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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, 6 SEPTEMBER 2005, COMMENCING AT 7.03PM.

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 E Teasdale South Ward
Cr B Whiteley South 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 P Varris Manager - Governance
Mr R Garrett (to 8.48om) Manager — Finance
Mr J Blanchard Principal Legal & Compliance Adviser
Ms J Gillan Manager — Planning Services
Mrs N Jackson Agenda & Minutes Officer
OBSERVERS

There was 1 observer in the gallery.

MEMBERS OF THE GALLERY

There were 7 attendees in the gallery.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Mayor opened the meeting at 7.03 pm, welcomed those in attendance and invited
Cr Hitt to read aloud the Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility on behalf of
Councillors and Officers. Cr Hitt read aloud the affirmation.

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

2.1 APOLOGIES

Cr J Powell South Ward
Cr G Dornford Central Ward
2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Cr Blair — 02/09/05 — 24/09/05 inclusive (OCM 29/07/05 and 15/08/05)
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OCM 06/09/05 Declarations of Interest

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)
Cr Dornford 13.1 He is the Lessee of Belmont Child Centre and owner of
13.2 business
Cr Teasdale 11.52 Payment to wife in respect to Sister City secretarial
honorarium

3.2 DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST AFFECTING IMPARTIALITY
Councillors and staff are required (Code of Conduct), in addition to declaring any financial
interest, to declare any interest that may affect their impartiality in considering a matter. This
declaration does not restrict any right to participate in or be present during the decision making
procedure. The member/employee is also encouraged to disclose the nature of the interest.

| Name Item No. | Details of Interest

Nil.

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

4.1 ANNOUNCEMENTS

411 29 August 2005 — Western Australian Local Government

Association — ‘Performance Appraisals of the CEO in Local Government’

The Mayor advised that on the 29 August 2005, 10 Councillors and 1 staff member
completed the Western Australian Local Government Association 4 hour training
module entitled ‘Performance Appraisals of the CEO in Local Government'.

The Mayor invited the following Councillors to come forward to receive their Certificates
of Participation -

Cr Marks, Cr Bass, Cr Hitt, Cr Rossi, Cr Whiteley, Cr Teasdale and Cr Martin.

The Deputy Mayor then awarded the Mayor her certificate.

Other Councillors and Officers who were awarded certificates but were not present at
the Ordinary Council meeting to receive them were: Cr Dornford, Cr Blair and
Annemarie Forte, Human Resources Manager.
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OCM 06/09/05 Disclaimer

4.2 DISCLAIMER

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

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

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

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

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

The City of Belmont wishes to advise that any plans or documents contained within this agenda
may be subject to copy right law provisions (Copyright Act 1968 as amended) and that the
express pemnission of the copyright owner(s) should be sought prior to their reproduction. It
should be noted that Copyright owners are entitled to take legal action against any persons who
infringe their copyright. A reproduction of material that is protected by copyright may represent
a copyright infringement.

***7.08pm The Mayor drew the public gallery’s attention to the Disclaimer and the
Manager Governance read the Disclaimeraloud.

4.3 DecLARATIONS BY MEm BERS WHO HAVE NOT GIVEN DUE CONSIDERATION TO
ALL MATTERS CONTAINED IN THE BUSINESS PAPERS PRESENTLY BEFORE THE
MEETING

Nil.

4.4 DECLARATIONS BY MEVMBERS WHO HAVE RECEIVED AND NOT READ THE

‘COUNCILLORS INFORMATION BULLETINS’ AS DETAILEDIN 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.
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OCM 06/09/05 Public Question Time

5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

***7.10 pm The Mayor drew the public gallery’s attention to the rules of Public
Question Time as written in the agenda. In accordance with rule (1), the
Mayor advised that she had registered 3 members of the public who had
given prior notice to ask questions, this being Mr Ray Harris, Mr Michael
Ryan and Mr Steve Wolff.

The Mayor invited the public gallery members, who had yet to register their interest to
ask a question, to do so. One further registration was forthcoming, this being
Ms Winifred Mitchell.

5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE
Nil.
5.2 QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

5.2.1  Mr Ray Harris — 481 Abernethy Road, Cloverdale

1. Is it said correctly that you will take action against poverty within your City?
If you lessen the overseas travel expenses and volume of that travel including
trips to Japan, couldn’t you donate the money saved to reduce poverty as this
would appear to be a positive step.

The Mayor advised that since becoming Mayor, herself and Councillors were aware of
different groups who were helping relieve poverty. She advised that addressing poverty
was the responsibility of Federal and State Governments and that we all (as
individuals) have a personal responsibility to reduce poverty. The Mayor advised that
community benefits can be derived from the Sister City relationship and a very
complicated answer was required for a simple statement.

2. Will you suggest to your Sister City Committee that a ‘Sunset Clause’ is
coming in the light of the knock back on whaling activity and the million dollars
spent on the project to date (one million dollars being the figure supplied
orally by the previous Mayor some years ago)?

The Mayor advised that in relation to the statement made by the previous Mayor on the
one million dollars spent on the project to date, she would need to clarify this
information. The Mayor advised that in relation to a possible ‘Sunset Clause’ being set
up, she would refer the matter to the next Belmont Sister City Association meeting for
inclusion on the Agenda.

5.2.2 Mr Michael Ryan - 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

1. Mr Ryan referred to ltem 5 of 30 August 2005 Agenda Briefing Forum
Information Matrix and advised that he believed the broad thrust of his
submission was not correctly captured in the minutes. He asked the Mayor to
advise if she thought the comments of the summary adequately reflected his
original submission.
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OCM 06/09/05 Public Question Time

Item 5.2.2 Continued

The Mayor referred to the item in question and read aloud Mr Ryan’s comments. The
Mayor advised that she believed the comments stated in the Information Matrix of
30 August 2005 correctly reflected Mr Ryan's submission. Mr Ryan reiterated that he
would like his comments recorded in full.

The Chief Executive Officer advised Mr Ryan that as previously indicated the
Information Matrix is simply a summary of matters raised within a submission, and are
not verbatim. The Chief Executive Officer further advised that if he was concemed
about any particular issue, to write to the Chief Executive Officer so that the information
could become part of the City's public record.

5.2.3 Mr Steve Wolff — 191 Kew Street, Kewdale

1. Do Councillors acknowledge the clear intent stated in the Deed of Trust (for
Grove Farm) that “the said land be used for the purposes of public recreation
and enjoyment and for those purposes only”, and, that as Trustees of that
Deed, you have a clear duty to protect the rights of citizens to continue to enjoy
the land so bequeathed?

The Principal Legal and Compliance Adviser advised that the duties of the Trustees are
to act loyally in dealing with the Trust for the benefit of the beneficiaries in accordance
with the purpose of the Trust Deed. Other duties include the duty to consider all
options available and determine which of these will best serve the purpose of the Trust
for the beneficiaries.

2. Will Council move intention to sell the land?

The Mayor advised that the matter of sale of the land has yet to be put before Council.

5.2.4 Ms Winifred Mitchell, 316 Epsom Avenue, Cloverdale

1. Ms Winifred expressed concern regarding the level of response received from
her letter dated 21 July 2005 (also raised at the 15 August 2005 Ordinary
Council Meeting). Ms Winifred felt that the issues of the falling leaves and the
grass on the verge in Epsom Avenue had still not been dealt with, and asked
when the matter will be addressed?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that:

a) all Councillors would receive a copy of the letter and would be made aware
of the background information; and that
b) he would be available to do a site inspection with Ms Winifred, should she

request this.

The Mayor advised that she had read the response and that the issue was being dealt
with within the powers of the Council.

***7.30 pm There being no further questions from members of the public, the Mayor
declared Public Question Time closed.
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OCM 06/09/05 Confirmation of Minutes / Receipt of Information Matrix

6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES / RECEIPT OF INFORMATION MATRIX
6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 15 AuGusT 2005

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 15 August 2005 as printed
and circulated to all Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

ROSSI MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that subject to Cr Bass being recorded as
being present on Page 1 of the minutes, the minutes of the Ordinary Council
Meeting held on 15 August 2005 as printed and circulated to all Councillors, be
confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 8 VOTESTO 0

6.2 INFORMATION MATRIX FOR THE AGENDA BRIEFING F ORUM
HELD 30 AuGusT 2005**

*Council Attachment1 — Item 6.2 refers

BASS MOVED, ROSSI SECONDED, that the Information Matrix for the Agenda
Briefing Forum held on 30 August 2005 as circulated in the attachment, be
received and noted.

CARRIED 8 VOTESTO 0

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 / dfficers 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

The Mayor advised that Cr Bass has requested being nominated by the City of Belmont
for consideration to be a member of the State Geographic Names Committee which
closes September 2005.

MARKS MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that Cr Bass be nominated by Council for
consideration to be a member of the State Geographic Names Committee.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0
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OCM 06/09/05 Reports of Committees

9. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

Nil.

10. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES
NOTE: Regulation 11(da) of the Local Govemment (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 (AUDIT AND RISK) MEETING HELD 24 AuGusT 2005
**Council Attachment 2 — Item 10.1 refers

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Minutes of the Standing Committee (Audit and Risk) Meeting held
24 August 2005 be received and noted.

NOTE: Cr Bass noted that she had not received a copy of the minutes dated 24 August 2005
which had been distributed to Councillors earlier in the week.

ROSSI MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that the Minutes of the Standing
Committee (Audit and Risk) Meeting held 24 August 2005 be received and noted.

LOST 0 VOTES TO 8

BASS MOVED, HITT SECONDED, that matter be referred to the next Council
meeting so that all Councillors have the opportunity to consider the information
contained therein.

CARRIED 8 VOTESTO 0
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OCM 06/09/05 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

1. REPORTS OF ADMINISTRATION

NOTE: Regulation 11(da) of the Local Govemment (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 retum the recommendation for further
consideration).

1.1 BuiLT BELMONT

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

ltem 11.1.3 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Rossi.
ltem 11.1.6 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Marks.
ltem 11.1.10 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Hitt.

BASS MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that with the exception of ltems 11.1.3,
11.1.6 and 11.1.10, which are to be considered separately, Officer

Recommendations in the Built Belmont Key Result Area Reports, specifically
Item 11.1.1, 11.1.2, 11.1.4, 11.1.5, 11.1.7, 11.1.8, and 11.1.9 be adopted en bloc.

CARRIED BY ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 8 VOTES TO 0

11.11 Delegated Authority for Outbuilding Applications **Absolute Majority
Required***

Report by Building & Customer Services
DATE
17 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To allow delegation for consideration of variations to Town Planning Scheme No.
14 Clause 10.3.1.7(c) relating to outbuildings.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The Council at its Ordinary Meeting held on 24 August 2004 (ltem 10.1.1 — PDC
Minutes 16/08/2004) resolved to extend the delegated authority to the Director-
Statutory & Community Services (formerly the Director-Development), Manager
Planning Services and Senior Planning Officer to deal with variations to Clause
10.3.1.7(c) of Town Planning Scheme No. 14 relating to outbuildings.
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OCM 06/09/05 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 11.1.1 Continued

A Scheme amendment was in the process to allow for variations to the requirement for
brick walls to outbuildings constructed within 1.20 metres of a boundary.

Amendment No.12 was prepared and submitted for final approval to the Minister for
Planning and Infrastructure. The Minister requested modifications be made to the
Amendment. The modifications were adopted by the Council at its 15 August 2005
meeting (refer ltem 11.1.1) and the Amendment documents are currently awaiting to
Minister’s final approval.

To enable continuation of the delegation and in the interests of improved customer
services until such time as the Minister signs the amendment there is the necessity for
the Council to grant a further extension of the delegation under Clause 9.10 of the
Scheme.

Absolute Majority of the Council is required under Clause 9.10 for the delegation to be
approved.

Officer Recommendation Summation

To enable the continuation of approval of outbuildings without brick walls closer than
1.20 metres to the boundary until such time as the Scheme Amendment No.12 is
approved, requires the Council endorsement as carried out in July 2003 and August
2004.

Without the ‘Absolute Majority” approval of Council, all outbuildings with a floor area
exceeding 5m2 being constructed closer than 1.20 metres to a boundary will be
required to be submitted to Council for consideration.

To enable the process of good governance to continue without delay for such minor
structures, it is recommended that the Council grant delegation to the respective
Planning officers for a period of time until approval of Scheme Amendment No.12 by
the Minister for Planning.

LOCATION
Not applicable
APPLICANT
Not Applicable

FILE REFERENCE

115/001 Development / Subdivision / Strata — Applications / Application
Correspondence.
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OCM 06/09/05 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 11.1.1 Continued

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Absolute Majority required at the time that the Council deals with the matter.

CONSULTATION

In relation to the Community Information and Consultation Policy, no consultation was
required. The report is recommending that delegated authority be authorised to allow
officers to approve outbuilding applications on behalf of the Council.

Consultation will take place where required on lodgement of such applications.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

No Strategic Plan impacts are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are significant Policy implications evident at this time and when Amendment
No.12 has final approval, Local Planning Policy No.19 - Boundary Walls Policy will be
the appropriate policy to deal with outbuildings up to the boundary.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Discretion to Vary the Scheme Require ments

Under Clause 10.15.1 of the Scheme, the Council has the discretion to approve
outbuildings that do not comply with the Scheme unconditionally or subject to such
conditions as the Council requires.

When exercising this discretion, the Council can advertise the proposal or consult with
affected parties.

The discretionary clause can only be invoked where the Council is satisfied that the
non-compliance will not have any adverse effect upon the occupiers or users of the
development or the inhabitants of the locality or upon the likely future development of
the locality.

BACKGROUND

The Council at its Ordinary Meeting held on 24 August 2004 (ltem 10.1.1 — PDC
Minutes 16/08/2004) resolved to extend the delegated authority to the Director-
Statutory & Community Services (formerly the Director-Development), Manager
Planning Services and Senior Planning Officers to deal with outbuildings contrary to
Clause 10.3.1.7(c) of Town Planning Scheme 14. The delegation approval was for a
period of 12 months in the consideration that the Scheme Amendment No. 12 would be
finalised before the 12 months expired.
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OCM 06/09/05 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 11.1.1 Continued

OFFICER COMMENT

With delay in the approval of Amendment 12 by the Minister it is important that the
Council consider further extension of the delegation so as not to penalise the
community with time delays when submitting applications for such minor structures.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

**That Council pursuant to Clause 9.10 of the City of Belmont District Planning
No. 14, authorise the Director-Statutory & Community Services, the Manager-
Planning Services, or the Senior Planning Officer to determine applications for
outbuildings involving variations of Clause 10.3.1.7(c) under delegated authority
for a 12 months.

**ABSOLUTE MAJORITY REQUIRED |

OFFICER RECOMM ENDATION ADOPTED EN BLoc BY ABSOLUTE MAJORITY —
REFER To RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.1
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11.1.2 City of BeImont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 — Amendment No. 48**
**Built Belmont Attachment 3 — ltem 11.1.2 refers

Report by Planning Services
DATE
15 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider adoption of Amendment No. 48 to the City of Belmont Town Planning
Scheme No. 14, for formal advertising. The Amendment proposes to rezone Lot 85
(329) Orrong Road, Kewdale from ‘Place of Public Assembly’ to ‘Residential R20/60’.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The Jehovah’s Witness Congregational Church located at Lot 85 (329) Orrong Road,
Kewdale is intending to relocate. An application to rezone the property from ‘Place of
Public Assembly’ to ‘Residential R20/60° has been lodged with Council for
consideration.

Officer Recommendation Summation

It is recommended that the Council adopt Amendment No. 48, to rezone Lot 85 (329)
Orrong Road, Kewdale from ‘Place of Public Assembly’ to ‘Residential R20/60°, for
formal advertising.
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Item 11.1.2 Continued

LOCATION

Lot 85 (329) Orrong Road, Kewdale (Jehovah’s Witness Congregational Church). The
site abuts the Orrong Road ‘Other Regional Road’ Metropolitan Region Scheme

reserve.

APPLICANT
Greg Rowe and Associates

FILE REFERENCE

117/001 Subject File
P/ORR.329 Property File

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Name Position Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.
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Item 11.1.2 Continued

CONSULTATION

This report recommends that the Council adopt the Amendment to the Town Planning
Scheme. Once the amendment has been adopted by the Council public consultation
will then be initiated and is in accord with the Community Information and Consultation
Policy.

Consultation is a statutory process required under Town Planning and Development
Act 1928 (as amended). The Act requires that advertising of a Scheme Amendment be
undertaken for 42 days.

It is recommended that advertising of the Amendment be undertaken by:

e Placing an advertisement in the West Australian and the Southern Gazette;
e Placing a sign on-site;
¢ Notifying relevant authorities; and

e Writing to all owners and occupiers located within the area shown on the
following map:

N2

NORTH

As the subject land abuts Orrong Road, which is reserved as an Other Regional Road
under the Metropolitan Region Scheme, any future application for residential
development may be referred to Department for Planning and Infrastructure —
Transport for comment.
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Item 11.1.2 Continued

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Built Belmont — “Revise the Town Planning Scheme fo reflect current and emerging
needs.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The proposed Amendment is consistent with City of Belmont Local Planning Policy No.
1 — Performance Criteria for Medium Density Residential Development and Local
Planning Policy No. 11 — Orrong Road.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Town Planning Scheme No. 14, Clause 9.13 contains provisions specifically relating to
the amendment of the Scheme. In accordance with clause 9.13.2 the Council may,
from time to time, initiate an amendment to the Scheme in accordance with the Act and
Regulations and shall give consideration to any application to have the Scheme
amended.

As the proposed Amendment is consistent with the Model Scheme Text, there is no
requirement to refer the Amendment documentation to the Western Australian Planning
Commission prior to advertising. As such, advertising can proceed on receipt of
approval from the Environmental Protection Authority.

BACKGROUND
Owner: Jehovah’s Ward: South
Witness
Congregation
Lodgement Date: 3 June 2005 Use Class: Grouped Dwellings — D
Single Dwelling - P
Lot Area: 4,498m* TPS Zoning: | Place of Public Assembly
Estimated Value: N/A MRS: Urban; Abuts ‘Other
Regional Road’ MRS
reserve.
History

The Jehovah’s Witness Congregational Church is located at Lot 85 (329) Orrong Road,
Kewdale. The property was originally zoned ‘Residential R20/40’ under the provisions
of City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No.14 and enjoyed a non-conforming use
right for ‘Public Worship’.

Scheme Amendment No. 9 was initiated to correct various anomalies within the
Scheme Text and Map and the subject property was included in the Amendment to
rezone it to ‘Place of Public Assembly’. Amendment No. 9 was gazetted on 9 July
2002, thereby bringing the approved use of the site as a church into conformity with the
zoning.

15
CONFIRMATION DATE: 27 SEPTEMBER 2005




OCM 06/09/05 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont
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The surrounding residential land was zoned ‘Residential R20/R40’ under Town
Planning Scheme No. 14 on gazettal in December 1999. The surrounding residential
land was recoded to ‘Residential R20/R60’ on gazettal of Amendment No. 14 in
October 2002 in accordance with the recommendations of Local Planning Policy No. 11
— Orrong Road.

Proposal
The Jehovah’s Witness Congregational Church is intending to relocate and have

subsequently sold the property at Lot 85 (329) Orrong Road, Kewdale. The new
owners wish to redevelop the property for residential purposes. As such, an
application has been lodged to rezone the property from ‘Place of Public Assembly’ to
‘Residential R20/60’.

To facilitate Council consideration of the Amendment, the applicant has prepared the
draft Amendment documentation and a concept plan for residential development of the
site.

Concept Plan
The concept plan for the subject site proposes a mix of dwelling types as follows:

o Four single dwelling lots fronting Rowlands Street at a R30 density; and
o Thirteen grouped dwellings on the remainder of the lot with access from
Rowlands Street at a density of R50.

No vehicular access is proposed from Orrong Road.
In support of the concept plan, the applicant has provided the following information:
o “The thirteen Grouped Dwellings are proposed as eight two storey and five

mezzanine/loft dwellings consistent with the main criteria.

o Five different dwelling designs and styles are proposed to create variety in
design, height and rooflines.

o The varying dwelling designs will complement each other through common
design elements and materials.

o Proposed garages have been designed to be incorporated into the main
dwellings.

o The overall development concept is generally compliant with the R Codes with
regard to open space, setbacks and building height and at the development
standards of R50.

o The developer intends to construct all group dwellings and intends to use quality
design and materials to provide a quality development.”

The concept plan will be included as an attachment to the Amendment documentation
and is provided in the attachment to this report.
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Item 11.1.2 Continued

OFFICER COMMENT

Land Use

The proposed Amendment is consistent with the previous residential zoning of the site,
and the current surrounding zone and density. The Orrong Road Policy identifies the
neighbouring land as appropriate for medium density residential development. The
inclusion of the subject site within the medium density residential development will
serve to provide a consistent and high quality Orrong Road streetscape within this
location.

In the past, residents have raised concerns regarding vehicular access to the church
site from the Rowlands Street frontage. It is considered that the redevelopment of the
site for residential purposes will alleviate concerns of the residents regarding traffic
congestion from the church. Whilst increasing the amount of traffic on Rowlands
Street, a residential development is unlikely to generate the volume of traffic associated
with a church during peak periods.

Concept Plan

Policy Require ments

The concept plan demonstrates a high standard of development proposed on the site.
The concept plan is generally consistent with Local Planning Policies No. 1 and No. 11
as noted in ‘Policy Implications’. However the following issues are required to be
addressed by the applicant prior to the lodgement of an application for planning
approval for residential development on the site:

| Policy requirement Comment | Assessment

Performance Criteria for

Medium Density

Residential Development

Each unit must be| There are no pergolas or| Require pergolas to be
provided with shade by | patios shown on the plan. | included as part of
pergolas, patios or an development application.
alternative shade

structure.

Orrong Road Policy

Provision of an alternate

Access is proposed from

plans for the remainder of
the lots either side of the
development within the
superblock.

Requires Council adoption

vehicular access or | Rowlands Street. The | of the central driveway as

easement in gross in| proposal includes the | the partial access plan.

accordance with an | provision of access to the

approved vehicular access | subject site only. This| Prior to consideration the

plan for land fronting | however does not| access plan needs to be

Orrong Road. preclude the development| advertised to all
of self contained access| landowners within  the

superblock. This can be
undertaken as part of the
Amendment  advertising

process.
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| Policy require ment Comment | Assessment

Orrong Road Policy

High quality development| Orrong Road elevation | Require plans to be

with variation in building | demonstrates limited | modified to include

design and use of | variation between | variation between

complementary colours | dwellings. materials, colours and

and materials. design. Dwellings to be

provided with eaves.

Floor plans designed so
that rooms least sensitive
to vehicular noise are sited
closest to Orrong Road.

Details of floor layout have
not been provided.

Any application submitted
for the site will be required
to comply.

Design measures to
attenuate against traffic

Details of noise
attenuation have not been

Details of noise
attenuation required to be

noise (AS 3671). provided. provided with planning
application.

Residential Design

Codes

Provision of car parking | Thirteen grouped | Require plans to be

bays at the rate of one | dwellings requires the| modified to include car

space per four dwellings | provisions of four car| parking bays.

served by a
access.

common | parking bays.
No visitor car parking bays

proposed.

Council support of the Amendment should not be construed as support for the concept
plan. Should the rezoning proceed, a formal development application would need to be
lodged. Council is unable to formally consider residential development on the lot until
the Amendment is gazetted.

Recommendation
It is recommended that:

e Draft Amendment 48 be adopted for formal advertising;

e The applicant be advised of the outstanding issues regarding the concept plan;
and

e The partial access plan demonstrated in the concept plan be advertised to
landowners within the superblock.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
The costs of advertising and administration associated with the proposed Amendment
are covered by the $2,500 Amendment fee which has been paid by the applicant.

On gazettal of the Amendment, any unused portion of the fee may be refunded to the
applicant.

18
CONFIRMATION DATE: 27 SEPTEMBER 2005



OCM 06/09/05 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 11.1.2 Continued

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

As of the 1 July 2003 Energy Efficiency requirements have been implemented via the
Building Code of Aust Volume 2 and all residential buildings need to comply with the
‘deemed to satisfy’ requirements. Alternatively, an Energy Audit Report can be
submitted by an accredited person.

Residential development will be required to incorporate design measures to attenuate
dwellings against traffic noise as outlined in Australian Standard 3671 — Acoustics —
Road Traffic Intrusion — Building and Siting Construction prior to issue of a building
licence. This is in accordance with the requirements of Local Planning Policy No. 11 —
Orrong Road.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
3 Concept Plan

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. In pursuance of Section 7 of the Town Planning and Development Act,
1928 (as amended), amend Town Planning Scheme No. 14 by rezoning Lot
85 Orrong Road, Kewdale, from ‘Place of Public Assembly’ to ‘Residential
R20/60°.

2. Forward the Amendment to the Environmental Protection Authority for
assessment prior to commencing advertising for public inspection in
accordance with the provisions of the Town Planning Regulations 1967.

3. Advise the applicant that the following issues are required to be
addressed prior to the lodgement of a planning application for residential
development on Lot 85 Orrong Road, Kewdale:

e Provision of pergolas;

e Variation in building design and use of complementary colours and
materials, including the provision of eaves;

e Floor plans designed so that rooms least sensitive to vehicular noise
are sited closest to Orrong Road;

e Design measures to attenuate against traffic noise (AS 3671); and

e Provision of car parking bays at the rate of one space per four
dwellings served by a common access.

4. Advertise the proposed partial vehicular access plan to all landowners
within the superblock bounded by Orrong Road, Oats Street, Rowlands
Street and Mercury Street for 21 days.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER To RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.1
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11.1.3 Proposed Road Names for Belgravia Residential Estate

Report by Planning Services
DATE
17 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider a proposed name for Belgravia Residential Estate.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

On the basis of the advice from the Geographic Names Committee, the Council at its
14 June 2005 meeting (ltem 11.1.1 refers), resolved in part to seek the approval of the
Geographic Names Committee of the Department of Land Information to the use of the
following names in the Belgravia Parklands Estate:

Greaves Row

Rae Gardens

Larsen Street

Katoomba Place

Tarquin Gardens

Dunreath Vista

Vaucluse Circuit

The Geographic Names Committee advised the City that the the name ‘Rae Gardens’
could not be approved as a similar sounding name ‘Ray Road’ is located within the City
of Belmont.

It was suggested to the Geographic Names Committee that the name ‘Fred Rae
Gardens’ be considered, however the developer, Urban Endeavour (formerly
Acalinovich and Company) have advised that this name would not be suitable from a
marketing point of view.

The developer has suggested that the name ‘Rae Gardens’ be used to name the public
open space within the Estate and that the name ‘Chesterfield Way’ be considered as a
replacement road name.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council seek the approval of the Geographic Names Committee on:
1. The public open space within the Estate being named ‘Rae Gardens’.

2. Chesterfield Way be used as a replacement road name.
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Item 11.1.3 Continued

LOCATION

Belgravia Parklands Special Development Precinct is located at Lots 18, 20, 236, 4, 53,
54 & 9 (29-65) Belgravia Street Belmont.
: A b ]

™
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APPLICANT
Urban Endeavour (formally Acalinovich & Company)

FILE REFERENCE

117/008 Naming of Roads / Street / Localities / Wards / Suburbs
Property Lots 18, 20, 236, 4, 53, 54, 9 (29-65) Belgravia Street, Belmont

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

In relation to the Community Information and Consultation Policy, no consultation was
required. The developer of the site is required to provide street names for the
subdivision in consultation with the Council to satisfy the condition of the Western
Australian Planning Commission subdivision approval.
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Item 11.1.3 Continued

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

No Strategic Plan impacts are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

e Local Planning Policy No. 22: Belgravia Parklands Special Development Precinct;

e City of Belmont Policy Manual Council Policy No. C5.4.1: Naming of Streets, Parks
and Reserves; and

e City of Belmont Policy Manual Proposed New Council Policy: Naming of Streets,
Parks and Reserves.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

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

BACKGROUND

In a letter dated 17 May 2005 to the Geographic Names Committee, approval was
sought to the use of the names ‘Rae Gardens’ and ‘Parkin’ Circuit in the above Estate.
In the response from the Geographic Names Committee dated 18 May 2005 Council
was advised that both of these names would be suitable.

On the basis of the advice from the Geographic Names Committee, the Council at its
14 June 2005 meeting (ltem 11.1.1 refers), resolved in part to seek the approval of the
Geographic Names Committee of the Department of Land Information to the use of the
following names in the Belgravia Parklands Estate in accordance with the plan titled
Proposed Road Names

Greaves Row
Rae Gardens
Larsen Street
Katoomba Place
Tarquin Gardens
Dunreath Vista
Vaucluse Circuit
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Item 11.1.3 Continued

In accordance with the above resolution, the approval from the Geographic Names
Committee was sought. In a reply dated 7 July 2005, Council was advised that ‘Rae
Gardens’ could not be approved as there was already a similar sounding name of ‘Ray
Road’ within the City of Belmont. This was contrary to the previous advice given.

It was suggested to the Geographic Names Committee that the name ‘Fred Rae
Gardens’ be considered, however the developer, Urban Endeavour, has advised from
a marketing viewpoint this name would not be suitable.

OFFICER COMMENT

The developer has suggested that the public open space (POS) area adjacent to Daly
Street be named ‘Rae Gardens’ and that the original proposal of ‘Chesterfield’ be used
for the road in question. As the POS area would be given the suffix ‘Gardens’, it has
been suggested to change the original suffix proposal for Chesterfield from ‘Gardens’
to ‘Way’.

The developers have indicated that ‘Chesterfield’ should be acceptable to the
Geographic Names Committee as verbal advice to this effect was previously given
early this year. The name Chesterfield is derived from a Staffordshire place name in
the United Kingdom.

If the developer’s proposal is acceptable to Council, they are prepared for the name
‘Rae Gardens’ to be placed on a mosaic entry statement somewhere in the POS
adjacent to Daly Street, in keeping with the mosaic theme they are hoping to use on
the bridge piers and elsewhere in the Estate.
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Item 11.1.3 Continued
As work is underway on Stage 1, the developer is required to finalise marketing

brochures, and street name signage plates and it is important to show road names as
they are an important consideration to some buyers.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council seek the approval from the Geographic Names Committee of the
Department of Land Information in relation to the following names within the Belgravia
Residential Estate:

1. ‘Rae Gardens’ be used to name the public open space adjacent to Daly Street.

2. ‘Chesterfield Way’ be used as a replacement road name for ‘Rae Gardens’.

NOTE: The Director Community & Statutory Services referred to his memorandum to
all Councillors dated 30 August 2005, advising that the Geographic Names Committee
had determined that the name ‘Chesterfield’ is not acceptable because the name
“Chester’ is already used in the City. The memorandum is reproduced as follows:

‘I wish to advise that the Geographic Names Committee was requested to
confirm that the name of ‘Chesterfield’ would be acceptable. The developer
previously advised that he had received verbal approval to the use of the name.

The Geographic Names Committee has now advised that the name is not
acceptable because the name ‘Chester’ has already been used in the City of
Belmont.

This means that another name is required. The developer prefers the name of
‘Le Var Parkway’ which appears on the Council’s original list of names. Le Var
was a Perth Cup winner in 1898.

By applying the suggested new draft Policy on names, Le Var’ was excluded.
The reason being that the use of horse names was limited to horses that have
been winners of two or more major racing events. In addition, the use of horse
names were to apply to the locality of Ascot.

As Councillors are aware, the suggested revised Policy on naming of roads and
the current Policy were advertised for public comment. It is intended that a report
on this matter will be prepared for the Council meeting of the 27 September 2005.
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For your convenience, Attachment 1 is a copy of the current Policy C5.4.1 and
the associated list of names. Attachment 2 is a copy of the suggested new Policy
and the associated list of names.

It is open for the Council to select any name, but the current Policy could be used
as a guide”.

ROSSI MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that the Officer Recommendation not be
adopted and that Council seek the approval from the Geographic Names
Committee of the Department of Land Information in relation to the following
names within the Belgravia Residential Estate:

1. ‘Rae Gardens’ be used to name the public open space adjacent to Daly
Street.

2. That Le Var, Walkerden and Sharples be submitted as possible
replacement road names.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0
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11.14 Lots 53 & 54 (29-65) Belgravia Street, Belmont — Temporary Display
Village, Sales Office and Carparking for the Belgravia Residential
Estate™*

*Built Belmont Attachment4 — lktem 11.1.4 refers

Report by Planning Services

DATE
16 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider an application for the temporary construction of a display village, sales
office and carparking at the Belgravia Residential Estate site.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

A development application has been received for a display village with associated
carparking and sales office to promote the approved ‘Belgravia Residential Estate’
Special Development Precinct (formerly the Western Power Depot). A copy of the
development application plans are provided in the attachment to this report. The
development is proposed to be located within Lots 53 and 54 Belgravia Street.

Officer Recommendation Summation

Conditional support is recommended on the basis that the use is consistent with the
intentions for development in the area.

LOCATION
Lots 53 & 54 (29-65) Belgravia Street, Belmont
e . ; 7
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Item 11.1.4 Continued
APPLICANT
Urban Endeavour (formerly Acalinovich & Company)

FILE REFERENCE

115/001 Development / Subdivision / Strata — Applications / Application
Correspondence

Property Lot 53 & 54 (29-65) Belgravia Street, Belmont

228/2005/DA  Development application folder

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

In relation to the Community Information and Consultation Policy, no consultation is
required as the proposed display village will not have an adverse impact on the
surrounding community. The original Belgravia Residential Estate Policy was referred
to adjoining property owners for comment.

As the subject land abuts Belgravia Street, which is reserved as an Other Regional
Road under the Metropolitan Region Scheme, the application may be referred to
Department for Planning and Infrastructure (DPI) — Transport for comment.

DPI Transport have advised in writing that developments that do not involve
encroachment, new access or significant traffic impacts onto Belgravia Street do not
require referral to DPI Transport under their Notice of Delegation. Therefore the
application has not been referred to DPI Transport in this instance.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

BUILT BELMONT - "Encourage the upgrading and compatible redevelopment of the
City" — ldentify areas requiring coordinated development.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The proposed development was assessed with reference to the City of Belmont Local
Planning Policy No. 22 — Belgravia Residential Estate Policy. As the proposal is of a
temporary nature and the actual display dwellings would be subject to separate
development applications, many aspects of the Policy do not apply in this instance.
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That notwithstanding, the Policy’s requirements in terms of setbacks and quality of
design have been considered during the assessment of the application. Any approval
would be conditional on future development complying with the requirements of Local
Planning Policy No. 22.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Town Planning Scheme No. 14

The subject lots are zoned ‘Residential R20/R40’ under the City’s Town Planning
Scheme No. 14. Section 10.3.1 of the Scheme states:

“The purpose and intent of the Residential Zone is to permit a mix of single
housing and other housing types to encourage families to the district and
increase the resident population.”

The subject land is delineated on the Scheme Map as a “Special Development
Precinct’” under Part 10.2.4 of the Scheme. As a result, all development, including
single houses within this Precinct shall require the Planning Approval of the Council.

Within the “Residential” zone, the land use of ‘Office’ is classed as an “X’ use and is
not permitted within this zone. Section 5.13.1 of the Scheme states that
“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.”

As the Sales Office is proposed to be of a temporary nature and is required as part of
the Display Village function, the Council is requested to approve the use of the display
village, sales office and car parking for a maximum period of two years.

BACKGROUND
Owner: Avon Capital Estates| Ward: Central Ward
(Australia) Ltd

Lodgement Date: 1 June 2005 Use Class: Temporary
Display Homes,
Sales Office and
Car Park

Lot Area: 5.142 ha TPS Zoning: “Residential
R20/R40”

Estimated Value: | $49,000 MRS: Urban

At the Council Meeting of December 2003 (ltem 10.4.3 PDC 08/12/2003 Minutes
refers), the Council resolved to adopt Amendment No. 38 for final approval
Subsequently the Belgravia Residential Estate Policy was adopted by Council on the
24 February 2004, and conditional subdivision approval was granted by the Western
Australian Planning Commission on the 28 September 2004. The subject land was
formerly a Western Power Depot site and is currently vacant.
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The application is consistent with the subdivision design envisaged under the Belgravia
Residential Estate Policy and the display village will comprise ten lots nominated as
display home sites whereby selected builders will have the opportunity to construct
display homes in the future. It is proposed to utilise part of the area for temporary car
parking for a period of two years, at which point the car parking will be removed to
make way for future lots in keeping with the approved subdivision design.

OFFICER COMMENT

In terms of the display homes, the applicant has provided examples of the type of
development envisaged. Specific elevations and plans have not been provided as the
sites will not be offered for sale to builders until such a time that approval is granted for
the display village use. In any event, the Belgravia Residential Estate Policy requires
separate development applications for each dwelling to be submitted to the satisfaction
of the City, ensuring that Council will have a high degree of control over the eventual
development.

Discussions have occurred between the applicant and Council’s Environmental Officer
regarding the possibility of incorporating sustainable design into the display village
development. This is supported and is an element of the display home design that can
be implemented at the development application stage for each individual home.

The transportable sales office is proposed to be of a temporary nature for two years to
assist with selling the lots of the subdivision. In keeping with the marketing of this high
profile development, the office is to have a blue and white colour scheme with
colorbond iron clad walls and zincalume roofing. It will be 8.4m x 3m x 3m high with a
toilet provided within the sales office.

The applicant has advised that the office would only be open for approximately 10
hours per week and will replace the existing gate house on-site which is in a state of
disrepair. The office is considered to be of a suitable standard of design for the
location and proposed use.

Car parking shall be provided in two separate locations as illustrated on the plans that
form part of the Powerpoint Presentation. In terms of the provision of car parking bays,
the applicant has provided five bays per display home. This is acceptable to the
Planning Services as it is consistent with the car parking standards required by other
local government authorities, such as the Cities of Canning and Swan, for display
villages. As with the office, the car parking would only be required for a temporary
period of two years.

Traffic
Council’s Project Development Officer (Engineering) has reviewed the application and

has provided comment on the proposal. Discussion has also occurred between the
Project Development Officer and the applicant regarding access to the site.
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Briefly, the Engineering Department require the proposed temporary access from
Belgravia Street via Wheeler Street and the temporary car park to be constructed with
black asphalt and drained to improve the appearance of the area. In addition, the car
parking bays are to be line marked and landscaping is to be provided along the
frontage of Belgravia Street to a width of 1.5 metres, to improve the streetscape of this
high profile site. At the conclusion of the two year temporary approval the car park and
access including the crossover shall be removed and the site (including the
verge) reinstated to Council's requirements.

It is considered that the sales office, car parking areas and associated landscaping are
of a suitable standard of design that will complement the high profile display village
development that is proposed. The sales office is sufficiently set back from Belgravia
Street with no direct access from this busy road. For the reasons outlined above it is
considered that approval will help facilitate this showcase development.

Options Available to Council

e Option 1 - Approve the Application Subject to Conditions
The Council can resolve to approve the application subject to conditions.

If the Council is satisfied that all planning issues have been addressed or can be
controlled through conditions, then approval should be granted. For the reasons
outlined above, this is the preferred option.

e Option 2 — Refuse the Application
If the Council considers that the proposal will detract from the amenity of the area,
the Council can either refuse the application or defer determination of the
application whilst any issues are addressed.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The subject land is identified as having a potential high risk of Acid Sulfate Soils under
the Westem Australian Planning Commission’s Planning Bulletin No. 64. The applicant
will have to complete an Acid Sulfate Soils Self Assessment prior to any works taking
place.

The proposed development will result in an improvement to the streetscape and
amenity of the area by marketing a high profile development within the City.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS
Attach. No. Details
4 Development application plans
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council approve the application for a temporary Display Village, Sales
Office and Carparking lodged by Acalinovich & Company on the 1 June 2005 on
Lot 53 & 54 (29-65) Belgravia Street, BeImont subject to the following conditions:

1.

Approval is granted for the use of the display village, sales office and
associated car parking for a maximum period of two years from the date
of this approval. At the conclusion of the two year temporary approval
period, the car parking areas and access including the crossovers shall
be removed and the site including the verge reinstated to the satisfaction
of the Manager — Technical Services.

Lots 53 & 54 (29-65) Belgravia Street shall be subdivided / amalgamated
and:

(a) new certificates of title obtained for the subdivided lots prior to the
issue of a building licence; or

(b) the owner shall enter into a legal agreement with the City prepared
by the City’s solicitors by which the owner covenants to the required
subdivision of the land within a specified period 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.

Landscaping, plants and reticulation shall be installed in accordance with
a landscaping and reticulation plan 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.

As indicated on the stamped and approved plans, a 1500mm wide
landscaping strip shall be provided within the site along the frontage of
Belgravia Street.

All access ways, parking areas and hard stand areas shall be maintained
to the satisfaction of the Director-Technical Services or Manager-
Technical Services. If not so maintained, the Director-Technical Services
or Manager-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.

31
CONFIRMATION DATE: 27 SEPTEMBER 2005



OCM 06/09/05 Reports of Administration

Built Belmont

Item 11.1.4 Continued

6.

10.

11.

12.

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

(@) The approved plan (50 spaces measuring 2.5 metres x
5.5 metres);

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

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

(ii) The areas must be paved in bitumen or concrete, unless otherwise
approved by the Director-Technical Services or Manager-Technical
Services and clearly line marked to the satisfaction of the Director-
Technical Services or Manager-Technical Services.

The requirements of this condition must be completed within two years
from the date of this approval.

The temporary crossovers shall be constructed in coloured concrete/brick
paving in accordance with the City’s specifications for the construction of
concrete/brick paved crossovers for residential properties. A separate
application for the construction of any new crossover must be lodged
with the City’s Engineering Department for the approval of the
Engineering Administration Officer or Project Development Officer.

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.

The existing trees located in the road verge abutting or adjacent to the
subject land (“street trees”) are not to be damaged or removed in the
course of the development.

Prior to commencing the development the owner / applicant must
demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Manager-Parks, Leisure and
Environment that precautions adequate to protect the street trees during
the development will be taken.

The owner / applicant is to ensure that the precautions referred to in the
preceding condition are taken.

If during the course of the development a street tree is damaged or
destroyed the owner / applicant shall:

(a) replace the street tree with a tree of a similar type and maturity, in
accordance with the written direction of the Manager- Parks,
Leisure and Environment; and

(b) maintain the replacement tree for a period of 12 months, to the
satisfaction of the Manager-Parks, Leisure and Environment.
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13. K advertising is to be used in connection with any use of a building,
provision shall be made within the design of the building for the
integration of advertising signs in accordance with the provisions of the
City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 and the City of Belmont
Local Planning No. 12 - Advertising Signs.

14. The development shall be connected to the reticulated sewerage system.

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.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER To RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.1
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115 Lot Pt 19 (60) Belmont Avenue, Belmont - Proposed Signage**
**Built Belmont Attachment5 — ltem 11.1.5 refers

Report by Planning Services
DATE
15 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To determine a retrospective signage strategy for six (6) existing signs located on Lot
Pt 19 (60) Belmont Avenue, Belmont.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

In December 2004 the signage at Lot Pt 19 (60) Belmont Avenue was modified without
planning approval. On request by the City, a development application proposing an
overall signage strategy for the existing signage was lodged on 13 June 2005 (provided
in the attachment to this report). The application was assessed in accordance with the
provisions of Local Planning Policy No. 12 — Signage Applications.

It is the recommendation of this report that existing signs ‘A’, ‘C’ and ‘D’ be removed
from the site and that signs ‘B’, ‘E’ and ‘F’ be retained and approved.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council exercise its discretion under Section 4 of Local Planning Policy No. 12 to:

e Approve signs ‘B’, ‘E’, F’; and
e Advise the applicant to remove signs ‘A’, ‘C’and ‘D’ (within 21 days),

as part of the overall signage strategy for Lot Pt 19 (60) Belmont Avenue, Belmont.
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LOCATION

Lot Pt 19 (60) Belmont Avenue, Belmont (Dowell Pty Ltd)

APPLICANT
Boral Window Systems

FILE REFERENCE

115/001 Development/Subdivision/Strata — Applications/Application
Correspondence
240/2005/DA Development application folder

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.
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CONSULTATION

A sign application is classified as a ‘Category B’. ‘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 require
a development application — but still should be processed within the set time frame.

A consultation plan for Category B applications has been completed and no additional
consultation is required.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

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

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

‘Local Planning Policy No. 12 (LPP No.12) — Signage Applications’ was developed to
ensure that the display of advertisements within the City of Belmont do not adversely
impact on the amenity of surrounding land while providing appropriate exposure for
businesses, activities or services.

Section 4 of “LPP No.12 — Signage Applications” relates to variations of the standards
of the Policy and states:

“If it is established to the satisfaction of the Council that a particular standard
or provision contained within this Policy is unreasonable or undesirable in the
particular circumstances of the case, the Council may at its discretion, vary
the standard or provision.

The Council may only vary a standard or provisions where it is satisfied that:
(a) Approval of the variation will not set an undesirable precedent;

(b) The applicant demonstrates exceptional circumstances warranting
support for a variation;
(c) Approval of the application does not contravene the overall

objectives for signage contained within the City of Belmont District
Planning Scheme No. 14.

Applications for variation of standards shall include a sign strategy for the
whole of the subject site”.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Town Planning Scheme No. 14
The subject lot is zoned ‘Mixed Use’ under the City’s Town Planning Scheme No. 14.
Section 10.5.1 of the Scheme states the intention of the zone.

BACKGROUND

Owner: Dowell Australia Ltd Ward: West
Lodgement Date: 13 July 2005 Use Class: Advertising Sign
Lot Area: 1.3937ha TPS Zoning: Mixed Use
Estimated Value: $5,000 MRS: Industrial
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Signage History 1995 to Present

In 1995 the business name was changed from Dowell Windows to Boral Window
Systems and the existing signage re-branded to reflect the change. In 1998 a cross-
promotional marketing campaign commenced with another Boral Company, Midland
Brick. As a result, site signage was again changed with the visual content of the signs
featuring a white dog. These signs remained in place on-site for approximately six
years.

In 2004 Boral Window Systems returned to the original name of Dowell and retained
the existing signage structures whilst changing the sign faces and colours.

In December 2004, it was brought to the City’s attention that the signage on the
property had been changed. The land owner was subsequently requested to submit a
planning application for the signage. The signage strategy the subject of this report
has been submitted as per the City’s request.

The City has no record of any planning approvals for previous signage.

OFFICER COMMENT

The Proposal
The following table summarises the overall signage strategy for Lot Pt 19 (60) Belmont

Avenue, Belmont.

‘ Proposed Sign ‘ Comment Recommendation
Sign A -Panel Sign Attached to the warehouse, | It is recommended that
the sign is setback 36 metres | Sign A be removed.
Area: 20mx 1.8m= 36m? from Belmont Avenue.

Sign A does not comply with
LPP No.12 which restricts the
size of a ‘panel sign’ to 5m>
The existing panel sign
significantly exceeds this
standard.

Additionally, the sign is not
related to the business
activities that are conducted
on the subject site. The
signage refers to business
activities of Midland Brick (a
subsidiary company of Boral).

Sign B - Wall Sign Attached to the awning of the | It is recommended that
office, the sign is setback 27 | Sign B be retained and

. —_ 2
Area: 5.4m x 1.3m =7m metres from Belmont Avenue. | approved.

Sign B complies with the
provisions of LPP No.12.
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Proposed Sign Comment Recommendation

Sign C - Monolith Sign
Height: 2.4m
Area: 1.2m x 1.0m = 1.2m?

Located adjacent to the

central driveway senicing the
subject lot.

LPP No.12 pemits one
monolith sign per lot and
therefore Sign C is non-
compliant with the Policy, as
a total of 4 monolith signs are
proposed.

It is recommended that
Sign C be remowved and the
applicant has agreed to do
S0.

Sign D - Monolith Sign
Height: 2.4m

Area: 1.2m x 1.0m = 1.2m?

Located adjacent to the north-

west driveway senvicing the
subject lot.

LPP No.12 pemits one
monolith sign per lot and
therefore Sign D is non-
compliant with the Policy, as
a total of 4 monolith signs are
proposed.

It is recommended that
Sign D is removed and the

applicant has agreed to do
So.

Sign E - Monolith Sign
Height: 4.7m
Area: 3.9m x 1.5m = 5.9m?

The primary monolith sign for
the site and is located
adjacent to the north-west
driveway.

Sign E exceeds the maximum
permitted area of a monolith
sign under LPP.No 12 by
1.9m2

Support for Sign E is given on
the basis that non-compliant
signs A, C and D are to be
removed.

The removal of A, C and D
and retention of sign E are
considered a suitable signage
strategy for the total site and
an improvement on what
previously existed on-site.

It is recommended that

Sign E be retained and
approved.
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‘ Proposed Sign ‘ Comment ‘ Recommendation
Sign F - Monolith Sign Located adjacent to the office It is recommended that
buldng, e sn s sebeck | Sin P e reained and
Area: 1.5m x 1.2m = 1.8m? Avenue.

Sign F does not comply with
LPP No.12 as the Policy only

permits one monolith sign per
lot.

Support for Sign F is given on
the basis that the sign is
setback a significant distance
from Belmont Awenue and
that non-compliant  signs
A/C/D are to be remowed.

The removal of A, C and D
and retention of sign E are
considered a suitable signage
strategy for the total site and
an improvement on what
previously existed on-site.

Local Planning Policy No. 12 — Signage Applications

Elements of the application represent a significant variation to the provisions of LPP
No.12. However, Section 4 of the Policy permits the standards of the Policy to be
varied where Council is satisfied that a number of criteria are met. These criteria are
discussed below.

1.

Approval of the variation will not set an undesirable precedent.

The signage application for Lot Pt 19 (60) Belmont Avenue seeks two variations
to LPP No.12. The first relates to the area of monolith Sign E exceeding the
provisions of the Policy by 1.9’

The second variation being sought is for the provision of a second monolith sign
(Sign F) on the subiject site that is setback a distance in excess of 20 metres to
Belmont Avenue.

The Planning Services do not consider the applicant’s proposed signage
strategy to represent an undesirable precedent within the City of Belmont.

The applicant demonstrates exceptional circumstances warranting
support for a variation.

Given the existence of the signage on the site without incident or complaint for
a significant period of time and that the new “blue and white” signage has less
visual impact than the old “green and yellow” signage, it is considered that the
modifications to the existing signage warrant support for a Policy variation.
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3. Approval of the application does not contravene the overall objectives
for signage contained within the City of Belmont District Planning

Scheme No. 14.

With respect to signage, the objectives of the City’s Town Planning Scheme No
14 is to ensure that the display of advertisements within the City of Belmont
does not adversely impact on the amenity of surrounding land, while providing
appropriate exposure for businesses, activities or services.

The overall size of the subject lot together with the length of the Belmont
Avenue frontage ensure that the proposed signage strategy is appropriate for
the location and does not disregard the intentions for signage within the City’s
Town Planning Scheme.

Options

e Option 1 — Defer
That Council defer determination of the application due to the level of non-
compliance of the signage strategy with ‘LPP No.12 — Signage Applications’ and
advise the applicant to submit amended plans that delete Signs A, C, D & F and
modify Sign E to comply with the provisions of the Policy.

This option is not preferred as the signage has existed on-site for a significant
number of years and with the submission of an ‘overall signage strategy’ the
Council has the discretion to vary the standards of the Policy.

e Option 2 - Approve
That Council exercise its discretion under Section 4 of LPP No.12 and approve
signs B, E, F and advise the applicant to remove signs A, C and D (within 21 days)
as part of the overall signage strategy for Lot Pt 19 (60) Belmont Avenue, Belmont.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS
Attach. No. Details
5 Development application plans (240/2005/DA) & Site Photographs.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That in respect of the overall signage strategy for Lot Pt 19 (60) Belmont Avenue
Council:

1. Exercise its discretion under Section 4 of Local Planning Policy No. 12 to
approve signs B, E and F on the basis that:

(a) The proposed signs do not represent an undesirable precedent
within the City of Belmont;

(b) The signage has existed on site without incident for a significant
period of time therefore a Policy variation is warranted; and

(c) The signage is consistent with Town Planning Scheme No. 14
intentions for signage.

2. Advise the applicant to remove signs A, C and D within 21 days, on the
basis that:

(a) They are contrary to the City of Belmont Local Planning Policy No.
12 — Sign Applications;

(b) If supported the variation would set an undesirable precedent and
may lead to a proliferation of monolith signage to the detriment of
the streetscape;

(c) Exceptional circumstances warranting support for a variation have
not been demonstrated; and

(d) Approval of the signs would contravene the overall objectives for
signage contained within the City of Belmont District Planning
Scheme No. 14.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER To RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.1
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11.1.6 Lot 120 (419) Great Eastern Highway, Redcliffe — Proposed Upgrading of
Existing Signage **
**Built Belmont Attachment 6 — ltem 11.1.6 refers
Report by Planning Services
DATE
15 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider an application for the upgrading of existing signage on-site, namely the
replacement of an existing 6 metre pylon sign with a 9 metre monolith sign and the re-
branding of existing signage.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

A development application has been received for the replacement of an existing pylon
sign with a monolith sign and the upgrading of an existing price board sign at a BP
Service Station. The existing signs are located along the Great Eastern Highway
frontage within the Service Station’s boundaries and it is proposed to upgrade and
replace them with new signs promoting the re-imaging of BP Australia Pty Ltd.

The proposal seeks a variation to the requirements of Local Planning Policy No. 12, in
terms of the size and scale of the monolith sign proposed. This report recommends
refusal of the application because it is contrary to the City of Belmont Local Planning
Policy No. 12 — Sign Applications and if supported may lead to a proliferation of over-
height signage to the detriment of the streetscape.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the application lodged by Cardno BSD for the upgrading of existing signage at Lot
120 (419) Great Easter Highway, Redcliffe be refused.
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LOCATION

Lot 120 (419) Great Eastern Highway, Redcliffe

APPLICANT

Cardno BSD

FILE REFERENCE

115/001
Property

278/2005/DA  Development application folder

Development
Lot 120 (419) Great Eastermn Highway, Redcliffe

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name

Position

Type of
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

A sign application is classified as a ‘Category B’. ‘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 require
a development application — but still should be processed within the set time frame.

A consultation plan for Category B applications has been completed and no additional

consultation is required.
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As the subject land fronts Great Eastern Highway, a Primary Regional Road under the
Metropolitan Region Scheme, the application was referred to Main Roads Western
Australia for comment on the 12 July 2005. Main Roads WA provided a letter of no
objection and recommended conditions to the City.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

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

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The proposed sign exceeds the requirements of the City of Belmont Local Planning
Policy No. 12 — Advertising Signs, which was developed to ensure that the display of
advertisements within the City of Belmont do not adversely impact on the amenity of
surrounding land while providing appropriate exposure for businesses, activities or
services.

Section 4 of “LPP No.12 — Signage Applications” relates to variations of the standards
of the Policy and states:

“If it is established to the satisfaction of the Council that a particular
standard or provision contained within this Policy is unreasonable or
undesirable in the particular circumstances of the case, the Council
may at its discretion, vary the standard or provision.

The Council may only vary a standard or provisions where it is

satisfied that:

(a) Approval of the variation will not set an undesirable precedent;

(b) The applicant demonstrates exceptional circumstances
warranting support for a variation;

(c) Approval of the application does not contravene the overall
objectives for signage contained within the City of Belmont
District Planning Scheme No. 14.

Applications for variation of standards shall include a sign strategy for
the whole of the subject site”.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Town Planning Scheme No. 14
The subject land is zoned ‘Service Station’ under the City’s Town Planning Scheme
No. 14. Schedule 1 of the Scheme states the definition of the zone.

BACKGROUND

Owner: Cannard Pty Ltd Ward: East Ward
Lodgement Date: 11 July 2005 Use Class: Advertising Sign
Lot Area: 2,010m2 TPS Zoning: Service Station
Estimated Value: $60,000 MRS: Urban
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The proposal is to upgrade an existing priceboard sign; remove an existing pylon sign;
and replace it with a pylon sign measuring 9.05 metres in height and 2.38 metres in
width was lodged in July 2005. The existing 5.99 metre tall and 2.5 metre wide sign
was approved as part of the original development of the service station, however in
December 2001 an application to relocate the pylon sign to its current location was
approved by Council.

The existing sign complies with the requirements of Local Planning Policy No. 12.

OFFICER COMMENT

The application has been assessed against Clause 3.8 of the City’s Local Planning
Policy No. 12 — Advertising Signs and does not comply with the following requirements:

e The sign is not to be more than 6.0 m above ground level. The proposed sign
measures 9.050 min height.

e The sign is not to be greater than 4m? in area. The proposed sign is 21.54m? in
area.

The applicant has submitted justification in support of the proposal as well as a
photomontage illustrating the proposed signage (provided in the attachment to this
report). As part of the re-branding, the existing signage on the canopy fascia will be
altered, the existing priceboard sign will be upgraded with no change to its scale, and
the existing 5.99 metre pylon sign is to be replaced with a new 9 metre tall monolith
sign. The new sign will reduce in width from 2.5 metres to 2.38 metres.

The applicant mentions the existence of other signs along Great Eastern Highway as
part of the justification, including the existing Ascot McDonalds and BP Ascot pylon
signs. It is important to note that the Ascot McDonalds sign was approved as part of
the original McDonalds restaurant approval, prior to the introduction of Local Planning
Policy No. 12 and much of the signage along the Highway pre-dates the release of the
Policy in May 2002.

In terms of the BP Ascot site at Lot 151 (210) Great Eastern Highway, no record of
approval exists and therefore the Planning Services will be liaising with the landowner
of the property regarding the unauthorised signage on-site.

Although the current streetscape of the locality has been influenced largely by signage
that precedes the current Policy that does not discount the fact that all new signage
applications must be assessed against the provisions of the current Local Planning
Policy No. 12, which was introduced to mitigate the proliferation of signage in the City.
The proposed monolith sign proposes an increase in height 50% over the maximum
stipulated in the Policy and an overall area some five times in excess of what is
deemed acceptable under the Policy.

It is considered that a sign reflecting the new rebranded design could be
accommodated at the 6 metre maximum height that the Policy requires and therefore
the City would be prepared to consider a revised design that meets the requirements of
the Policy.
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Local Planning Policy No. 12 — Signage Applications

The application represents a significant variation to the provisions of Local Planning
Policy No. 12 relating to ‘monolith’ signs, however, Section 4 of the Policy permits the
provisions to be varied where Council is satisfied that a number of criteria are met.
These criteria are discussed below.

1.

Approval of the variation will not set an undesirable precedent.

The existing sign measures 5.99 metres in height and complies with the 6
metre maximum height specified in Local Planning Policy No.12. The proposed
sign measures 9 metres in height and therefore represents a variation of 3
metres to the requirements of the Policy. Much of the existing signage in the
locality predates the current Policy, which was introduced to control the number
and size of signs in the City. Therefore it is considered that approval of the
variation would set an undesirable precedent.

The applicant demonstrates exceptional circumstances warranting
support for a variation.

Exceptional circumstances have not been demonstrated in this instance.

Approval of the application does not contravene the overall objectives
for signage contained within the City of Belmont District Planning
Scheme No. 14.

With respect to signage, the objectives of the City’s Town Planning Scheme No.
14 is to ensure that the display of advertisements within the City of Belmont
does not adversely impact on the amenity of surrounding land, while providing
appropriate exposure for businesses, activities or services.

For the reasons outlined above, it is considered that approval of the proposal
would adversely affect the amenity of surrounding land due to the precedent
that would be set via approval of the variation.

The Council has two options available with respect to determining this application:

Options

Option 1 — Refuse

If the Council considers that the proposal will detract from the amenity of the area,
is of an inappropriate scale and does not comply with the requirements of Local
Planning Policy No. 12, the Council can either refuse the application or defer
determination of the application whilst the issues are addressed.

Option 2 — Approve
The Council can resolve to approve the application subject to conditions.

If the Council is satisfied that the proposed signage is consistent with the amenity
of the locality (as illustrated by the photomontage and justification provided),
represents an improvement to the site, all planning issues have been addressed or
can be controlled through conditions, then approval should be granted.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
6 Applicant’s justification

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. Refuse the application lodged by Cardno BSD for the upgrading of signage on
Lot 120 (419) Great Eastem Highway, as:

(a) It is contrary to the City of Belmont Local Planning Policy No. 12 — Sign
Applications;

(b) If supported the variation would set an undesirable precedent and may
lead to a proliferation of over-height signage to the detriment of the
streetscape;

(c) Exceptional circumstances warranting support for a variation have not
been demonstrated;

(d) Approval of the application would contravene the overall objectives for
signage contained within the City of Belmont Disfrict Planning Scheme
No. 14.

2. Advise the applicant that the City of Belmont may consider an application
detailing a monolith sign of a maximum height of 6 metres on site in accordance
with Local Planning Policy No. 12.

MARKS MOVED, BASS SECONDED, that the officer recommendation not be
adopted for the reason that the Local Planning Policy limitation of a 6 metre sign is
only a guide and can be varied by Council, with this in mind Council -

Approve the application lodged by Cardno BSD for the upgrading of signage (7
metres) on Lot 120 (419) Great Eastern Highway, subject to lodgement of a
building licence application.

CARRIED 6 VOTES TO 2

For: Godfrey, Marks, Rossi, Martin, Hitt, Bass

Against: Teasdale, Whiteley
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1117 Lot 1 (10-12) Miles Road, Kewdale - Proposed Signage **
**Built Belmont Attachment 7 — ltem 11.1.7 refers

**Built Belmont Attachment 8 — ltem 11.1.7 refers
Report by Planning Services
DATE
15 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To determine a 10 metre high ‘monolith’ sign as part of an overall signage strategy for
Toyota’s Distribution Centre at Lot 1 (10-12) Miles Road, Kewdale.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

A development application proposing an overall signage strategy for Lot 1 (10-12)
Miles Road, Kewdale was lodged on 1 June 2005. A copy of the application is
included in the first attachment to this report. The application included two ‘monolith’
signs (Signs C/D & E) and was assessed in accordance with the provisions of Local
Planning Policy No. 12 — Signage Applications (LPP No.12).

The Policy only permits one ‘monolith’ sign per lot with a maximum height of 6 metres.
The applicant removed Sign E from the application and has requested that the Council
consider a Policy variation for the 10 metre high ‘Sign C/D’.

A separate application for two ‘wall’ signs as part of the overall signage strategy has
been approved under delegated authority.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council exercise its discretion under Section 4 of Local Planning Policy No 12 and
approve the 10 metre high ‘monolith’ sign (Sign C/D) as part of the overall signage
strategy for Lot 1 (10-12) Miles Road, Kewdale.
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LOCATION

Lot 1 (10-12) Miles Road, Kewdale (Toyota Distribution Centre)

APPLICANT

EM Signs Australia Pty Ltd

FILE REFERENCE

115/001

230/2005/DA Development application folder

Development/Subdivision/Strata — Applications/Application
Correspondence

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name

Position

Type of
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.
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CONSULTATION

A sign application is classified as a ‘Category B’. ‘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 require
a development application — but still should be processed within the set time frame. A
consultation plan for Category B applications has been completed and no additional
consultation is required.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

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

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

‘LPP No.12 — Signage Applications’ was developed to ensure that the display of
advertisements within the City of Belmont does not adversely impact on the amenity of
surrounding land while providing appropriate exposure for businesses, activities or
services.

Section 4 of “LPP No.12 — Signage Applications’ relates to variations of the standards
of the Policy and states:

“If it is established to the satisfaction of the Council that a particular
standard or provision contained within this Policy is unreasonable or
undesirable in the particular circumstances of the case, the Council
may at its discretion, vary the standard or provision.

The Council may only vary a standard or provisions where it is
satisfied that:
(a) Approval of the variation will not set an undesirable precedent;

(b) The applicant demonstrates exceptional circumstances
warranting support for a variation;

(c) Approval of the application does not contravene the overall
objectives for signage contained within the City of Belmont
District Planning Scheme No. 14.

Applications for variation of standards shall include a sign strategy for
the whole of the subject site”.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Town Planning Scheme No. 14
The subiject lot is zoned ‘Industrial’ under the City’s Town Planning Scheme No. 14.
Section 10.6.1 of the Scheme states the intention of the zone.

BACKGROUND

Owner: Prestige Motors P/L Ward: South
Lodgement Date: I June 2005 Use Class: Advertising Sign
Lot Area: 7.5146ha TPS Zoning: Industrial
Estimated Value: $50,000 MRS: Industrial
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Existing Approvals

Planning approval for the existing 10 metre high ‘pylon’ sign on the subject site was
issued on 14 July 2000 (159/2000/DA). The planning approval was issued prior to the
creation of ‘LPP No.12 - Signage Applications’ which was adopted by Council in May
2002. A copy of the approved sign is provided in the second attachment to this report.

Planning approval for the upgrading of the fagcade of the administration building on the
subject site was issued on 17 January 2005.

An application for two ‘wall’ signs (A and B) as a component of the overall signage
strategy was submitted for separate consideration on 8 August 2005. Each ‘wall’ sign
complied with the provisions of LPP No 12 and planning approval was issued under
delegated authority.

Application

The subject application proposed:
e A 10 metre high ‘monolith’ sign (Sign C/D) to replace the existing 10 metre high
‘pylon’ sign; and

e A 1.5 metre high ‘monolith’ sign (Sign E) adjacent to the crossover situated in
the north east corner of the lot.

However, LPP No.12 only permits one ‘monolith’ sign per lot with a maximum height of
6 metres.

The applicant subsequently removed Sign E from the application and has requested
that Council exercise its discretion and consideration be given for a Policy variation for
the proposed 10 metre high ‘monolith’ sign.

OFFICER COMMENT

Local Planning Policy No. 12 — Signage Applications

The application represents a significant variation to the provisions of LPP No.12
relating to ‘monolith’ signs, however, Section 4 of the Policy permits the provisions to
be varied where Council is satisfied that a number of criteria are met. These criteria
are discussed below.

1. Approval of the variation will not set an undesirable precedent.

A 10 metre high ‘pylon’ sign has existed on-site since its approval in July 2000.
At its widest point 8 metres above ground level, the illuminated ‘pylon’ sign
increases in width to 5.832 metres and maintains this width for the remaining
2 metres of sign. (An elevation of the existing ‘pylon’ sign is included in the
second attachment to this report). Proposed sign C/D maintains a constant
width of 2.55 metres for the entire length of the sign and it is therefore
considered to have less visual impact on the amenity of the area. Given that
the signage is within the Industrial zone, forms part of a total signage strategy,
and is no larger than the original pylon sign on-site, the proposed sign is not
considered to represent an undesirable precedent.
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2.

The applicant demonstrates exceptional circumstances warranting
support for a variation.

The applicant (Toyota Australia), is a high profile and respected member of the
City’s corporate community. Given the scale of the company, together with the
overall size of the subject lot (7.5146 hectares) and the length of the frontage of
the site to Miles Road (262.6 metres), the replacement of an approved 10 metre
high advertising sign with another 10 metre high advertising sign are
considered to be circumstances warranting support for a Policy variation.

Approval of the application does not contravene the overall objectives
for signage contained within the City of Belmont District Planning
Scheme No. 14.

With respect to signage, the objectives of the City’s Town Planning Scheme No.
14 are to ensure that the display of advertisements within the City of Belmont
does not adversely impact on the amenity of surrounding land, while providing
appropriate exposure for businesses, activities or services.

As previously mentioned, the overall size of the subject lot together with the
length of the Miles Road frontage ensure that the proposed 10 metre high
‘monolith’ sign is appropriately scaled and does not disregard the intention for
signage within the City’s Town Planning Scheme.

Options

Option 1 — Refuse

The Council may refuse the application due to the proposed ‘monolith’ sign
exceeding the permitted height under LPP No. 12 — Sign Applications of 6 metres.
This option is not preferred as the existing pylon sign is 10 metres in height and has
existed without incident or complaint since receiving planning approval in July 2000.

Option 2 — Defer

That Council defer determination of the application due to the non-compliance of the
proposal with LPP No. 12 — Signage Applications and advise the applicant to submit
amended plans that restrict the height of the proposed ‘monolith’ to 6 metres. This
option is not preferred as the existing pylon sign is 10 metres in height and has
existed without incident or complaint since receiving planning approval in July 2000.

Option 3 — Approve

That Council exercise its discretion under Section 4 of LPP No. 12 — Signage
Applications and approve the 10 metre high ‘monolith’ sign as part of the overall
signage strategy for Lot 1 (10-12) Miles Road, Kewdale.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.
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ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
7 Development application (230/2005/DA).
8 Development application (159/2000/DA).

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council exercise its discretion under Section 4 of ‘Local Planning Policy No.
12 - Signage Applications’ and approve the 10 metre high ‘monolith’ sign as part
of the overall signage strategy for Lot 1 (10-12) Miles Road, Kewdale.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER To RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.1
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11.1.8 Orrong Road Interchange at Leach Highway — Taking of Land on Lot 244
(Nos 3 - 5) Ballantyne Road, Kewdale for Dedication as Road**

**Built Belmont Attachment 9 — Item 11.1.8 refers
Report by Technical Services Division
DATE
18 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek Council’s concurrence to the Taking of the land, the subject of Main Roads’
Drawing No. 0560-057, and also to its dedication as road under Section 56 of the Land
Administration Act 1997.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

A request was received from Main Roads WA for the consideration of the proposed
acquisition of land on Lot 244 (Nos 3 — 5) Ballanytne Road, and its dedication as road
for the purpose of undertaking improvement works for the Orrong Road Interchange at
Leach Highway. The land is located within the municipality of the City of Belmont and
therefore requires the City’s endorsement of the proposal.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That it be recommended that Council concurs to the Taking of the land, the subject of
Main Roads’ Drawing No. 0560-057, and also to its dedication as road under Section
56 of the Land Administration Act 1997.

LOCATION

Lot 244 (Nos 3 — 5) Ballantyne Road, Kewdale in the vicinity of the proposed Orrong
Road Interchange at Leach Highway.

APPLICANT
Main Roads WA

FILE REFERENCE

102/032 — Leach Highway/Orrong Road Interchange
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DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

Nil.

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority Required.

CONSULTATION

Main Roads WA will be undertaking public consultation and negotiation with the
property owner, in accordance with the provisions of Section 56 of the Land
Administration Act 1995.

STRATEGIC PLAN

Strategic Plan
Not applicable.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Nil.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 56 of the Land Administration Act 1997.

BACKGROUND

Main Roads WA is currently undertaking the improvement works for the Orrong Road
Interchange at Leach Highway, and is seeking Council’s concurrence to the Taking of
the land located on Lot 244 Ballantyne Road as marked on the attached Main Roads’
Drawing No. 0560-057.

OFFICER COMMENT

In accordance with the design for the Orrong Road Interchange, it is determined that
the land area of approximately 159 square metres located on Lot 244 Ballantyne Road
is required to facilitate the improvement works on Leach Highway.
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The land in question adjoins Leach Highway which is under the care and control of
Main Roads WA. As the land lies within the municipality of the City of Belmont, Main
Roads WA is required to seek concurrence from the City to undertake the process of
Taking the land and dedication of the land as road under Section 56 of the Land
Administration Act 1997.

Main Roads WA will undertake the public consultation process and negotiation with the

landowner in the Taking of the land. All costs related to the Taking of the land and its
dedication as a road will be the responsibility of Main Roads WA.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There will be no financial implications for the City of Belmont.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There will be no impact on the environment.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
9 Main Roads’ Drawing No:0560-057

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That it be recommended that Council concurs to the Taking of the land, the
subject of Main Roads’ Drawing No. 0560-057, and also to its dedication as road
under Section 56 of the Land Administration Act 1997.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER To RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.1
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11.1.9 Temporary Closure of Daly Street between Elmsfield Street and Barker
Street to Facilitate Belgravia Parklands Subdivision Works on Daly
Street and Centenary Park, Belmont

Report by Technical Services Division / Technical Services Department
DATE

17 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

For Council to endorse the temporary closure of Daly Street between Elmsfield Street
and Barker Street to facilitate the Belgravia Parklands subdivision works on Daly Street
and Centenary Park.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

A request was received from Ash Project Management on behalf of Wormall Pty Ltd,
the contractor for the Belgravia Parklands Subdivision Site to temporarily close a
section of Daly Street between Elmsfield Street and Barker Street for the purpose of
undertaking road works, drainage works and installation of services on Daly Street and
Centenary Park. The period of closure is approximately

12 weeks-commensing-from
H-September2005to-4-December2005. 11 weeks commencing from 17 September
2005 to 4 December 2005.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That :-

1. 2Subject to no valid objections being received from the public advertisement,
that it be recommended that Council endorse the temporary closure of Daly
Street between Elmsfield Street and Barker Street for 3342 11 weeks
commencing from ‘414 19 September 2005 to 4 December 2005, to facilitate the
Belgravia Parklands subdivision works on Daly Street and Centenary Park; and

2. the applicant be requested to ensure that any necessary approvals are obtained

from the Water Corporation for works on their land in Centenary Park.

' Report amended by Officer via notice at Agenda Briefing Forum.
% Report amended by Officer via notice at Agenda Briefing Forum.
s Report amended by Officer via notice at Agenda Briefing Forum.
* Report amended by Officer via notice at Agenda Briefing Forum.
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LOCATION

Daly Street between Elmsfield Street and Barker Street, Belmont
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APPLICANT

Ash Project Management on behalf of Wormall Pty Ltd

FILE REFERENCE

102/008 — Temporary Road Closures for Events
128/008 — Westem Power Site Development

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.
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CONSULTATION

Level of Consultation = Inform

As in accordance with the provisions of Section 3.50 of the Local Government Act
1995, the proposed consultation will require public advertisement in the West
Australian paper and the local community paper, The Southern Gazette. Written
notification and advice shall be provided in advance to Police, Ambulance Service, Fire
Brigade, Bus Transit and the Taxi Board, including letter drops to the nearby affected
residents and businesses. Council’'s waste collection contractor, Cleanaway including
the lessee of the Centenary Park grounds will also be advised of the temporary road
closure. Preliminary notice signs will be erected by the applicant at the site prior to the
implementation of the road closure.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Built Belmont - “Renewal of urban areas encouragement for the upgrading and
compatible redevelopment of the City”.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 3.50 of the Local Government Act 1995

BACKGROUND

Ash Project Management submitted a Traffic Management Plan on behalf of Wormall
Pty Ltd, who is undertaking the road works, drainage works and installation of services
for the Belgravia Parklands subdivision site, bounded by Belgravia Street, Barker
Street and Daly Street.

Due to significant road works, drainage works and services installation on Daly Street
including some earthworks on Centenary Park, the traffic management plan has
proposed for a section of Daly Street to be closed for a period of 42 711 weeks
commencing from 244+ 19 September 2005 to 4 December 2005.

OFFICER COMMENT

As part of the subdivision approval for the Belgravia Parklands site, the developer is
required to undertake works on Daly Street, which comprise of major road works,
drainage works, entry statement works and also installation of underground power,
water and sewer. The works also involve earthworks and drainage works on Centenary
Park adjoining Daly Street.

' Report amended by Officer via notice at Agenda Briefing Forum.
% Report amended by Officer via notice at Agenda Briefing Forum.
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The works proposed here do not, however, include all of the proposed modifications to
Centenary Park. These will be the subject of community consultation and a future
report to Council.

The proposed closure of Daly Street would be the preferred option, as there are safety
issues involved if the road is not closed for the works. The section of Daly Street to be
closed is marked on the location plan.

The existing footpath on Centenary Park adjacent to the proposed closed section of
Daly Street will also be affected. A temporary footpath to be constructed of stabilised
crushed limestone is proposed through the park between Hardey Road and Daly Street
via the northern side of the compensating basin as marked on the location plan. The
contractor will be responsible for the construction of the temporary path, including its
removal upon completion of the works on Daly Street. As the alignment of the
temporary footpath may impact on the lease agreement with the lessee of the
Centenary Park Grounds, the West Australian Rugby League, the lessee has been
contacted and a response has yet to be received.

To facilitate the temporary closure of Daly Street, the contractor will be required to
erect preliminary road closure notices on site, including advising the following service
organisations and nearby residents and businesses at least two weeks prior to closure:

Police

Ambulance services

Fire Brigade

Bus Transit

Taxi Board

Lessees of the Centenary Park Recreation Centre

Residents and businesses along Daly Street, Barker Street and Hargreaves Street

YV V V VY VY Y

The proposed temporary closure of Daly Street will be advertised in the West
Australian and the local Southern Gazette community paper at least two weeks prior to
the closure.

Council’s waste collection contractor, Cleanaway and the lessee of the Centenary Park
Grounds, West Australian Rugby League (WARL) will also be advised in advance. The
road closure will not impact on Cleanaway’s services to properties. The Centenary
Park Grounds will be accessible via Barker Street and Great Eastern Highway during
the temporary closure of Daly Street.

Further, as the area of Centenary Park to be affected by the works includes the Water
Corporation basin land, the approval of this body will also be requested before works
are undertaken.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The advertising and the administration costs involved with the road closure process will
be charged to the applicant. Under the City’s Schedule of Fees and Charges, the
applicant will be requested to reimburse the City for the advertising cost and pay a
minimum charge of $165.00 inclusive of GST to cover administration cost.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The impact on the environment is only temporary.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That :-

1. 'Subject to valid objections being received from the public advertisement,
that it be recommended that Council endorse the temporary closure of
Daly Street between Elmsfield Street and Barker Street for 12 11 weeks
commencing from 344 19 September 2005 to 4 December 2005, to facilitate
the Belgravia Parklands subdivision works on Daly Street and Centenary
Park; and

2. the applicant be requested to ensure that any necessary approvals are
obtained from the Water Corporation for works on their land in Centenary
Park.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER To RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.1

' Officer Recommendation amended by Officer via notice at Agenda Briefing Forum.
2 Officer Recommendation amended by Officer via notice at Agenda Briefing Forum.
® Officer Recommendation amended by Officer via notice at Agenda Briefing Forum.
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11.1.10 City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 Amendment No. 35 (To
Remove Lot 24 (98) Great Eastern Highway and Lot 21 (100) Great Eastern
Highway from the ‘Parks and Recreation’ reservation and zone the lots
‘Mixed Use’)**

*Built Belmont Attachment 10 — ltem 11.1.10 refers

Report by Planning Department
DATE
24 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider the abandonment of Amendment No. 35 to the City of Belmont Town
Planning Scheme No. 14.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The Council originally considered Amendment No. 35 at its April 2004 meeting (ltem
10.4.1, 19/04/2004 PDC minutes refers). The Council resolved to request the Western
Australian Planning Commission for an extension of time to obtain advice on the
willingness or otherwise of the Commission to acquire the land in question.

The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure permitted the Council to make a
determination on the Amendment by no later than 22 September 2005.

The subject lots are considered to have significant value to the region for ‘Parks and
Recreation’ and accordingly, it is recommended that the Amendment not be adopted
for final approval.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council request the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to not adopt
Amendment No. 35.

LOCATION

Lots 21 (100) and 24 (98) Great Eastern Highway are located between Adachi Park
and the Sandringham Hotel redevelopment site. The two sites abut the Swan River
“Parks and Recreation” Metropolitan Region Scheme foreshore reservation to the
north-west and the Great Eastern Highway “Primary Regional Road” reservation to the
south-east.
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D

HIRTH

Swan River

APPLICANT
Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

116/061 Town Planning Scheme No. 14 — Amendment No. 35

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Name Position Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

Consultation was carried out prior to the commencement of Council’'s Community
Information and Consultation policy. The statutory process as required under Town

Planning Scheme No. 14 was carried out.

Amendment No. 35 was advertised from Tuesday, 27 January 2004 to Tuesday,
23 March 2004. At the conclusion of the advertising period, 5 submissions were

received from:
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Swan River Trust
AlintaGas
Westem Power
Main Roads
Water Corporation

A summary of the submissions is provided below. A copy of the submissions can be
provided to Councillors on requested.

Name and Address

Description of
Affected Property,

Lot No., Street,
etc.

Resume of Submission

Council Recommendation

Sw an River Trust Swan River Trust | No objections subject to the follow ing Dis missed.
Hyatt Centre Management comments:
87 Adelaide Area Zoning
Terrace The Mixed Use zoning has up to 50 | A planning application w ould
East Perth different uses. A more beneficial | be required to be lodged for
outcome for both Ilots and in | any proposed future use of the
particular the riverine environment | land. In considering such
may be a residential zoning with a | applications, Council shall
height restriction of no more than 3 | have due regard to the
storeys. comments of the Sw an River
Trust and the potential impact
The Mixed Use zoning could lead to | on the Swan River.
many unsatisfactory uses being
sought that would not be conducive | Height
to the well being of the river and | The development application
river foreshore. This may lead to | lodged for Lot 24 proposed a
impacts from the Mixed Use zoning | three storey residential
that affects the Swan River Trust | development with basement
Management Area. car parking. Plot ratio
requirements under the RD
Codes will serve to limit the
height of the development.
The Swan River Trust was
supportive of the proposed
development.
Alinta NA No objections Dis missed.
The Quadrant All work carried out on Alinta’s | Comments are relevant to the
1 William Street, existing network to be at the | development stage.
Perth proponents expense.
Alinta requires once month’s notice
prior to commencement of works on
site.
Western Pow er NA No objections Dis missed.

Netw ork Customer
Services Branch
Lot 10 Prinsep
Road

Jandakot

Location details of underground
cabling must be obtained prior to
any excavation.
Work Safe requirements must be
observed when such work is
undertaken.

Comments are relevant to the
development stage.
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Name and Address | Description of Resume of Submission Council Recommendation
Affected Property,

Lot No., Street,
etc.

Main Roads No comments Dis missed.

Western Australia e Main Roads approval wil be | Comments are relevant to the
Don Aitken Centre required as part of any development | development stage.

Waterloo of the property and will be subject to

Crescent, conditions.

East Perth e The project for upgrading Great

Eastern Highway is not in Main
roads current 4 year forward
estimated construction program.

e Consideration should be given to
some form of noise attenuation for
future development.

Water Corporation | N/A No objections Dis missed.
629 New castle e A supply of reticulated water is [ Comments are relevant to the
Street available. Cost of connecting to | development stage.
Leederville services is the responsibility of the

developer.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

BUILT — “Revise the Town Planning Scheme to reflect current and emerging needs.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has granted approval for the Council to
make a decision on the Amendment by no later than 22 September 2005.

BACKGROUND

Previous Council Consideration

The State Government intended in 1987 to reserve a strip of land near the
Sandringham Hotel between Great Eastern Highway and the Swan River for ‘Parks
and Recreation’ from the ‘Urban’ zoning. This was the original Metropolitan Region
Scheme (MRS) amendment for this area. In September 1989 a portion of Lot 21
(Marshall) was excluded (for compassionate reasons) from the proposed MRS
reservation and left ‘Urban”. Lot 24 (Lee) and Part Lot 6 (WAPC) were also allowed to
retain an ‘Urban’ zoning under the MRS.

Lots 21 and 24 were included in the local ‘Parks and Recreation’ reservation under the
City’s District Zoning Scheme in accordance with the original intention of the MRS
amendment for the area.

A development application for Lot 21 which sought a resolution to the future of the
properties, was considered by Council at its December 2002 meeting (item 8.6.3,
09/12/2002 PDC minutes refers).
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It was considered difficult to justify the expense of purchasing the subject land for local
public open space. Consequently, Amendment No. 35 was initiated to zone Lots 24
and 25 ‘Mixed Use’, consistent with the zoning of abutting land.

At the April 2004 Council meeting (ltem 10.4.1, 19/04/2004 PDC minutes refers)
Council considered Amendment No. 35 following formal advertising. The report
detailed the history of the properties, the site restraints for redevelopment, and the
value of retaining the lots for the purposes of regional Parks and Recreation. It was
resolved that Council:

“1. REQUEST THE HON. MINISTER FOR PLANNING AND
INFRASTRUCTURE GRANT COUNCIL A 90 DAY EXTENSION OF TIME
TO:

1) CONSIDER SUBMISSIONS ON THE AMENDMENT;

1) ALLOW COUNCIL THE OPPORTUNITY TO AGAIN PURSUE
WITH THE WESTERN AUSTRALIAN PLANNING COMMISSION
WHETHER THEY WOULD FULLY OR PARTIALLY FUND THE
ACQUISITION OF LOTS 21 AND 24 GREAT EASTERN
HIGHWAY FOR THE PURPOSE OF PARKS AND RECREATION;
AND

1) LIAISE WITH THE WESTERN AUSTRAUAN PLANNING
COMMISSION AS TO THEIR INTENTIONS FOR THE FUTURE
USE OF LOT 6 GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY.

2. THAT THE HON MINISTER FOR PLANNING AND INFRASTRUCTURE
BE ADVISED THAT WHILST IT IS COUNCIL'S STRONG OPINION THAT
THE LAND SHOULD BE RESERVED FOR PARKS AND RECREATION,
WITHOUT THE SUPPORT OF THE WESTERN AUSTRALIAN PLANNING
COMMISSION THE RETENTION OF THE LAND FOR SUCH MAY NOT
BE ACHIEVABLE.

3. THAT PART LOT 6 LOCATED BETWEEN THE SANDRINGHAM SITE
AND LOT 24 (98) GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY AND OWNED BY THE
WESTERN AUSTRALIAN PLANNING COMMISSION BE CLEANED UP
AND THIS MATTER BE CONSIDERED BY COUNCIL'S ENGINEERING
DEPARTMENT FOR A REPORT TO A FUTURE WORKS AND
TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING.”

Amendment to the Metropolitan Region Scheme

Following the Council’s resolution of 27 April 2004, the retention of the land as a
regional reserve was pursued. The planning merits of this proposal were understood
by the WAPC Statutory Planning Committee which visited Belmont on 15 March 2002
and this site was included on a bus tour. The then Chairman of the Committee, Mr
Terry Martin suggested that an appropriate item be presented to the Eastern Districts
Planning Committee (EDPC). This issue was discussed at the 3 May 2004 EDPC
meeting.
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At the Perth Region Planning Committee held 11 May 2004 it was resolved to support
the resolution of the Eastern Districts Planning Committee and request that Pt Lot 6,
Lot 21 and Lot 24 Great Eastern Highway, Belmont be excluded from the 'Urban’ zone
and included in the 'Parks and Recreation' Reservation in a forthcoming MRS
Amendment.

The Council at its 24 August 2004 meeting (ltem 10.4.1 — 16/08/05 PDC Minutes
refers) resolved as follows:

“THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION NOT BE ADOPTED AND COUNCIL
REQUEST THE WESTERN AUSTRALIAN PLANNING COMMISSION FOR AN
EXTENSION OF TIME IN RESPECT TO AMENDMENT NO. 35 TO OBTAIN
ADVICE ON THE WILLINGNESS OF OTHERWISE OF THE COMMISSION TO
ACQUIRE THE LAND IN QUESTION.”

In a letter dated 5 October 2004, the Western Australian Planning Commission
(WAPC) granted an extension of time to consider the amendment to 22 September
2005.

The proposal was included in proposed Omnibus Amendment No. 7 (Proposal 9) at the
EDPC meeting of 28 February 2005.
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The Executive Finance and Property Committee (EF & P) of the WAPC at its meeting
on 19 April 2005 would not support Council’s request for Pt Lot 6 and the adjoining Lot
24 (98) and Lot 21 (100) Great Eastern Highway to be reserved for Parks and
Recreation under the Metropolitan Region Scheme. It is understood that the EF & P is
the only Committee of the WAPC that has full delegated powers of the WAPC itself,
meaning a decision by this Committee is a decision of the Commission.

OFFICER COMMENT

The Statutory Planning Committee of the WAPC and the Eastern Districts Planning
Committee were prepared to support the Council for the following reasons.

e From Great Eastern Highway, a Primary Regional Road under the Metropolitan
Region Scheme, there are magnificent views across the Swan River to the Perth
Central Business District (CBD) and the Darling Range. This captures a vision that
is as important to Belmont as was the decision by our forebears to keep Kings
Park.

e For many new visitors to Perth from the domestic airport or from country areas and
the Eastem States, this is the very first view of the River and the Perth CBD.

e The land comprising Pt Lot 6, Lot 24 and Lot 21 provides a valuable addition to the
recreation areas of Adachi Park, Bristile Park and Lot 712 (‘A’ Class Reserve
46532). This creates a consolidated area of approximately 4ha for recreation for
regional use that adjoins the river that physically allows the use and enjoyment of
the water.

e Great Eastern Highway will, for its full length in the City of Belmont, ultimately
become a six lane divided carriageway. This is a necessity, but an unfortunate
effect is that it will further exacerbate the perceived separation of the River from the
Belmont community. It is imperative therefore to act on this only opportunity to build
an effective visual link across the Highway to the River. In the location where
Abernethy Road joins Great Eastem Highway, it is proposed that the Highway will
be elevated to allow the extension of Severin Walk with grade separation. This will
be used by pedestrians and cyclists to gain safe and convenient access to Adachi
Park and the River. [t is essential that a highly attractive and useable recreational
area be provided for the community as a destination.

e The consolidated ‘green’ area will provide the only break or 'window’ in the built
form that straddles the Highway.

e Inthe late 1980’s, it was proposed by the then State Planning Commission through
Metropolitan Region Scheme Amendment Number 673/33A to recognise the
importance of this area for recreation purposes. It was only a decision made by
Pam Beggs JP MLA the then Minister for Planning to modify the amendment that
has created the situation now faced by the Council. A copy of the advice received
for the Minister is provided on the following page.
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Provided in the attachment to this report is a series of artist representations
commissioned by the City, which illustrate the importance of what is described above
and how the recreation area can be integrated with the development at the
Sandringham Hotel redevelopment, known as the ‘Balneum Apartments’.

The City wrote to the WAPC seeking a meeting to discuss the following:
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1. The Commission agreeing to transfer Pt Lot 6 (96) Great Eastern Highway
which it owns in fee simple to the regional Parks and Recreation reserve under
the Metropolitan Region Scheme.

2. A reconsideration by the Commission on its decision to not purchase Lot 24 (98)
Great Eastern Highway and Lot 21 (100) Great Eastern Highway.

3. If the Commission would assist Council financially in the acquisition of the subject
lots.

No response has been received.

Implications
A decision by the Council to abandon the amendment does not affect the ability of the
subject landowners to dispose of their land at any time.

The Council could in the future depending on additional information, consider a change
to the ‘Parks and Recreation’ reservation by way of a fresh amendment. Alternatively,
the matter could be considered in the review of the City of Belmont Town Planning
Scheme No. 14 currently under preparation.

Issues concerning market value of the subject lots are not relevant planning
considerations.

Given the strategic importance of the subject lots and their value to future generations,
it is considered that Amendment No. 35 should be abandoned. Depending on the
outcome of a response and/or discussions with the WAPC, a confidential item will be
prepared for the consideration of the Council on the options to fund the purchase of the
subject lots.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

If the properties remained local ‘Parks and Recreation’ reserves, Council would be
responsible for the compensation payments to the landowners for acquisition of the
properties for parks and recreation purposes. It is understood that the current market
value is assessed on the prevailing zoning in the locality, ie “Mixed Use”. It is not
based on a recreation use. There is a solatium of 10% and occasionally other “extras”
are included. Based on the anticipated valuation of the properties, the amount of
compensation payable may be substantial, and could range from $600,000 to $900,000
for each lot.

Inclusion of the properties within the Metropolitan Region Scheme ‘Parks and
Recreation’ reservation would have resulted in the WAPC being responsible for funding
the acquisition of the two properties.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

o Reduces the impact of the built form on the riverine environment.

e Expands the existing regional Parks and Recreation reserved land.
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Will result in costs to Council for the parkland development and ongoing
maintenance.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS
Attach. No. Details
10 Artist Representations

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1.

Dismiss the submissions lodged by Swan River Trust, Alintagas, Westem
Power, Main Roads Western Australia and Water Corporation.

Not adopt Town Planning Scheme No. 14 Amendment No. 35 for final approval
for the following reasons:

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

From Great Eastern Highway, a Primary Regional Road under the
Metropolitan Region Scheme, there are magnificent views across the
Swan River to the Perth Central Business District (CBD) and the Darling
Range. This captures a vision that is as important to Belmont as was
the decision by our forebears to keep Kings Park.

For many new visitors to Perth from the domestic airport or from country
areas and the Eastern States, this is the very first view of the River and
the Perth CBD.

The land comprising Pt Lot 6, Lot 24 and Lot 21 provides a valuable
addition to the recreation areas of Adachi Park, Bristile Park and Lot 712
(‘A" Class Reserve 46532). This creates a consolidated area of
approximately 4ha for recreation for regional use that adjoins the river
that physically allows the use and enjoyment of the water.

Great Eastern Highway will, for its full length in the City of Belmont,
ultimately become a six lane divided carriageway. This is a necessity,
but an unfortunate effect is that it will further exacerbate the perceived
separation of the River from the Belmont community. It is imperative
therefore to act on this only opportunity to build an effective visual link
across the Highway to the River. In the location where Abemethy Road
joins Great Eastern Highway, it is proposed that the Highway will be
elevated to allow the extension of Severin Walk with grade separation.
This will be used by pedestrians and cyclists to gain safe and
convenient access to Adachi Park and the River. It is essential that a
highly attractive and useable recreational area be provided for the
community as a destination.
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(e) The consolidated ‘green’ area will provide the only break or 'window’ in
the built form that straddles the Highway.

3. Recommend to the Honourable Minister for Planning and Infrastructure that
Town Planning Scheme No. 14 Amendment No. 35 not be granted final
approval, and reiterate the Council’s support incorporating the lots into the
regional parks and recreation reservation.

HITT MOVED, BASS SECONDED, that the matter be deferred for further
consideration in relation to the density coding for the site.

LOST 3VOTES TO §

For: Hitt, Rossi, Bass

Against: Godfrey, Marks, Martin, Whiteley, Teasdale

TEASDALE MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that the officer recommendation be
adopted without amendment or modification as follows:

That Council:

1. Dismiss the submissions lodged by Swan River Trust, Alintagas, Western
Power, Main Roads Western Australia and Water Corporation.

2. Not adopt Town Planning Scheme No. 14 Amendment No. 35 for final
approval for the following reasons:

(@) From Great Eastern Highway, a Primary Regional Road under the
Metropolitan Region Scheme, there are magnificent views across
the Swan River to the Perth Central Business District (CBD) and
the Darling Range. This captures a vision that is as important to
Belmont as was the decision by our forebears to keep Kings Park.

(b) For many new visitors to Perth from the domestic airport or from
country areas and the Eastern States, this is the very first view of
the River and the Perth CBD.

(c) The land comprising Pt Lot 6, Lot 24 and Lot 21 provides a
valuable addition to the recreation areas of Adachi Park, Bristile
Park and Lot 712 (‘A’ Class Reserve 46532). This creates a
consolidated area of approximately 4ha for recreation for regional
use that adjoins the river that physically allows the use and
enjoyment of the water.

72
CONFIRMATION DATE: 27 SEPTEMBER 2005



OCM 06/09/05 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 11.1.10 Continued

(d) Great Eastern Highway will, for its full length in the City of
Belmont, ultimately become a six lane divided carriageway. This
is a necessity, but an unfortunate effect is that it will further
exacerbate the perceived separation of the River from the Belmont
community. It is imperative therefore to act on this only
opportunity to build an effective visual link across the Highway to
the River. In the location where Abernethy Road joins Great
Eastern Highway, it is proposed that the Highway will be elevated
to allow the extension of Severin Walk with grade separation. This
will be used by pedestrians and cyclists to gain safe and
convenient access to Adachi Park and the River. It is essential
that a highly attractive and useable recreational area be provided
for the community as a destination.

(e) The consolidated ‘green’ area will provide the only break or
‘window’ in the built form that straddles the Highway.

3. Recommend to the Honourable Minister for Planning and Infrastructure
that Town Planning Scheme No. 14 Amendment No. 35 not be granted
final approval, and reiterate the Council’s support incorporating the lots
into the regional parks and recreation reservation.

CARRIED 5 VOTES TO 3

For: Godfrey, Marks, Martin, Whiteley, Teasdale

Against: Rossi, Hitt, Bass
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11.2 SociAL BELMONT

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Nil.

BASS MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that the Officer Recommendation in the
Social Belmont Key Result Area Reports, specifically Items 11.2.1 and 11.2.2, be
adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

11.21 Belmont Park Tennis Club Sub Lease

Report by Technical Services Division / Parks, Leisure and Environment Department
DATE
17 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To obtain Council approval of the sub lease for the Belmont Park Tennis Facility.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The Belmont Park Tennis Club has held the sub lease of the Belmont Park Tennis
Facility for the past decade with the arrangements and responsibilities having worked
satisfactorily throughout this time period. Since the expiry of the previous sub lease
Officers have been in consultation with club officials who have expressed their desire to
continue a sub lease arrangement under the similar general terms and conditions until
2010.

This timeframe coincides with expiry of the head lease the City of Belmont has been
granted by the Western Australian Planning Commission.
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Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council approve the legal documentation for the Belmont Park Tennis Club to

lease the Belmont Park Tennis facility subject to:

1. The documentation required to facilitate this sub-lease being prepared by

Council’s solicitors;

2. The documentation as prepared is subsequently executed and the Common

Seal be applied.

LOCATION

Belmont Park Tennis Facility - Abernethy Road, Cloverdale.

being the whole of the land in Certificate of Title Volume 2111 Folio 492

APPLICANT

Belmont Park Tennis Club.

FILE REFERENCE

70/007 - Lease of Council Property.

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position

Type of
Interest

Nature / Extent of Interest

Nil.

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority Required

CONSULTATION

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

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Social Belmont — “Provide and facilitate leisure and recreation programmes and
facilities that meet the needs of the community”.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Council Policy C3.7.4 — ‘Common Seal Policy’ — Provides guidance on the appropriate

use of the City’s Common Seal.
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STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 3.58 of the Local Government Act 1995 provides that a local government can
only dispose of property to;

(a) the highest bidder at public auction; or

(b) the person who at public tender called by the local government makes what
is, in the opinion of the local government, the most acceptable tender, whether

or not it is the highest tender.

A local government can dispose of property other than under subsection (2) if, before
agreeing to dispose of the property;

(a) it gives local public notice of the proposed disposition %

(i) describing the property concerned;

(ii) giving details of the proposed disposition; and

(iii) inviting submissions to be made to the local government before a date to be
specified in the notice, being a date not less than 2 weeks after the notice is first
given;

and

(b) it considers any submissions made to it before the date specified in the
notice and, if its decision is made by the council or a committee, the decision
and the reasons for it are recorded in the minutes of the meeting at which the
decision was made.

Whilst Section 3.58 of the Local Government Act 1995 provides the means by which a
local government may by way of sale, lease or otherwise dispose of property, Clause
30(2)(b) of the Local Government (Functions and General) Regulations 1996 provides
that a disposition of land is an exempt disposition for the purposes of Section 3.58 of
the Act if “the land is disposed of to a body, whether incorporated or not;

(i) the objects of which are of a charitable, benevolent, religious, cultural,
educational, recreational, sporting or other like nature; and

(ii) the members of which are not entitled or permitted to receive any pecuniary
profit from the body's transactions”

The Belmont Park Tennis Club is clearly a recreational organisation for the purposes of
Clause 30 of the regulations and is therefore considered to be exempt from the
requirements of Section 3.58 of the Local Government Act 1995.

BACKGROUND

The Belmont Park Tennis Facility is located on an area of land bounded by Keane
Street, Abemethy Road, Robinson Avenue and Leach Highway of which the City of
Belmont has been granted a lease by the Western Australian Planning Commission,
which expires in 2010.

76
CONFIRMATION DATE: 27 SEPTEMBER 2005



OCM 06/09/05 Reports of Administration
Social Belmont

Item 11.2.1 Continued

The previous sub-lease of the Belmont Park tennis courts and clubroom facilities
between the City of Belmont and the Belmont Park Tennis Club was for a five year
term and expired in late 2004. The proposed agreement has been developed to
coincide with the expiration of the City’s lease with the Western Australian Planning
Commission in 2010.

This new agreement provides for a number of special terms, the most significant
being:-

> To make available for use of the general public at all times two hard courts.
Courts shall only be made available for public use if conditions permit and any
decision that the court shall not be available to the public because of weather
conditions shall be made by the lessee’s curator.

> The lessor (The City) will make an annual maintenance contribution to be
indexed in accordance with the annual CPI, payable yearly in advance from the
date of commencement of the lease, provided that the lessee shall refund to the
lessor the whole or any part of the annual contribution remaining in the hands of
the lessee in the event that the lease is terminated for any reason prior to date
of expiration calculated in accordance with the provisions mentioned previously.

> An increase public liability insurance from 5 million to 10 million dollars.

> Acknowledgement of the Club’s desire to increase the number of hard courts
(currently four with an objective to increase to six or eight dependant on the
success of funding applications) at the facility. The agreement also details
appropriate maintenance and resurfacing responsibilities of the club.

OFFICER COMMENT

The previous sub-lease has worked satisfactorily over the past five years and
discussions with club officials have confirmed the club’s intention to continue the
arrangement under the same general terms and conditions until 2010. However, the
club has expressed its desire to increase the number of tennis hard courts and lighting,
with the agreement replicating discussions on maintenance responsibilities.

Officers are currently assisting the tennis club with a funding application for the
Community Sport and Recreation Fund (coordinated by the State Government) for the
additional hard courts and lighting. The 2005/06 Council budget also reflects a Council
contribution of $33,000 towards the project.

It should be noted that the proposed sub lease is contingent upon written approval by
the Western Australian Planning Commission.

Notwithstanding the present lease/sub lease arrangements, the City is currently in
negotiations with the Western Australian Planning Commission to convert the current
head lease of the property to a Crown reserve with a management order in favour of
the Council. Should this occur prior to the signing of the sub lease documentation,
then there will be no requirement to obtain written approval by the Western Australian
Planning Commission and appropriate alterations to the legal documentation will be
completed by the Council’s solicitors.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The agreement details an annual financial contribution (indexed in accordance with the
annual CPI) from Council towards the maintenance of the facility. In 2004/05 the City’s
contribution was $22,845. In 2005/06 the City’s contribution will be approximately
$24,000 and is identified in the budget via Account No. - 300.00.0.059.

The arrangement is seen as being in Council’s interest given that the tennis courts
have been maintained efficiently by the lessee in consideration of Council’s annual
contribution. This contribution is estimated to be considerably less than the cost should
Council be required to maintain the facilities itself. In addition, the courts are made
available to the general public throughout the year, affording genuine community use of
the facility.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council approve the legal documentation for the Belmont Park Tennis Club
to lease the Belmont Park Tennis facility subject to:

1. The documentation required to facilitate this sub-lease being prepared by
Council’s solicitors;

2. The documentation as prepared is subsequently executed and the
Common Seal be applied.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER To RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.2
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11.2.2 Eyes on the Street — Crime Prevention

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division
DATE
26 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider in principle support for vehicle branding to promote the ‘Eyes on the Street’
program.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The 'Eyes on the Street' initiative is an important component of the State Burglary
Reduction Strategy and has been developed to prevent and reduce crime. It is a
coordinated intelligence gathering initiative that encourages and enables local
government and other agencies to identify suspicious people, vehicles and/or criminal
activities and to report that information to police.

Council to support in principle vehicle branding to promote the ‘Eyes on the Street’
program, subject to the type and size of decals with their use on vehicles.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council support in principle vehicle branding to promote the ‘Eyes on the Street’
program.

LOCATION

City of Belmont district
APPLICANT

Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

36/016 Enquiries or Information Material
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DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

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

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

SOCIAL - “Establish partnerships to maximise the resources and attention given to the
prevention of crime and anti-social behaviour.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

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

BACKGROUND

The 'Eyes on the Street initiative is an important component of the State Burglary
Reduction Strategy and has been developed to prevent and reduce crime. It is a
coordinated intelligence gathering initiative that encourages and enables local
government and other agencies to identify suspicious people, vehicles and/or criminal
activities and to report that information to police.

The 'Eyes on the Street' program has already commenced with all operational depot
staff having been trained on 1 and 2 July 2005.

Rangers, Security Patrol personnel and other Council staff such as Environmental
Health Officers and Building Surveyors, will be trained shortly.

As previously advised to Councillors, the Burglar Beware and Eyes on the Street
programs were officially launched at the City by the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services on Friday, 15 July 2005. This coincided with a cheque presentation for the
City recognising the community safety and crime prevention partnership with the State
Government.

The Office of Crime Prevention has conducted an Information Session for all local
governments and district police involved in this program and was held in the Belmont
Function Area of the City of Belmont Civic Centre on Wednesday, 27 July 2005.
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The following information was provided:

Difference with ‘Eyes on the Street’ Program

A managed intelligence gathering system.

Only selected agencies invited to participate.

Participants provided with training and tools to report possible criminal activity.
A reporting system that is easy, reliable and productive.

Regular feedback provided to participants.

Objectives

Establish partnerships between Government, agencies and Police to reduce crime.
Provides local workers with an opportunity to participate in the reporting.

Increases the amount of intelligence to Police.

Deters criminal activity.

Increases public confidence through high visibility campaigning.

Reporting System

Type of activity reported — e.g. suspicious behaviour, damage, graffiti, burglary, etc.
Details of the event.

Description of a person or vehicle.

Where and when is this happening — e.g. location, address, time, date, etc.

81
CONFIRMATION DATE: 27 SEPTEMBER 2005



OCM 06/09/05 Reports of Administration
Social Belmont

Item 11.2.2 Continued

82
CONFIRMATION DATE: 27 SEPTEMBER 2005



OCM 06/09/05 Reports of Administration
Social Belmont

Item 11.2.2 Continued

City’s Role
Join the fight against crime.

e Gather information about suspicious occurrences and report this to Police.
e Encourage participation and reporting by workers.

e Provide a contact person for the program.

e Support branding of vehicles with ‘Eyes on the Street’ logo.

Partners

e WA Police e Curtin University of Technology
o Western Power e Canning College

e Australia Post e Town of Victoria Park

e Water Corporation o City of Gosnells

e City of South Perth e Westfield Carousel

e City of Canning e Morley Galleria

e City of Belmont e The Park Centre

o City of Bayswater e The Bentley Centre

e Town of Northam e Department of Housing and Works
e Shire of Carnarvon e SAIWA

Benefits to Partners

e Provides corporate leadership by participating in crime reduction in the community.
Publicly identifies commitment to crime prevention.

Enhances Council’s public image.

Increases employee participation in community crime reduction efforts.

Helps deter crime committed against property.

Promoting Eyes on the Street
Vehicle branding.

e Ambient advertising.

e Press advertising.

e Cinema advertising.
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Item 11.2.2 Continued
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Item 11.2.2 Continued

OFFICER COMMENT

The matter of having the Eyes on the Street decals on selected Council vehicles was
discussed at the Senior Management Group (SMG) meeting held on 17 August 2005.
SMG considered that the initiative should be supported with the following provisos:

1. The Council vehicles to display the decals should be those used only within the
City such as works vehicles, ranger vehicles, parks and gardens vehicles and
trucks.

2. That the decals do not cause any damage to the vehicles and can be easily

removed without causing damage. In that regard, a magnetic decal may be
more appropriate.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council support in principle vehicle branding to promote the ‘Eyes on the
Street’ program with Council’s Manager-Works liaising with the Office of Crime
Prevention in order to reach agreement on the type and size of decals with their
use on vehicles to be at the discretion of the Director-Technical Services.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER To RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.2
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11.3 EcoNoMIC BELMONT

Nil.

114 NATURAL BELMONT

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

ltem 11.4.1 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Hitt.

11.41 Revised City of Belmont Environment Plan **

*Natural Belmont Attachment 11 — ltem 11.4.1 refers
*Natural Belmont Attachment 12 — ltem 11.4.1 refers

Report by Technical Services Division / Parks, Leisure & Environment Department
DATE
9 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

i) To seek a recommendation from Council on the revised City of Belmont
Environment Plan; and

ii) To seek Council endorsement for a process to determine whether an item is
“Strategic’.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The City’s Environmental Officers have revised the City of Belmont Environment Plan
to better focus the City’s direction for environmental protection and enhancement to
achieve our objectives and targets set out as part of the City’s Strategic Plan.

In summary, the revised document attempts to better focus resources toward the most
critical actions for the City and the environmental areas that are seen as a priority for
Belmont (eg. water management, biodiversity enhancement and environmental
education).

One key aspect of the revised document is to clearly separate the work that is currently
being undertaken from that which is considered necessary by the Environmental
Officers but needs to be formally endorsed by Council. The Plan has been endorsed
by the Environmental Committee
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Item 11.4.1 Continued

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council :-

1. Adopt the revised City of Belmont Environment Plan which sets the strategic
direction for addressing environmental matters in the City.

2. Endorse the process for determining whether a matter is “Strategic” and
therefore is to be considered by the Environmental Committee and the use of
the City’s “Priority Framework” for determining priorities.

LOCATION
Nil.
APPLICANT
Nil.

FILE REFERENCE

Folder Number 30/003

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

Name Position

Nil.

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

Extensive consultation has been undertaken as part of the development of the revised
Environment Plan.

Firstly, an external consultant (Bessen Consulting Services) was employed to run two
workshops for Belmont staff, Councillors and key stakeholders associated with
environmental management for Belmont. The key objectives of the workshops were to
seek feedback on the actions contained within the 2003 Environment Plan, to comment
on proposed actions for a revised plan and to assist in the identification of new actions
to improve Environment Plan outcomes for the future.
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Item 11.4.1 Continued

The process of active participation in the workshops was intended to create greater
ownership of the Environment Plan across the organisation as the major strategic
environmental management document for the City of Belmont.

The City’s Environmental Officer was in constant liaison with the consultant working on
the City’s Strategic Plan review to ensure consistency between the two documents.

Following the preparation of a draft revised Environment Plan, the document was
released for an approximately 5 week public comment period. In this time, we received
one formal submission from Swan Catchment Council (SCC). SCC were involved in
the workshops and thus only had positive feedback for the draft Plan. Other
organisations (eg. DoE, SERCUL) provided verbal feedback that was very positive.

The Environmental Committee recommended at its meeting of 18 July 2005 that:
“Council adopt the revised City of Belmont Environment Plan”

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

The revised Environment Plan has been developed in parallel with the revised City of
Belmont Strategic Plan. The City’s Environmental Officers were both involved in
developing the Environment Plan and the “Natural Belmont” Key Result Area of the
Strategic Plan, which ensured consistency between the content and goals of the two
documents.

The Environment Plan sits directly under the Strategic Plan - “Natural Belmont’ and is
the main strategic document directing environmental management throughout Belmont
for the next five years.

The revised Environment Plan will be the document driving environmental
management and ensuring our activites meet the Strategic Plan — “Natural Belmont’
objectives of:

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

. Minimise pollution of the environment

. Use and manage our water resources in a sustainable manner

. Increase community and staff capacity to better protect and manage the natural

environment

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Will assist in achieving the objective of the City of Belmont’s Environmental
Enhancement Policy (Policy #C4.8.1), which is to “develop a strategy to protect and
enhance the natural environment”.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

The Environment Plan attempts to highlight all statutory requirements (eg.
contaminated sites, foreshore management etc), however, many proposed actions are
non-statutory in nature and illustrate where the City will be going above and beyond the
statutory requirements.
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Item 11.4.1 Continued

BACKGROUND

The previous City of Belmont Environment Plan was endorsed by Council on 15
December 2003. This Plan provided a significant start to environmental management
for Belmont, however, it is considered that moving forward in environmental
management requires a refocusing of priorities and the provision of resources to
certain areas where extra attention is required.

The aim of the review was to focus environmental management to give the City a
clearer direction forward. This involved amalgamating some actions, removing others,
developing new initiatives and involving staff, Councillors and key stakeholders in the
development of a new Environment Plan.

OFFICER COMMENT

The City’s Environmental Officers have revised the City of Belmont Environment Plan
to better focus the City’s direction for environmental protection and enhancement to
achieve our objectives and targets set out as part of the City’s Strategic Plan.

In summary, the revised document attempts to better focus resources toward the most
critical actions for the City and the environmental areas that are seen as a priority for
Belmont (eg. water management, biodiversity enhancement and environmental
education).

The Environmental Committee reviewed the revised Environment Plan at its meeting of
18'™ July 2005 and recommended that:

“Council adopt the revised City of Belmont Environment Plan”

In discussing the Environmental Plan, the Environmental Committee recognised that
items of various levels of strategic relevance will be brought to the Environmental
Committee for consideration. In order to deal with these items in an appropriate
manner it is necessary to determine those that are sufficiently strategic in nature for
consideration by the Environmental Committee. Matters of a less strategic nature may
be dealt with as a service request, item through the Parks area or through other
appropriate means.

It was also recognised that a process needed to be developed to determine the level of
strategic relevance of these matters and the Committee therefore recommended that :-

“The Administration develop appropriate criteria for identifying the types of
issues to be considered by the Environmental Committee, as determined by the

3

‘Purpose of Meeting”.

The proposed criteria for determining whether an agenda item is “Strategic’ and
therefore whether it is to be considered by the Environmental Committee is shown as
attached. Once a determination has been made as to whether the item is strategic,
Officers will progress the item through the City’s “Priority Framework”. The aim of the
Priority Framework is to ensure all proposals, potential projects and issues are

examined in an objective manner and prioritised accordingly.

Decisions made within the framework will be made with stringent analysis of facts and
data.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Various actions will have on-ground components or may require employment of a
consultant and as such will require monetary resources to be budgeted on an annual
basis.

Each action has been given a priority for implementation and a Director or Manager is
responsible for ensuring its implementation. Priorities have been based on a number
of factors including but not limited to:

environmental assets in Belmont;

threats to the natural assets;

priority given by staff;

Councillors and other key stakeholders involved in the consultative workshop
process;

cost to implement the action;

likelihood of receiving Council support;

availability of external grants;

similar current and upcoming regional projects that could be tapped into;
timeframe to complete action;

complexity in implementation.

Staff, Councillors and key stakeholders have been involved in developing the priorities
for each action.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

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

ATTACHMENT DETAILS
Attach. No. Details
11 Copy of the proposed Environment Plan
12 Proposed criteria to determine whether an item is “Strategic”

MARKS MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, that the Officer Recommendation be
adopted without amendment or modification as follows:

1. That Council adopt the revised City of Belmont Environment Plan which
sets the strategic direction for addressing environmental matters in the
City.

2. Endorse the process for determining whether a matter is “Strategic” and

therefore is to be considered by the Environmental Committee and the
use of the City’s “Priority Framework” for determining priorities.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 1

For: Godfrey, Marks, Rossi, Bass, Martin, Whiteley, Teasdale

Against: Hitt
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11.5 BUSINESS EXCELLENCE

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

ltem 11.5.1 and 11.5.2 were withdrawn at the request of the Mayor.

***8.41pm - Cr Whiteley departed the chamber.
11.51 Monthly Financial Activity Statement as at 31 July 2005**
** Business Excellence Belmont Attachment 13 - ltem 11.5.1 refers
Report by Corporate and Governance Division
DATE
17 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

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

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 2005 be received.

LOCATION

Not applicable
APPLICANT

Not applicable
FILE REFERENCE

32/009 — Financial Operating Statements
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DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

Name Position

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
e Such otherinformation 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.

AASS5 discusses the principles to be applied in determining if a variance is material.
AASS 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...
e less than or equal to 5 percent of the appropriate base amount then it is not
material
e 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 $500,000, therefore, on the above
assumption, variances in excess of 10 percent ($50,000) 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. For the first time this year, 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 583,000 0 Substantial portion of budget
allocated to July to uncertainty in
the timing of a number of
acquisitions

Belmont Oasis 52,748 2,104 Anticipated equipment purchases in
July had not occurred to budgeted
extent prior to 31 July 2005

Applications of Funds - Operating

Rates 30,502 116,144 Payment in full for 2005 revaluation
($90,000) made in July.

Computing 280,587 76,189 A number of licence payments yet
to be finalised.

Insurance 338,862 185,320 Some premium payments not
required until August.

Executive Senices 142,917 83,074 Insurance  allocations to be
processed once al premiums
finalised

Gowernance 216,268 147,752 Activity Based Costing allocation

lower than budgeted for this period
and Insurance allocations to be
processed once al premiums

finalised
Grounds - Active | 67,575 17,419 Limited activity for wages in this
Resenes area to 31 July 2005. This will vary

with maintenance requirements.

Sources of Funds - Capital
Nil | | |
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Report Section YTD Budget | YTD Actual | Comment

Sources of Funds - Operating

Rates

-18,634,241

-18,839,710

Anticipated initial rate lew based on
incomplete data from Valuer
General. Additional work to update
valuations resulted in a higher than
anticipated initial lewy in Residential
and Industrial. Commercial was
lower than anticipated due to a
number of late values being less
than estimated.

Transfer to Resene -58,229

-1,217

Budget based on estimated
reeenue from Faulkner Park
Retirement Village unit sales.
Actuals are totally dependant on

resident movements.

Roadworks 0

-68,950

Direct Local Road grant received
July but anticipated in August.

In accordance with Local Govemment (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.

| Reconciliation of Nett Current Assets to Statement of Financial Activity

Current Assets asat 31 July 2005 | $ Comment
Cash and investments 10,834,684 | Includes municipal, reseres &
deposits
- less non rate setting cash -6,615,417 | Reserves and deposits held
Receivables 25,524,627 | Mostly rates levied yet to be received
- less non rate setting -3,277,445 | ESL levied and GST payable
receivables
Stock on hand 137,737
Total Current Assets $26,604,186
Current Liabilities
Creditors and provisions -7,556,862 | Includes deposits, GST and ESL
payable
- less non rate setting creditors 5,353,251 | ESL, GST and deposits held
& provisions
- less cash backed provisions 376,459 | Long senice leave funded by resene
Total Current Liabilities -1,827,152
Nett Current Assets 31 July 2005 24,777,034
Nett Current Assets as Per Financial 24,777,034
Activity Report
Less Restricted Assets -1,443,000 | Unspent grants held for specific
purposes (Grandstand Road)
Less Committed Assets -25,720,034 | All other budgeted expenditure
Estimated Closing Balance 500,000

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.
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Item 11.5.1 Continued

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
13 Monthly Financial Activity Statement as at 31 July 2005

NOTE: The Manager — Finance repeated his short Agenda Briefing Forum
presentation on the new legislative requirement for presentation of financial reports to
Council.

BASS MOVED, ROSSI SECONDED, that the Officer Recommendation be adopted
without amendment or modification, as follows

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 2005 be received.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 0
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***8.44 pm Having earlier declared aninterest, Cr Teasdale departed the Chamber.
Cr Whiteley rejoined the meeting.

11.5.2 Accounts for Payment**
** Business Excellence Belmont Attachment 14 — ltem 11.5.2 refers
Report by Corporate Services Division
DATE
18 August 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Confirmation of accounts paid and authority to pay unpaid accounts.

SUMMARYAND 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

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

Name Position
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Item 11.5.2 Continued

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 759178-759944 $3,109,070.28
Trust Fund Cheques Nil $-
Property Development Fund Cheques - $-

Total of Cheques for July 2005 $3,109,070.28

A copy of the Authorised Cheque Listing is included as an Attachment to this item.
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Item 11.5.2 Continued

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
14 Accounts for payment listing

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

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

ROSSI MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that the Authorised Cheque Listing as
included in the Attachment to this item be confirmed and endorsed.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 0

***8.45 pm Cr Teasdale rejoined the meeting.
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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 19 August 2005.

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

Elected Members Bulletin 19 August 2005.
CARRIED 8 VOTESTO 0

12.2 REQUESTS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Note: Council is unable to approve an application for leave of absence which includes
the meeting date at which the application is determined.

The following requests for leave of absence have been received —
Cr Dornford — 6/09/05 to 9/09/05 inclusive.
Cr Whiteley — 22/09/05 to 26/09/05 inclusive.

ROSSI MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that the following leave of absence be
granted -

Cr Dornford— 07/09/05 to 9/09/05 inclusive.
Cr Whiteley — 22/09/05 to 26/09/05 inclusive.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0
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13. MATTERS FOR WHICH THE MEETING MAY BE CLOSED

The Mayor referred to the two Confidential ltems for consideration and requested the
meeting go behind closed doors.

WHITELEY MOVED, HITT SECONDED that in accordance with Section 5.23(2) of the
Local Government Act 1995, Council proceed behind closed doors (including the
presence of Council Officers).

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

***8.48pm The Members of the Public Gallery de parted the Chamber.
The Manager - Finance departed the Chamberand did not return.
***8.49pm The meeting resumed in the absence of the Public Gallery.

13.1 CONFIDENTIAL ITEM: BUSINESS PLAN— MAJOR LAND TRANSACTION,
Lot 6(1) GRAND PARADE, REDCLIFFE (TO BE CIRCULATED IN CHAM BER)

*Confidential Attachment 1 —Iltem 13.1 refers
*Confidential Attachment 2 —Iltem 13.1 refers

13.2 CONFIDENTIAL ITEM: DISTRICT COURT ACTION- REMOVAL OF TREES —
CHILD CARE CENTRE (To BE CIRCULATED IN CHAM BER)

:‘*Confidential Attachment 3 — Item 13.2 refers
*Confidential Attachment4—ltem- 132 refers

MARKS MOVED, HITT SECONDED that the public be invited to return to the
meeting and that the resolutions passed behind closed doors be read.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 0

***9,23pm The Members of the Public Gallery returned to the meeting.
The Manager — Governance read aloud the resolutions as follows -

' Confidential Council Attachment 4 incorrectly listed.
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13.1

CONFIDENTIAL ITEM: BUSINESS PLAN— MAJORLAND TRANSACTION,
LoT6(1) GRAND PARADE, REDCLIFFE (TO BE CIRCULATED IN CHAMBER)

TEASDALE MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that the Officer Recommendation be

adopted without amendment or modification as follows —

That Council;

1.

Acknowledge receipt of legal advice from McLeod’s solicitors dated 10 August
2005 in respect to matters raised at the Ordinary meeting of Council held on 5
July 2005.

Acknowledge receipt of the Major Land Transaction Business Plan for the
Disposal of Lot 6(1) Grand Parade, Redcliffe dated June 2005.

Having due regard to the contents and recommendations of the Business plan
resolve not to proceed with the consideration of the disposal of the said property
Lot 6(1) Grand Parade, RedCcliffe.

Advise Patson Enterprises Pty Ltd of its decision with respect to this property.

Acknowledge the lessees exercise of their option to renew the lease on the said
property and advise the lessee that agreement to this lease renewal by the
Council does not limit the Councils options in the event that there is any finding
that would otherwise have disentitled the lessee from exercising such an option to
extend the lease.

Following satisfactory conclusion of negotiations with Patson Enterprises Pty Ltd

for the extension of the lease of the property from 1 July 2005 to 30 June 2010;

a) Undertake all maintenance items identified as the responsibility of the City
of Belmont in the building condition assessment report as prepared by the
Tungsten Group dated 28 April 2005.

b)  Arrange for the connection to the deep sewer at the property in conjunction
with the lessee so as to minimise impact to their operation.

¢) Undertake negotiations with the lessee for the completion of maintenance
works identified as lessee responsibility in the building condition
assessment report as prepared by the Tungsten Group dated 28 April 2005.

Authorise the Manager — Business Development to undertake all matters as
arising with respect to this decision.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 1

For: Godfrey, Marks, Rossi, Hitt, Martin, Whiteley, Teasdale
Against: Bass
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Item 13 Continued

13.2 CONFIDENTIAL ITEM: DisTRICT COURT ACTION- REMOVAL OF TREES — CHILD
CARE CENTRE (TO BE CIRCULATED IN CHAMBER)

TEASDALE MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that Council reaffirm the resolution of
9 September 2002; that the matter of the replacement of the trees removed without
authorisation (with suitable trees of an acceplable size and structure) or appropriate
compensation thereof, continue to be pursued by the officers and Council’s solicitors.”

CARRIED 6 VOTES TO 2

For: Godfrey, Marks, Rossi, Martin, Whiteley, Teasdale
Against: Bass, Hitt

14. CLOSURE

There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor thanked all those in attendance
and closed the meeting at 9.26pm.
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