradford Street, 
Kewdale;

(b) substitute a new decision to approve the application for a public 
weighbridge at lot 801 (13) Bradford Street, Kewdale subject to the 
following conditions:

1. The weighbridge to be a MINIMUM of 3.5 metres wide.

2. The weighbridge to be a MAXIMUM of 20.0 metres long.

3. The level of the proposed weighbridge must be level to the existing 
natural ground level immediately adjacent to the section of the site 
proposed to accommodate the weighbridge.

4. Landscaping, plants and reticulation shall be installed in 
accordance with a landscaping and reticulation plan for the site 
and verge area to be submitted to the City and approved by the 
Manager-Planning Services, the Senior Planning Officer or the 
Planning Officer and the landscaping and reticulation shall be 
maintained and the plants shall be nurtured and maintained until 
they reach their mature dimensions and shall thereafter be 
maintained at those mature dimensions unless Council approves 
otherwise in writing.

5. Vehicle parking, manoeuvring and circulation areas shall be 
designed, constructed, sealed, line marked and kerbed in 
accordance with:
i) The approved plan (car spaces measuring 2.5 metres x 

5.5 metres each);
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.
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Item 13.1 continued

6. 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.

7. Vehicle crossovers shall be constructed in coloured concrete/brick 
paving/hot mix in accordance with the City’s specifications for the 
construction of concrete/brick paved crossovers for industrial and 
commercial properties.  A separate application for the construction 
of any new crossover must be lodged with the City’s Technical 
Services for the approval of the Engineering Administration Officer 
or Project / Development Engineer.

8. The owner / applicant shall reconfigure and maintain the existing 
crossovers located on Lot 351 (No. 9) Bradford Street Kewdale and 
Lot 800 (No. 20) Valentine Street, Kewdale where immediately 
abutting 13 Bradford Street to the specifications and satisfaction of 
the Director Technical Services.  If not so maintained, the Director-
Technical Services may require by notice, in writing that the 
crossovers be brought up to a satisfactory standard within a 
specified period of time and the notice shall be complied with 
within that period.  The owner is to bear all costs associated with 
the reconfiguration and maintenance of the crossovers.

9. All stormwater from roofed and paved areas shall be collected and 
disposed of on-site in accordance with Council’s engineering 
requirements and design guidelines and any associated drains, 
drainage pits and soakwells shall be maintained in a clean and 
clear condition free of obstruction from any thing.

10. A traffic management plan addressing:
i) traffic management signage;
ii) access from the weighbridge to the public road network;
iii) the potential for conflict with internal traffic; and
iv) the potential for conflict between vehicles entering and 

exiting 13 Bradford Street and abutting properties
shall be prepared by a traffic consultant and submitted to the City’s 
Director Technical Services for written approval prior to issue of 
Building Licence.

11 Fencing to be constructed in accordance with the approved plans.
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12. No additional fencing and walls forward of the building line up to 
and including a front lot boundary, are permitted unless a separate 
planning approval is granted by Council.

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.

(c) instruct the Principal Legal & Compliance Adviser to seek a solution 
at the State Administrative Tribunal by way of mediation or consent 
orders that accords with this decision of Council and the conditions 
imposed on the approval from Council.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 1

For: Powell, Whiteley, Godfrey, Martin, Bass, Marks, Hitt

Against: Rossi

BASS MOVED, HITT SECONDED, that the public be invited to return to the meeting

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0
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11. 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).

11.1 BUILT BELMONT

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 11.1.3 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Bass.

WHITELEY MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that with the exception of Item 11.1.2 
which had already been discussed, and Item 11.1.3 which is to be considered 
separately, the Officer Recommendation in the Built Belmont Key Result Area 
Reports, specifically Item 11.1.1 be adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

11.1.1 Facilitation of Dod Reserve Rationalisation (DA3)**
**BB Attachment 2 – Item 11.1.1 refers
**BB Attachment 3 – Item 11.1.1 refers

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division

DATE

14 August 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider options in progressing the redevelopment of Development Area 3 (DA3).

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.

Version: 1, Version Date: 12/09/2006
Document Set ID: 1107082



OCM 05/09/06 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 11.1.1 continued

36
CONFIRMATION DATE: 26 SEPTEMBER 2006

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

Council, through Amendment No. 43 to Town Planning Scheme No. 14, introduced 
draft Model Scheme Text provisions for structure plans for the four priority areas within 
the City requiring structure plans.  The supporting Scheme provisions detail the 
process of preparing, adopting and amending a structure plan.

The land fronting Kew Street and abutting Dod Reserve constitutes DA3 which requires 
an approved Structure Plan in order to guide subdivision and development.

The landowners within DA3 were keen to progress the possible construction of a road 
at the earliest opportunity.  As such, Statewest Surveying and Planning were appointed 
to consult with landowners and provide recommendations to Council.

Statewest have completed the task as appointed and have provided a number of 
recommendations relating to DA3.

This report recommends that Council continues to assist landowners in facilitating 
redevelopment.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council:

1. Agree to organise and fund the works associated with the construction of a 
subdivision road from Fisher Street within the Dod Reserve (No. 31820).

2. Require landowners to enter into legal agreements at landowners’ cost with the 
Council that are registered as a caveat on the title to ensure the agreement is 
linked to the land.

LOCATION

Development Area 3 - Land fronting Kew Street and abutting Dod Reserve - Lot 8 (377) Fisher 
Street; and Lot 133 (356), Lot 132 (364), Lot 131 (366), Lot 130 (368), Lot 129 (370), Lot 128 
(372), Lot 6 (374), Lot 51 (376) and Lot 50 (378) Kew Street, Cloverdale.
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APPLICANT

Not Applicable

FILE REFERENCE

116/095

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

Statewest Surveying and Planning were appointed to liaise with landowners regarding 
costs associated with coordinated subdivision.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

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

Version: 1, Version Date: 12/09/2006
Document Set ID: 1107082



OCM 05/09/06 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 11.1.1 continued

38
CONFIRMATION DATE: 26 SEPTEMBER 2006

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Clauses 10.17.1 to 10.17.17 of Town Planning Scheme No. 14 incorporate clauses that 
relate to Special Control Areas.  The purposes of Development Areas are to:

(a) identify areas requiring comprehensive planning; and
(b) coordinate subdivision and development in areas requiring comprehensive 

planning.
The Scheme details the process that must be followed in adopting a Structure Plan for 
a development area.

Schedule No. 14 identifies the subject land as falling within DA3.

Schedule No. 14 - Development Areas

REF. NO. AREA PROVISIONS
DA3
Land 
Abutting 
Dod 
Reserve

Land fronting Kew Street and 
abutting Dod Reserve.

1. An approved Structure Plan together with all 
approved amendments shall apply to the 
land in order to guide subdivision and 
development.

BACKGROUND

Zoning
Dod Reserve is reserved for Parks and Recreation under Town Planning Scheme No. 
14.  The Residential zoned land abutting is coded R20.  Some of the properties are 
impacted by the 20-25 Aircraft Noise Exposure Forecast (ANEF).

History
In July 2003, Council’s Planning Department wrote to landowners immediately 
adjoining Dod Reserve to ascertain the level of support for coordinated redevelopment 
of the streetblock through the construction of a road to the rear of the existing 
residential properties.  The coordinated redevelopment was mooted on the basis that:

 Redevelopment at the existing density code of R20 can take place without 
affecting the existing streetscapes or adversely affecting the amenity of existing 
residents through battleaxe lots or driveways.

 New lots fronting the proposed road will have a pleasant aspect to the 
recreation reserve.

 The road will provide an opportunity for the public to better enjoy the reserve.

 The security of property is better afforded by lots having frontage to a road, 
rather than the existing situation where the rear of lots adjoin the reserve.

 It is proposed to revegetate the reserve as a natural bushland area.
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Two proposals were sent to landowners.  However, only Option 2 gained support.  A 
copy of the letter dated 4 July 2003 including Options 1 and 2 sent to landowners is 
provided under the first attachment to this report.  

In October 2003, Council’s Planning Department again wrote to landowners with details 
relating to estimated costs of progressing Option 2.

Whilst the majority of landowners were in support of the proposal at that time, there 
was an expectation on behalf of landowners that necessary infrastructure should be 
provided by Council without cost to them.

In June 2004 the Department for Planning and Infrastructure advised that they were 
supportive of the excision of a 12 metre wide road reserve from the Dod Reserve 
subject to:

 The adjoining landowners contributing to the cost of acquiring the land for the 
purposes of a road reserve with the funds being placed in a Trust fund 
established by Council for capital improvements to recreational lands;

 The preparation of a contribution schedule, agreed upon by all affected 
landowners, relating to the cost of the construction of the road;

 The required public notification process being undertaken in accordance with 
Section 17 of the DPI’s Policy No. 4.1.5 Section 20A Public Recreation 
Reserves; and

 The reserve being excised and the road reserve created in the manner shown 
in the City of Belmont’s Plan dated 3 May 2004.

In December 2003 (Item 10.3.10 PDC 10/11/2003 refers), Council considered a number 
of areas requiring comprehensive planning and coordinated subdivision and development.  
A more consistent statutory based approach was supported on the basis that it would 
ensure:

 that the Council has a good planning outcome;

 that landowners are sure of exactly what standards apply in the situation of an 
identified superblock (notwithstanding any other policy or landuse control existing); 
and

 that the Council may still play a strong facilitative role in assisting with 
redevelopment where requested by the majority of landowners impacted on (or 
landowners may coordinate redevelopment without the assistance of the Council).

In September 2004, the Council (Item 10.4.1 PDC 20/09/2004 refers) resolved that the 
priority areas for having a Structure Plan / Detailed Area Plan are as follows:

DA1 Location 4074 (147-159) President Street; Location 4516 (84-94) Cohn 
Street; Lot 3 (96) Cohn Street; Lot 2 (98) Cohn Street; Location 4517 (100) 
Cohn Street; and
Lot 358 (102) Cohn Street Kewdale 

DA2 Portion of Orrong Road Superblock bounded by Orrong Road, Alexander 
Road, Surrey Road and Sydenham Street – Lots 1286, 1287, 1290, 1291, 
1294 and 1295 Surrey Road, Rivervale.
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DA3 Land fronting Kew Street and abutting Dod Reserve.

DA4 Land bounded by Ryans Court, Morrison Street, Stanton Road and Tonkin 
Highway Redcliffe.

Council through Amendment No. 43 to Town Planning Scheme No. 14 introduced draft 
Model Scheme Text provisions for structure plans for the four priority areas within the 
City requiring structure plans.  The supporting Scheme provisions detail the process of 
preparing, adopting and amending a structure plan.

Following advertising of the amendment, the Council adopted Amendment No. 43 for 
final approval in November 2005 (Item 11.1.1 OCM 29/11/2005 refers).  

The landowners within DA3 were keen to progress the possible construction of the 
road as detailed in Option 2 at the earliest opportunity.  As such, Statewest Surveying 
and Planning were appointed to:

 Update Costs estimates relating to preferred Option 2.

 Liaise with landowners regarding costs on the basis that Council will pre-fund 
the development and then seeking reimbursement from landowners once they 
have subdivided their properties.

 Provide recommendations to the City’s Planning Department on best way to 
achieve coordinated redevelopment of DA3.

Statewest have completed the task as appointed and have provided a number of 
recommendations relating to DA 3 which are provided under the second attachment to 
this report.

OFFICER COMMENT

Updated Cost Estimates
Council’s consultant has updated the pre-tender estimate for the work required at $427 
605 plus GST.  Following consultation with landowners, the owner of Lot 50 Kew Street 
has elected not to participate.  As this lot is located at the end of the proposed cul de 
sac, participation is not imperative to the success of the project and as such the 
proposed road could be shortened by some 20 metres.  This will reduce costs.

Landowner Support
The consultants have provided a schedule of the owners and their responses and 
comments where appropriate.
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The owners of Lot 50 Kew Street have a current planning approval for two double 
storey grouped dwellings and have elected not to participate.  This will mean that the 
road will be shortened by some 20 metres and the costs reduced accordingly.
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Actions Available to Council
The consultant has advised that all the landowners have a clear understanding of the 
proposal and that a majority are in agreement to participating towards subdivision.  A 
number of recommendations have flowed from the general agreement as detailed in 
Action 2 below.

As Option 2 is supported, the Consultant identified two possible actions for 
implementation which are listed below.

Action 1 - Do Nothing
There is a high level of landowner support for coordinated development at this time.  
However, it is often difficult for landowners to come to agreement without a 
coordinating role from an agency such as Council.  Whilst landowners could organise 
and appoint their own consultant to facilitate redevelopment, it is considered that this 
option is less likely to succeed in a timely and appropriate manner.

Action 2 – Assist Landowners in Facilitating Redevelopment
The majority of landowners have indicated that they would like Council to assist in 
facilitating redevelopment.  A number of recommendations have been made by 
Council’s consultant in this regard.

Should Council decide to proceed on the basis of the recommendations of the 
consultant, further consultation is required between landowners, Council and the 
WAPC.  This is required to achieve the excision of the road reserve and required public 
consultation and then the coordination of subdivision applications, infrastructure design 
and preparation of a detailed area plan.

Council has previously been involved in the Mozart Mews redevelopment and assisted 
landowners to redevelop their properties.  Redevelopment facilitated by Council is the 
preferred option as timely and quality redevelopment will result.

Consultant Recommendation Officer Comment
That Council agree to organise and 
fund the works associated with the 
construction of a subdivision road from 
Fisher Street within the Dod Reserve 
(No. 31820).

The pre-tender estimate for this work is 
$427 605 plus GST (not inclusive of 
Water Corporation headworks, 
engineering and other fees, fencing, 
landscaping, rock or Council bonds).

Subdivision coordinated by Council is 
more likely to proceed in a timely fashion 
and will assist landowners with 
development.  It is recommended that 
Council engage a consultant to carry out 
the implementation of the Structure Plan 
(advertising, endorsement of Structure 
Plan by the WAPC, conversion of Park to 
Road, design of roads and drainage, 
arranging for services such as water, 
sewer and electrical and so forth).

Due to the time involved in arranging for 
implementation the works will not occur 
until the 2007/2008 financial year and 
Council’s Technical Services have 
advised that the civil engineering works 
can either be contracted out or carried out 
in-house depending on resources at that 
time.
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That Council require landowners to 
enter into legal agreements with the 
Council that are registered as a caveat 
on the title so that the agreement is 
linked to the land and not the person.

Legal agreement will ensure that 
notification on title of agreement and that 
should landholding change ownership 
prior to works occurring new  landowners 
are advised of works and associated 
costs.

That Council consider providing the 
infrastructure pre funding interest free 
to the landowners for a period 
extending three months beyond the 
satisfactory completion of works (time 
at which clearance of subdivision 
conditions could be granted) and after 
that time charging interest at 
commercial rates.

Council’s Finance Department have 
advised that no additional interest was 
charged on the Mozart Mews 
redevelopment facilitated by Council and 
that the costs associated with the 
administration ensuing from calculating 
and imposing interest payment outweighs 
the actual payment.  As such it is 
recommended that no interest be 
charged.

That Council prepare the legal 
agreement, however the cost be 
identified as a development cost.

It is standard practice that the cost of any 
legal agreements required to facilitate 
development be borne by landowners.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Works associated with the construction of the road can be incorporated into the 
2007/2008 civil works programme.  Other costs are associated with the appointment of 
a consultant to carry out the implementation of the plan.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Some of the properties are impacted by the 20-25 Aircraft Noise Exposure Forecast 
(ANEF).  On subdivision of the properties notification would be required on titles of the 
potential impact of aircraft noise.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
BB Attach 2 Copy of letter sent to landowners advising of Options 1 and 2
BB Attach 3 Statewest recommendations relating to DA 3
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. Agree to organise and fund the works associated with the construction of 
a subdivision road from Fisher Street within the Dod Reserve (No. 31820).

2. Require landowners to enter into legal agreements at landowners’ cost 
with the Council that are registered as a caveat on the title to ensure the 
agreement is linked to the land.

 OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.1
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11.1.2 Proposed Excision from Location 14000 (Reserve 12237) and 
Locations 14002 and 14003 (78) Great Eastern Highway (Balance of 
Hardey Park) and Locations 14004 & 14005 Tanunda Drive, Rivervale

BASS MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that for the convenience of Cr Dornford 
needing to leave the meeting early, that Items 11.1.2 and 13.2 be brought 
forward. (page 12)

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

11.1.3 Lot 74 (19) Laurie Street - Temporary Demonstration Home and Office 
and Lot 54 (211) Knutsford Avenue, Kewdale – Temporary Car Park**

**BB Attachment 4 – Item 11.1.3 refers

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division

DATE

15 August 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider an application for a temporary demonstration home and office at Lot 74 
(19) Laurie Street and a car park at Lot 54 (211) Knutsford Avenue, Kewdale.

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

Summary and Key Issues

Council considered an application to use a single dwelling as a 12 month temporary 
demonstration home and office at Lot 74 (19) Laurie Street, Kewdale at its meeting 
held 6 June 2006 (Item 11.1.2, 13/06/2006 OCM minutes refers).  Five car parking 
bays are proposed to be located on Lot 54 (211) Knutsford Avenue, Kewdale, which 
is located 100m at the corner of Laurie Street and Knutsford Avenue.

The application was advertised for three weeks in accordance with Council’s 
resolution.

Version: 1, Version Date: 12/09/2006
Document Set ID: 1107082



OCM 05/09/06 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 11.1.3 continued

46
CONFIRMATION DATE: 26 SEPTEMBER 2006

Officer Recommendation Summation

Four objections were lodged in respect of the application during the advertising period.  
It is recommended that the application be approved subject to conditions which 
address the concerns raised.  

LOCATION

Lot 74 (19) Laurie Street, Kewdale and Lot 54 (211) Knutsford Avenue, Kewdale

APPLICANT

Jade Projects Australia

FILE REFERENCE

52/2006/DA Application file
115/001 Subject file 
LAU.19 Property file 

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

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

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

Category B applications are those that need advertising, additional information, 
documentation or revisions, approvals from other bodies such as Committees or 
Council, or are building licences that required a development application.  Category B 
applications may need statutory advertising, referral to neighbours or consideration by 
Council.

The application was advertised to all land owners and occupiers on Laurie Street 
between Belmont Avenue and Knutsford Avenue, and all land owners and occupiers on 
Knutsford Avenue between Ross Street and Wright Street from 3 July 2006 to 26 July 
2006.  Four submissions objecting to the application were received and are included as 
an Attachment to this report.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

BUILT BELMONT - "Encourage the upgrading and compatible redevelopment of the 
City."

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Demonstration Home – Use Not Listed 
A ‘Demonstration Home’ is a use not listed within the Zoning Table of the City of 
Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14.  Clause 4.2.3 of the Scheme contains 
provisions for determining a use not listed.

“4.2.3 Uses Not Listed

If a use of land for a particular purpose is not specifically mentioned in the Zoning 
Table and cannot reasonably be determined as falling within the interpretation of one of 
the use classes in the Zoning Table, the Council in dealing with an application for 
Planning Approval involving that use may:

(a) determine that the use is consistent with the objectives and purposes of the 
zone in which the subject land is situated and therefore should be treated as a 
permitted use, and thereafter follow the procedures appropriate to a 
development involving a permitted use in dealing with the application for 
Planning Approval;  or

(b) determine that the proposed use may be consistent with the objectives and 
purposes of the relevant zone and thereafter follow the “S” notification 
procedures of clause 5.7 in dealing with the application for Planning Approval;  
or
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(c) determine that the use is not consistent with the objectives and purposes of the 
relevant zone and is therefore not permitted.”

Office – Temporary Use
An ‘Office’ is an ‘X’ use (not permitted), under the Zoning Table of the City of Belmont 
Town Planning Scheme No. 14.  Notwithstanding, Clause 5.13 of the Scheme contains 
provisions for temporarily approving a land use otherwise not permitted for a maximum 
of two years.

“5.13 Temporary Uses

5.13.1 Notwithstanding any other provision of the Scheme to the contrary, if 
the Council considers that any use should be permitted on any land 
temporarily, it may give Planning Approval strictly limited in time as a 
temporary use.

5.13.2 The Council may approve a temporary use in respect of any use 
class, but it shall only give such approval in respect of a use which 
would not ordinarily be permissible in the relevant zone where:

(a) no building would be placed on the land unless it could be readily 
adapted for use for a purpose permitted in the zone, or which might 
preclude or inhibit the ultimate use of the land for a permitted 
purpose;

(b) the use would be compatible with the use of adjoining properties or 
the predominant use of land in the immediate locality; and

(c) the use would not be prejudicial to the amenity of the locality.

5.13.3 Before approving a temporary use under the provisions of this 
subclause the Council shall advertise the proposal and consult with 
the public in accordance with the manner prescribed for “S” uses 
under subclause 5.7.3 of the scheme.

5.13.4 The Council shall not approve a temporary use for more than two 
years.”

Deemed Refusal
Under Clause 5.5.1 of the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 an 
application is ‘deemed to be refused’ if it is not determined within a 60 day period.

Clause 5.5.2 of the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 applies where a 
land use 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.  The applicant has provided written 
agreement to an extension to allow for determination.
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Right of Appeal
The applicant / owner may appeal a planning approval / planning refusal to the State 
Administrative Tribunal (SAT) subject to Section 8A of the Town Planning and 
Development Act 1928 (as amended).  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: Jade Projects Australia Ward: West
Lodgement Date: 8 February 2006 Use Class: Demonstration Home – 

Use not listed
Office – X
Car Park - D

Lot Area: 390m2 TPS Zoning: Residential R20/40
Estimated Value: $180,000 MRS: Urban

Sustainable Dwelling
A building licence was issued on 10 October 2005 for a single dwelling at Lot 74 (19) 
Laurie Street, Kewdale.  Prior to the issue of the licence the dwelling was required to 
satisfy minimum energy efficiency requirements.  Under the First Rate Energy 
Efficiency Program a five star rating is required.  The dwelling achieved a higher rating 
than required of 8.5 stars.

The construction of the dwelling is almost complete, with internal fitout and landscaping 
remaining.

Application
An application was lodged on 8 February 2006 to temporarily use the dwelling as a 
demonstration home and office for 12 months.  The proposal included:

 Having the dwelling available as a demonstration home between 1:00pm and 
4:00pm on Saturdays to promote sustainable design.

 Using the dwelling as the applicants’ own office on weekdays between 8:00am 
and 5:00pm.  

 Construction of five car parking bays to the rear of the existing single dwelling at 
Lot 54 (211) Knutsford Avenue, Kewdale.  This property is located 100m from 
the proposed demonstration home.

Council considered the application at its meeting held 6 June 2006.  A detailed 
description of the proposed development was included in the Council report (Item 
11.1.2, 13/06/2006 OCM minutes refers).  

In respect of the application Council resolved that:

“1. Council determine that:

(a) the demonstration home may be consistent with the intent 
of the Residential zone; and 

(b) the office: 
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(i) will not inhibit the ultimate use of the building as 
residential; 

(ii) is compatible with the adjoining residential land use; 
and

(iii) will not be prejudicial to the amenity of the locality. 

2. Council advertise the proposal and consult with all land owners 
and occupiers on Laurie Street between Belmont Avenue and 
Knutsford Avenue, and all land owners and occupiers on 
Knutsford Avenue between Ross Street and Wright Street for 21 
days in accordance with Clause 5.7 of the City of Belmont Town 
Planning Scheme No. 14.  

3. Council pursuant to Clause 9.10 of Town Planning Scheme No. 
14, authorise the Director-Community and Statutory Services or 
the Manager-Planning Services to determine the application for a 
temporary demonstration home and office at Lot 74 (19) Laurie 
Street and a temporary car park at Lot 54 (211) Knutsford Avenue, 
Kewdale.

4. Any approval be subject to a condition requiring staff to park their 
vehicles on Lot 54 (211) Knutsford Avenue, Kewdale to ensure 
that the maximum number of on-site bays are available for visitor 
parking.”

The application was advertised to all land owners and occupiers on Laurie Street 
between Belmont Avenue and Knutsford Avenue, and all land owners and occupiers on 
Knutsford Avenue between Ross Street and Wright Street from 3 July 2006 to 26 July 
2006.  Four submissions objecting to the application on the basis of land use and 
traffic/car parking were received; therefore the application has been referred back to 
Council for determination.  The submissions are summarised as an Attachment to this 
report.

OFFICER COMMENT

Land Use
In respect of the land use, two of the submissions raise concerns that a residential area 
is not an appropriate location for a business.  

Demonstration Home
The intention of the Residential zone is to permit a mix of housing types to encourage 
families to the district and increase the resident population.  Prior to advertising Council 
resolved that the demonstration home may be consistent with the intention of the 
residential zone as the building is residential in appearance and will eventually be 
converted to a dwelling.

Residential display homes have previously been approved within the Residential zone, 
and have operated without complaint.  It is considered that the Demonstration Home 
will operate in the same manner as a Display Home, and will have limited impact on the 
amenity of the area.
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Office Use
Prior to advertising, Council resolved that the Office land use meets criteria set out in 
Clause 5.13.2(a), (b) and (c) of the Scheme, as outlined in Statutory Environment.  

In respect of clause 15.13.2(a), the building has been constructed as a dwelling, and 
can be readily converted to a single dwelling on completion of the 12 month temporary 
land use.  

The office is proposed to be a low-key operation, with only four staff and limited visitors 
to the site.  As proposed, the office is likely to operate within the bounds of the City of 
Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 definition of a ‘Home Business’.  The 
exception to the home business requirements is that the business operators are not 
living in the dwelling, and four staff are employed in lieu of two staff.  A home business 
is a permitted use within the Residential zone.

In respect of clause 15.13.2(b) it is considered that the use will be compatible with the 
residential use of adjoining properties provided that the office operates as indicated by 
the applicant.  This also applies in terms of clause 15.13.2(c).  It is considered that the 
office use will not be prejudicial to the amenity of the locality, provided that the office 
operates discreetly.

To ensure that the land uses are compatible with the surrounding residential land, any 
approval issued for the development should include conditions relating to:

 Demonstration home and office opening hours; and

 Number of office staff.

Car Parking
Car parking required for the development in summarised in the following table.

Land Use Area Car Parking 
Requirement

Total Required Total Provided

Demonstration 
Home

N/A 5 bays per display home 5 bays 5 off-site

Office 37m2
4 staff

1 space for every 20m2 
of NLA or 1 space for 
each employee, 
whichever is greater

4 bays 2 on site

Total 9 bays 7 bays

The shortfall in office car parking is addressed by the reciprocity between the two 
proposed land uses.  The office and the demonstration home are proposed to be open 
at different times with no overlap.  The car parking on 211 Knutsford Avenue will 
therefore be able to accommodate all of the required car parking for the land uses.

Car parking is unable to be provided on the adjacent vacant site as the land is under 
separate ownership and they are intending to construct a dwelling.  Under Clause 10.9 
of the Scheme Council has the ability to approve car parking on land close to the 
development.  The land owners of Lot 54 (211) Knutsford Avenue will need to enter 
into a legal agreement with the applicant to provide access to the car parking for the life 
of the temporary land use.
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The submissions raise concerns that the demonstration home and office will increase 
traffic in the street and cause parking problems.  The City’s Engineering Department 
considers that the volume of traffic generated by the proposal can be accommodated 
on Laurie Street provided that the two designated car parking areas are used by 
visitors and staff.  

The car parking is therefore a management issue, which the applicant has agreed to 
address by:

 Advising prospective visitors to both the demonstration home and office of 
where the designated car park is located;

 Requiring office staff to park in the proposed car park on 211 Knutsford Avenue 
so that the two bays in the garage can be used by visitors;

 Requesting visitors not to park on the street; and 

 Allowing visitors by appointment only.

Any overflow parking on the street may be subject to monitoring by the City and if a 
problem arises then the City may be required to take further action.  

‘No Parking’ signs have already been installed on the Laurie Street verge opposite the 
subject site.  This was done to alleviate traffic issues associated with the adjacent 
commercial development on Belmont Avenue, and the parking of trucks and large 
vehicles on Laurie Street.  This appears to have successfully addressed the traffic 
issues as a search of Council’s records has revealed only one car parking complaint on 
the street since 2001.

Building Code of Australia
The City’s Building Department has raised concerns that the dwelling (Class 1a 
building) will not comply with the Building Code of Australia fire requirements if it is 
used as an office (Class 5 building).  The applicant will need to provide the City’s 
Building Department with a fire solution to resolve the issue prior to occupying the 
building as an office.  The applicant will need to request a change of classification.

Options

Option 1 - Refuse
Council may refuse the application for a demonstration home, office and car park on 
the basis that the car parking for the proposal is situated too far from the dwelling to be 
effective.  If visitor car parking occurs within the Laurie Street road reserve this may 
affect the amenity of the street and cause a nuisance to residents.

This option is not preferred as it is considered that the land uses are consistent with the 
intent of the zone, and car parking is unlikely to cause a problem provided it is 
effectively managed.  The sustainable demonstration home may be a valuable 
resource to builders and landowners within the area.

Option 2 - Approve
Council may approve the proposed home, office and car park on the basis that:

 The land uses are temporary and the building can be readily converted back to 
its intended residential use;
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 The demonstration home is consistent with the intention of the residential zone;

 The proposed office will operate in a similar manner to a Home Business which 
is a permitted use within the Residential zone;

 It is considered that the proposed land uses will not have an adverse impact on 
the amenity of the locality;

 Adequate car parking has been provided to service the two proposed land uses;

 The car parking can be screened to limit impact on the amenity of the 
streetscape.

This option is recommended as the issues relating to land use and traffic/car parking 
can be addressed by including appropriate conditions on any approval issued for the 
application.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The cost of advertising can be recouped from the applicant.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

As of 1 July 2003, Energy Efficiency requirements were implemented via the Building 
Code (BCA) of Australia Volume 2.  All residential buildings need to comply with the 
‘deemed to satisfy’ requirements, or alternatively an Energy Audit Report can be 
submitted by an accredited person.  The sustainable demonstration home will provide 
builders with innovative examples of energy efficiency.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
BB Attach 4 Schedule of Submissions

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. Determine that:
(a) the demonstration home is consistent with the intent of the Residential 

zone; and
(b) the office:

(i) will not inhibit the ultimate use of the building as residential; 
(ii) is compatible with the adjoining residential land use; and
(iii) will not be prejudicial to the amenity of the locality. 

2. Approve the application for a temporary demonstration home and office at Lot 
74 (19) Laurie Street and a temporary car park at Lot 54 (211) Knutsford 
Avenue, Kewdale subject to the following conditions:
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(a) Approval to use Lot 74 (19) Laurie Street for a demonstration home and 
office and Lot 54 (211) Knutsford Avenue for a car park is valid for one 
year only commencing from the date of this approval. 

(b) The demonstration home shall operate only on Saturdays between the 
hours of 1.00pm to 4.00pm.  The office shall operate only on weekdays 
between the hours of 8.00am to 5.00pm.

(c) The office shall employ a maximum of four (4) staff, including the 
working company directors, at all times.  

(d) All office staff vehicles shall be parked on Lot 54 (211) Knutsford 
Avenue, Kewdale at all times.

(e) Directional signage shall be erected on Lot 74 (19) Laurie Street and Lot 
54 (211) Knutsford Avenue indicating the location of the designated car 
parking areas to the satisfaction of the Manager-Planning Services.

(f) A management plan for advising all visitors to both the demonstration 
home and office of the requirement to park within the designated car 
park shall be submitted to the satisfaction of the Manager-Planning 
Services prior to commencement of the demonstration home and office 
uses.

(g) The owner of Lot 54 (211) Knutsford Avenue shall enter into a legal 
agreement with the City prepared by the City’s solicitors by which the 
owner covenants to make the car parking available at all times whilst the 
demonstration home and office are open, and agrees to the registration 
of an absolute caveat against the Certificate/s of Title to the land.  The 
owner is to bear all costs associated with the preparation and stamping 
of the agreement and the registration of the caveat.

(h) A screening fence shall be constructed in and maintained around the 
proposed car park on Lot 54 (211) Knutsford Avenue prior to 
commencement of the demonstration home and office uses.

(i) A landscaping and reticulation plan acceptable to the City shall be 
Prepared by a professional horticulturist or a qualified landscape 
contractor and submitted to the City for the car park at Lot 54 (211) 
Knutsford Avenue prior to commencement of the demonstration home 
and office uses.  The plan shall show by numerical code, the species, 
quantity and anticipated mature dimensions of all plant types to be 
planted and shall include:

(i) species and plants capable of screening the proposed car park 
from Laurie Street; and

(ii) the street verge.

(j) (i) Vehicle parking, manoeuvring and circulation areas on Lot 54 
(211) Knutsford Avenue shall be designed and constructed in 
accordance with:
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(a) The approved plan (5 spaces measuring 2.5 metres x 
5.5 metres each);

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

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

(ii) The areas must be constructed in crushed limestone base, 
unless otherwise approved by the Director-Technical Services 
and clearly line marked to the satisfaction of the Director-
Technical Services.

The requirements of this condition must be completed prior to the 
commencement of the demonstration home and office uses.

(k) 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.

3. Advise the writers of the submissions of Council’s decision.

Committee Comment

Councillors believed a current survey should be carried out regarding residents’ 
opinions on the parking facilities in the street.

BASS MOVED, ROSSI SECONDED, that Council defer this item for further 
information on parking in Laurie Street and the operation of the demonstration 
home itself be assessed.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 1

For: Bass, Hitt, Marks, Rossi, Martin, Powell, Whiteley

Against: Godfrey

11.2 SOCIAL BELMONT

Nil.

11.3 ECONOMIC BELMONT

Nil.

11.4 NATURAL BELMONT

Nil
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11.5 BUSINESS EXCELLENCE

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 11.5.4 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Marks.

POWELL MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that with the exception of Item 11.5.4 
which is to be considered separately, the Officer Recommendations in the 
Business Excellence Belmont Key Result Area Reports, specifically Items 11.5.1 
to 11.5.3 and 11.5.5 be adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

11.5.1 Asset Management Strategy**
**BEXB Attachment 5 – Item 11.5.1 refers

Report by Technical Services Division

DATE

14 August 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek Council endorsement of the Asset Management Strategy for the City.

COUNCIL ROLE 

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

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

Summary and Key Issues

As part of the City’s ongoing commitment to strategic objectives Council requested the 
development of an Asset Management Strategy. 

The Development of the Asset Management Strategy demonstrates the City’s 
commitment to providing and maintaining a wide range of assets that not only meet the 
needs of the Community but ensure the long term financial sustainability of the City of 
Opportunity.

The purpose and objectives of the Asset Management Strategy are as follows:
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Purpose of Strategy

 To maintain public infrastructure in accordance with sound economic practices, 
taking into consideration the community’s needs and expectations.

 To set the strategic direction for the management of infrastructure assets within 
the City of Belmont.

 To establish accountability for infrastructure asset condition, use and 
performance.

Objectives of Strategy

 To improve and further develop life cycle Asset Management processes and 
practices to ensure the appropriate information is captured and used in all 
capital investment decisions.

 To optimise the utilisation of the City’s assets over their useful life through a 
well developed asset management analysis framework.

 To ensure asset functions are assessed and matched against service delivery 
standards.

 To ensure the development of Asset Management Plans for each asset 
category.

 To improve and maximise the performance of the City’s existing infrastructure 
assets.   

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the City of Belmont Asset Management Strategy be adopted.

LOCATION

Not applicable. 

APPLICANT

Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

32/005 :  Internal Policy and Procedure Documents 

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

Nil
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VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority.

CONSULTATION

There has been no specific Community consultation in respect of this matter; however 
the development of the Strategy has been undertaken by the following Officers:

 Manager Parks, Leisure and Environment
 Manager Works
 Manager Design and Assets
 Coordinator Council Buildings

With input from the following Officers:

 Chief Executive Officer
 Director Technical Services
 Manager Financial Services

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

The adoption of the Asset Management Strategy will assist with the achievement of key 
outcomes contained within the City’s Strategic Plan 2006-2010 in particular Built 
Belmont.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The development of this strategy is consistent with Council Policy C 3.8.1 Asset 
Management.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Not applicable.

BACKGROUND

As part of the City’s ongoing commitment to strategic objectives Council requested the 
development of an Asset Management Strategy that would assist Council to make 
effective decisions on the provision of public infrastructure. 

OFFICER COMMENT

The Asset Management Strategy will set the future direction for the management of the 
City’s Assets. It will ensure the establishment of goals, strategies and performance 
objectives to deliver key outcomes for the City and the Community.

The overall purpose and objectives of the strategy are as follows:

Purpose of Strategy
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 To maintain public infrastructure in accordance with sound economic practices, 
taking into consideration the community’s needs and expectations.

 To set the strategic direction for the management of infrastructure assets within 
the City of Belmont.

 To establish accountability for infrastructure asset condition, use and 
performance.

Objectives of Strategy

 To improve and further develop life cycle Asset Management processes and 
practices to ensure the appropriate information is captured and used in all 
capital investment decisions.

 To optimise the utilisation of the City’s assets over their useful life through a 
well developed asset management analysis framework.

 To ensure asset functions are assessed and matched against service delivery 
standards.

 To ensure the development of Asset Management Plans for each asset 
category.

 To improve and maximise the performance of the City’s existing infrastructure 
assets.   

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There will be a financial obligation to support the development and implementation of 
the Asset Management Strategy; however it is envisaged that a structured phased 
implementation of the Strategy will take a number of years, with long term capital 
improvement programmes being developed for each asset category. These capital 
improvement programmes would be considered by Council when adopting the annual 
budget.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time. It is however 
expected that as the Asset Management Strategy is progressed the impact on the 
environment will be a positive one.  

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
BEXB Attach 5 Asset Management Strategy Document.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the City of Belmont Asset Management Strategy be adopted.

 OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.5
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11.5.2 Accounts for Payment**
**BEXB Attachment 6 – Item 11.5.2 refers

Report by Corporate & Governance Division

DATE

17 August 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Confirmation of accounts paid and authority to pay unpaid accounts.

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

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 Attachment to this item be 
confirmed and endorsed.

LOCATION

Not applicable 

APPLICANT

Not applicable

FILE REFERENCE

54/007 – Creditors – Payment Authorisations
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DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

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 765394-772550 $4,590,060.79
Trust Fund Cheques 905198-905200 $27,744.19

Total of Cheques for July 2006 $4,617,804.98
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A copy of the Authorised Cheque Listing is included as an Attachment to this item.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

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

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
BEXB 6 Accounts for payment listing

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

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

 
 OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.5
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11.5.3 Financial Reports as at 31 July 2006**
**BEXB Attachment 7 – Item 11.5.3 refers

Report by Corporate and Governance Division

DATE

17 August 2006

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 

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 Council adopt ten percent of the estimated closing balance as the base amount 
for determining materiality of variations in accordance with Regulation 34(5) of the 
Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996.

That the Monthly Financial Activity Statement and accompanying information as at 31 
July 2006 be received.

LOCATION

Not applicable

APPLICANT

Not applicable

FILE REFERENCE

32/009 – Financial Operating Statements
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DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

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.
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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.

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 will now tie 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. 
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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 that reason, it is proposed that the basic 10 
percent test be applied to any noted variances, with the budgeted closing balance 
being the base amount. The currently budgeted closing balance is $1,000,000, 
therefore, on the above assumption, variances in excess of 10 percent ($100,000) 
should have their details reported in accordance with Regulation 34.

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. A periodic budgeting process has been adopted in which an 
estimated budget for each month of the year has been set. The allocation of these 
amounts is often based on historical income/expenditure patterns and is not 
necessarily one twelfth of the annual budget.

In order to provide more details regarding significant variations in the attached report, 
the following summary is provided.  Material variances listed below can be identified on 
the financial report by the appearance of a capital “M” in the most right hand column of 
the report.

Report Section YTD Budget YTD Actual Comment
Applications of Funds – Capital
Computing 429,200 24,718 Variation to anticipated expenditure 

patterns during fiscal transition.
Grounds Operations 185,922 6,612 Variation to anticipated expenditure 

patterns during fiscal transition. 
Road works 436,097 167,350 Variation to anticipated expenditure 

patterns during fiscal transition.
Building Operations 226,416 25,169 Variation to anticipated expenditure 

patterns during fiscal transition.
Applications of Funds – Operating
Computing 611,832 24,641 Licence payments for business 

applications yet to be finalised.
Sources of Funds – Capital
Operations Centre 0 -112,273 Plant changeover delayed from 

previous year.
Sources of Funds – Operating
Belmont HACC Services -103,256 342,653 Grant proceeds received earlier 

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 the attached report.
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Reconciliation of Nett Current Assets to Statement of Financial Activity
Current Assets as at 30 June 2006 $ Comment
Cash and investments 14,263,319 Includes municipal, reserves & 

deposits
       - less non rate setting cash -12,363,241 Reserves and deposits held
Receivables 27,187,156 Mostly rates levied yet to be received
       - less non rate setting 
receivables

-3,764,735 ESL levied and GST payable

Stock on hand 203,476
Total Current Assets $25,525,975
Current Liabilities
Creditors and provisions -7,085,368 Includes deposits, GST and ESL 

payable
       - less non rate setting creditors 
& provisions

6,355,268 ESL, GST and deposits held

       - less cash backed provisions -424,060 Long service leave funded by reserve
Total Current Liabilities $-306,040
Nett Current Assets 30 June 2006 $25,219,935

Nett Current Assets as Per Financial 
Activity Report

$25,219,935

Less Restricted Assets -522,020 Unspent grants held for specific 
purposes (Grandstand Road)

Less Committed Assets -24,741,955 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 31 July 2006
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council adopt ten percent of the estimated closing balance as the base 
amount for determining materiality of variations in accordance with Regulation 
34(5) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996.

That the Monthly Financial Activity Statement and accompanying information as 
at 31 July 2006 be received.

 
 OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.5

11.5.4 Councillor Vacancy – Central Ward

Report by Corporate and Governance Division

DATE

18 August 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider the manner in which the Council wishes to deal with the vacancy in the 
Central Ward created by the retirement of Cr Marion Blair.

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 

Summary and Key Issues

 On 16 August 2006 Cr Marion Blair resigned as a Councillor for the Central Ward.  
Cr Blair’s term of office was due to expire in 2009.

 Council must consider when to conduct an extraordinary election for the vacancy in 
the Central Ward.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That:
1. Council fixes the polling date for an extraordinary election for the vacancy in the 

Central Ward as Thursday 23 November 2006; 
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2. The vacancies on Council committees not be filled until after the extraordinary 
election; and

3. The proxies to external bodies and organisations to which Cr Blair was elected 
a representative attend on behalf of Council until after the extraordinary 
election."

LOCATION

N/A 

APPLICANT

N/A

FILE REFERENCE

44/005 – Ballot Papers and Council Electoral Administration

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority

CONSULTATION

The City has contacted the Western Australian Electoral Commission regarding the 
possible conduct of an extraordinary election.  The information provided by WAEC is 
contained within this report.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

No strategic plan implications are evident at this time.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

No policy implications are evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

The Local Government Act 1995 Part 4 deals with the conduct of elections.

Section 4.8 provides that if the office of Councillor becomes vacant then an 
extraordinary election is to be held.
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Section 4.9 provides that the Council is to fix the day for the conduct of an 
extraordinary election within one month of the vacancy arising.  If Council does not fix 
the day then the Mayor can do so in writing.

Section 4.16 provides that if a member’s resignation takes effect after the first Saturday 
in August the year before an election year then the Council may fix the extraordinary 
election day as the ordinary election day during the election year.

BACKGROUND

Cr Marion Blair resigned as a Councillor for the Central Ward effective 16 August 2006. 
Council must decide when to conduct an extraordinary election for the vacancy.  

As the vacancy occurred after the first Saturday in August in the year before an 
election year, the Council may resolve to fix the extraordinary election date as the 
ordinary election date next year.  Alternatively, Council may resolve to fix an election 
day as any day between 70 days and four months after the vacancy occurred.

OFFICER COMMENT

Cr Blair’s term of office was due to expire in 2009.  Amendments to the Local 
Government Act 1995 are currently being proposed to move the day for ordinary 
elections to the first Saturday in October.  If the City were to conduct an extraordinary 
election within the next 4 months then the successful candidate would be likely to be 
elected for a term of 3 years.  The present proposal is for the Local Government Act 
1995 to be amended so that the 2007 ordinary elections will be held in October.  As a 
result, if the Council resolved to fix the election day as the ordinary election day next 
year then the office would remain vacant for approximately 14 months.  There is 
sufficient justification to warrant the holding of an extraordinary election within the next 
four months rather than waiting for the conduct of the next ordinary election.

Council resolved on 14 June 2005 to hold all Council elections by way of postal vote 
until 2009 and on 27 September 2005 to request the WAEC to act as returning officer 
for all ordinary and extraordinary elections until 2009.  As a result, any extraordinary 
election will be conducted by the WAEC as a postal vote. 

The WAEC advises its preference to fix the polling day for extraordinary elections by 
way of a postal vote as a weekday.  This reduces the administrative overheads for both 
the WAEC and the City.  Particularly for the City, if the polling day is fixed on a 
Saturday then the City needs to employ staff to open the offices whereas if the polling 
day is fixed on a weekday then the offices are already open.  There is minimal 
disruption to electors by holding the polling day on a weekday as all electors are 
entitled to vote using the postal voting method.

The WAEC has advised that it is necessary to fix the election day as a day at least 70 
days after the Council meeting at which this decision is taken but within 4 months of the 
vacancy arising.  

Taking all these considerations into account, the WAEC and the officers recommend 
that the polling day be fixed for Thursday, 23 November 2006.
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As there is a period of three months between Cr Blair's vacancy and the conduct of the 
election to elect her replacements, Council needs to consider whether to replace Cr 
Blair as a member of Council committees and as a Council representative on external 
bodies and organisation.
 
It is proposed that Council consider the permanent replacement for these positions 
after the conduct of the extra-ordinary election.  This will provide the new Councillor 
with an opportunity to nominate for these positions.
 
Cr Blair was a member of the Audit and Risk Committee and the Environment 
Committee.  There are already five members of these committees which will allow for 
adequate membership of these committees.  As a result it is proposed not to fill these 
vacancies until after the conduct of the extraordinary elections.
 
Cr Blair was appointed as Council's representative on a number of external bodies and 
organisations.  At the time of appointing Cr Blair, Council also appointed a proxy or 
deputy to each of the organisations.  The following list highlights those organisations on 
which Cr Blair was the representative and identifies the relevant proxy or deputy.  It is 
proposed that the proxy or deputy represents Council on these organisations until after 
the conduct of the extraordinary election:
 
Ascot Island Steering Committee                           Proxy     Cr Hitt
Belmont Community Recreation Association         Proxy     Cr Powell
East Metropolitan Regional Council                       Proxy     Cr Powell
Perth Airport Noise Management Committee        Cr Blair was the proxy to Cr Marks so 

Cr Marks should continue to attend
Swan River Trust                                                    Proxy     Cr Marks

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The Western Australian Electoral Commission has advised that they estimate the 
conduct of the extraordinary election will cost in the order of $10,200.  Funds for 
electoral expenses have been provided in the City's adopted budget at account 9-215-
00-00-1382-000.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil. 
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That:
1. Council fixes the polling date for an extraordinary election for the vacancy in the 

Central Ward as Thursday 23 November 2006; 
2. The vacancies on Council committees not be filled until after the extraordinary 

election; and
3. The proxies to external bodies and organisations to which Cr Blair was elected 

a representative attend on behalf of Council until after the extraordinary 
election.

Committee Comment

The Chief Executive Officer explained the requirements by EMRC to appoint a Council 
representative.

MARKS MOVED, ROSSI SECONDED, that Council:

1. Fixes the polling date for an extraordinary election for the vacancy in the 
Central Ward as Thursday 23 November 2006;

2. Council appoint Cr Powell to act as Council's representative at East 
Metropolitan Regional Council;

3. The vacancies on Council committees not be filled until after the 
extraordinary election; and

4. The proxies to all other external bodies and organisations to which Cr 
Blair was elected a representative attend on behalf of Council until after 
the extraordinary election.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0
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11.5.5 Belmont City College – Memorandum of Understanding**
**BEXB Attachment 8 – Item 11.5.5 refers

Report by Corporate and Governance Division

DATE

21 August 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider a revised draft of the proposed Memorandum of Understanding with 
Belmont City College.

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 

Summary and Key Issues

At the Council meeting held 2 May 2006, Council resolved to enter into a Memorandum 
of Understanding with Belmont City College.

Upon corresponding with the Belmont City College, it became apparent that the terms 
and nature of the Memorandum of Understanding would not be acceptable to the 
Belmont City College under advice from the State Solicitor’s Office.

Officers attempted to advocate with the Minister for Education to ensure that the City 
would be able to enter into an appropriate agreement with the Belmont City College.  
To date these attempts have been unsuccessful.

Officers have renegotiated the terms of the Memorandum of Understanding with 
Belmont City College and now propose that Council enter into the Memorandum of 
Understanding on revised terms.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That 
1. Council agrees to enter into the proposed Memorandum of Understanding with 

Belmont City College; and
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2. the Mayor and CEO continue to lobby the State Government for a consistent 
approach to funding agreements between State Government and Local 
Government.

LOCATION

Not applicable.

APPLICANT

Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

41/001 Donations / Requests

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority

CONSULTATION

The officers have consulted with Mr Lindsay Hale, Principal of Belmont City College in 
order to prepare the proposed Memorandum of Understanding.  

The officers have also made representations to the Minister for Education, the Hon 
Ljiljanna Ravlich MLC in relation to the nature of funding agreements between State 
Government and Local Government.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

No strategic plan implications are evident at this time.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

No policy implications are evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

No statutory implications are evident at this time.

Version: 1, Version Date: 12/09/2006
Document Set ID: 1107082



OCM 05/09/06 Reports of Administration
Business Excellence Belmont

Item 11.5.5 continued

76
CONFIRMATION DATE: 26 SEPTEMBER 2006

BACKGROUND

The City has been negotiating with the Belmont City College on a proposed 
Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) for the provision of services by Belmont City 
College in exchange for funding by the City of Belmont.  At the 2 May 2006 meeting, 
Council resolved as follows:

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

“That Council approve the Memorandum of Understanding with the Belmont City 
College and agree to pay Belmont City College $16,000 (per year) to assist in the 
strengthening of the strategic partnership between the City and the College in servicing 
our students, their families and our communities, for the term of the Memorandum of 
Understanding, which is for three years.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.2”

After Council resolved to endorse the MOU, officers forwarded a copy of the MOU to 
the Belmont City College who referred the document to the State Solicitor’s Office for 
an opinion.  The State Solicitor’s Office indicated that they would not support the MOU 
under the terms proposed by the City.  

The City wrote to the Minister for Education, the Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich MLC requesting 
reconsideration of the advice provided by the State Solicitor’s Office.    Indications are 
that the State Solicitor’s Office will maintain its present position on the terms of the 
MOU as originally proposed.  Further comment on this position is made under officer 
comment below.

As a result of the advice provided by the State Solicitor’s Office, Belmont City College 
is unable to sign the MOU in the terms originally proposed.  Officers of the City have 
negotiated a revised MOU with the Belmont City College and this is presented to 
Council for endorsement; as attached.

OFFICER COMMENT

The MOU as originally proposed was intended to be a binding document between the 
City of Belmont and the Belmont City College.  The original MOU set out the 
obligations of each party to the agreement and addressed issues such as required 
service provision by Belmont City College, indemnity, service standards and repayment 
of funding in the event of a breach.

The State Solicitor’s Office advised Belmont City College not to enter into a binding 
legal agreement.  The State Solicitor’s Office maintains the position that State 
Government agencies should not have to enter into binding legal agreements when 
they receive funding assistance from local governments.   Officers consider that this 
position is unreasonable given that local governments must enter into binding legal 
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agreements when they receive funding assistance from the State Government and its 
agencies.  

Officers wish to continue to lobby the State Government, including the Minister for 
Education and the Minister for Local Government about the position currently being 
taken by the State Solicitor’s Office.

The new MOU has a different legal application than the MOU that was originally 
proposed.  It is not a binding legal document and as a result neither party is bound by 
the commitments contained in the MOU.   If the City provides funding to the Belmont 
City College under this MOU then this takes the form of a “donation” and there is no 
obligation on Belmont City College to use the funding for the purpose that is 
contemplated by the MOU.  Belmont City College is free to use the funding for any 
purpose that it chooses and may distribute the funding as it sees fit.   The City of 
Belmont is not bound to provide the funding in any future years.

The CEO of the City of Belmont, Dr Shayne Silcox and the Principal of Belmont City 
College, Lindsay Hale both see the MOU as an important reference point for both 
parties in the form of a partnership understanding.  Each party has an intention to work 
with the other for the purposes set out in the MOU and will endeavour to ensure that 
the MOU commitments are met.  

Officers consider that the outcomes to be obtained from the proposed arrangement are 
of significant benefit for the City and the Belmont City College.  As a result, officers 
recommend that the City enter into the MOU in the terms shown in the attached MOU.  
Any concerns about the advice provided by the State Solicitor’s Office should be taken 
up directly with the relevant Ministers and should not interfere with the important 
understanding reached between the City and the Belmont City College.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The signing of a MOU enables the City to be actively involved in the College’s reform 
and renewal program and strengthen strategic alliance with the City of Belmont and 
Belmont City College enabling both to better serve young people and families in this 
community. It also enables combined marketing strategies which attract and support 
home ownership, and employment within the City of Belmont by promoting community 
and educational services.  Funds contributed by the City will be utilised by the College 
in the following manner:

Programs City of Belmont Funding Belmont City College 
Funding

“Choose Respect” 
Rewards Program

$2,000 $ 3,000

Behaviour Management 
Themed Drama 
Performances

$1,200 $   200

Camps & Excursions For 
Team Building, Self 
Esteem, Leadership & 
Behaviour Modification

$1,800 $10,500

Sporting Team Uniforms $  500 $    500
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“Choose Respect” 
Harmony Day 

$1,000 $    500

Drama Performances for 
Feeder Primary Schools

$2,000 $4,000

Year 7 Homework Club $  500 $4,000
Breakfast Club $1,000 $   500
Scholarships
Citizenship 4 @ $500
Academic 5 @ $500
Music 5 @ $500
Sport 2 @ $500

$2,000
$2,000
$1,500
$   500

Total $16,000

$   500
$1,000
$   500

Total $25,200

The total financial commitment is for $16,000 per annum for three years.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
BEXB 8 Draft MOU

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That 

1. Council agrees to enter into the proposed Memorandum of Understanding 
with Belmont City College; and

2. the Mayor and CEO lobby the State Government for a consistent approach to 
funding agreements between State Government and Local Government.

 OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.5
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12. REPORTS BY THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

12.1 INFORMATION BULLETINS

The following Elected Members Bulletin was distributed to Councillors:

Elected Members Bulletin 18 August 2006.

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

Elected Members Bulletin 18 August 2006.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

12.2 REQUESTS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil.

13. MATTERS FOR WHICH THE MEETING MAY BE CLOSED
NOTE: Section 5.23(2) of the Local Government Act 1995, details a number of matters upon 
which Council may discuss and make decisions without members of the public being present.  
These matters include: - matters affecting employees; personal affairs of any person; 
contractual matters; legal advice; commercial-in-confidence matters, security matters, among 
others.

NOTE: Section 5.93 of the Local Government Act 1995, details that an elected member or 
employee may not make improper use of any information acquired in the performance of their 
function under this Act or any written law.  Penalty $10,000.  The City of Belmont Standing 
Orders Local Law Clause 4.2(2) details that an elected member or employee in receipt of 
Confidential Information may not disclose such information to any person other than another 
City of Belmont elected member or employee.  Penalty $5,000.

(The correct part of the LG Act needs to be stated after the heading - dependant on what the 
matter relates to, explaining why the meeting needs to go behind closed doors). 
e.g. Confidential Matter in accordance with Section 5.23(2)(a)
e.g. Confidential Matter in accordance with Section 5.23(2)(c)&(e)(ii)

BASS MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that for the convenience of Cr Dornford 
needing to leave the meeting early, that Items 11.1.2 and 13.2 be brought 
forward.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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13.1 STATE ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL – PUBLIC WEIGHBRIDGE – LOT 801 (13) 
BRADFORD STREET, KEWDALE - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF COUNCIL DECISION**

**Confidential Attachment 1 – Item 13.1 refers
**Confidential Attachment 1.1 – Item 13.1 refers
**Confidential Attachment 1.2 – Item 13.1 refers

(Circulated under separate cover)

13.2 CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER ANNUAL PERFORMANCE APPRAISAL & 
REMUNERATION REVIEW**

**Confidential Attachment 2 – Item 13.2 refers
**Confidential Attachment 2.1 – Item 13.2 refers
**Confidential Attachment 2.2 – Item 13.2 refers

 (Circulated under separate cover)

**8.41pm The Manager – Governance read aloud the resolutions passed behind 
closed doors, namely – 

13.1 State Administrative Tribunal – Public Weighbridge – Lot 801 (13) Bradford 
Street, Kewdale - Request for Review of Council Decision**
**Confidential Attachment 1 – Item 13.1 refers
**Confidential Attachment 1.1 – Item 13.1 refers
**Confidential Attachment 1.2 – Item 13.1 refers
(Circulated under separate cover)

BASS MOVED, HITT SECONDED, that Council:

(a) set aside the officer’s decision of 31 May 2006 to refuse the application for a 
public weighbridge at lot 801 (13) Bradford Street, Kewdale;

(b) substitute a new decision to approve the application for a public weighbridge 
at lot 801 (13) Bradford Street, Kewdale subject to the following conditions:

1. The weighbridge to be a MINIMUM of 3.5 metres wide.

2. The weighbridge to be a MAXIMUM of 20.0 metres long.

3. The level of the proposed weighbridge must be level to the existing 
natural ground level immediately adjacent to the section of the site 
proposed to accommodate the weighbridge.

4. Landscaping, plants and reticulation shall be installed in accordance 
with a landscaping and reticulation plan for the site and verge area to be 
submitted to the City and approved by the Manager-Planning Services, 
the Senior Planning Officer or the Planning Officer and the landscaping 
and reticulation shall be maintained and the plants shall be nurtured and 
maintained until they reach their mature dimensions and shall thereafter 
be maintained at those mature dimensions unless Council approves 
otherwise in writing.
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5. Vehicle parking, manoeuvring and circulation areas shall be designed, 
constructed, sealed, line marked and kerbed in accordance with:
i) The approved plan (car spaces measuring 2.5 metres x 5.5 metres 

each);

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.

6. 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.

7. Vehicle crossovers shall be constructed in coloured concrete/brick 
paving/hot mix in accordance with the City’s specifications for the 
construction of concrete/brick paved crossovers for industrial and 
commercial properties.  A separate application for the construction of 
any new crossover must be lodged with the City’s Technical Services for 
the approval of the Engineering Administration Officer or Project / 
Development Engineer.

8. The owner / applicant shall reconfigure and maintain the existing 
crossovers located on Lot 351 (No. 9) Bradford Street Kewdale and Lot 
800 (No. 20) Valentine Street, Kewdale where immediately abutting 13 
Bradford Street to the specifications and satisfaction of the Director 
Technical Services.  If not so maintained, the Director-Technical 
Services may require by notice, in writing that the crossovers be brought 
up to a satisfactory standard within a specified period of time and the 
notice shall be complied with within that period.  The owner is to bear all 
costs associated with the reconfiguration and maintenance of the 
crossovers.

9. All stormwater from roofed and paved areas shall be collected and 
disposed of on-site in accordance with Council’s engineering 
requirements and design guidelines and any associated drains, 
drainage pits and soakwells shall be maintained in a clean and clear 
condition free of obstruction from any thing.

10. A traffic management plan addressing:
i) traffic management signage;
ii) access from the weighbridge to the public road network;
iii) the potential for conflict with internal traffic; and
iv) the potential for conflict between vehicles entering and exiting 13 

Bradford Street and abutting properties
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shall be prepared by a traffic consultant and submitted to the City’s 
Director Technical Services for written approval prior to issue of Building 
Licence.

11 Fencing to be constructed in accordance with the approved plans.

14. No additional fencing and walls forward of the building line up to and 
including a front lot boundary, are permitted unless a separate planning 
approval is granted by Council.

15. 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.

(c) instruct the Principal Legal & Compliance Adviser to seek a solution at the 
State Administrative Tribunal by way of mediation or consent orders that 
accords with this decision of Council and the conditions imposed on the 
approval from Council.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 1

For: Powell, Whiteley, Godfrey, Martin, Bass, Marks, Hitt

Against: Rossi

**8.43pm The Chief Executive Officer departed the meeting.
**8.44pm The Chief Executive Officer returned to the meeting.

13.2 Chief Executive Officer Annual Performance Appraisal & Remuneration 
Review**
**Confidential Attachment 2 – Item 13.2 refers
**Confidential Attachment 2.1 – Item 13.2 refers
**Confidential Attachment 2.2 – Item 13.2 refers
 (Circulated under separate cover)

WHITELEY MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that Council:

That the recommendations of the Standing Committee (Executive) meeting held 14 
August 2006 be adopted with amendment as follows :

1. That the Chief Executive Officer’s performance for the period 9 November 
2005 to 30 June 2006, be accepted.

2. That the Chief Executive Officer’s performance parameters as determined for 
the review period ending 30 June 2007, be accepted.

3. That the Chief Executive Officer advance to the ‘Superior Performance’ level 
and have the applicable remuneration package increased to $220,000 applied 
with effect from 1 July 2006 with an applicable base salary level as indicated in 
the Officer Report.
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CARRIED 6 VOTES TO 2

For: Powell, Whiteley, Godfrey, Martin, Marks, Rossi 

Against: Hitt, Bass 

14. CLOSURE
There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor thanked all those in attendance 
and declared the meeting closed at 8.48pm. 
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