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Council Meeting 20 September 2021 - Agenda

Information for the Community
Welcome
Welcome to a City of Stonnington Council meeting.

The Council has adopted Governance Rules in accordance with the Local Government Act
2020 which determine the way in which the Council will make decisions.

About this meeting

The agenda lists all the items to be considered by the Council. Each report is written by a
Council Officer and outlines the purpose of the report, relevant information and a
recommendation for the Council. The Council will consider the report and either accept,
reject or make amendments to the recommendation. Council decisions are adopted if they
receive a majority vote from the Councillors present at the meeting.

Arrangements to ensure meetings are accessible to the public

Council meetings are generally held at the Malvern Banquet Hall, corner High Street and
Glenferrie Road (entry via Glenferrie Road via the door closest to the Malvern Police
Station). The Malvern Banquet Hall is accessible to all. Accessible toilets are also available.
If you require translation, interpreting services or a hearing loop, please contact the Council’s
Civic Support Officer on 03 8290 1331 to make appropriate arrangements before the
meeting.

To ensure that people in the Hall can follow proceedings, the meeting agenda,
recommendations and proposed alternate recommendations are displayed on screen.

Live webcasting

Council meetings are broadcast live via Council’s website, allowing those interested to view
proceedings without needing to attend the meeting. This gives people who are unable to
attend, the ability to view Council decisions and debate. A recording of the meeting is
available on the Council website after the meeting (usually within 48 hours). Live captioning
is occurring during the meeting. Only Councillors and Council Officers are visible. People in
the public gallery will not be filmed, but if you speak, you will be recorded.

Governance Matters

This Council Meeting is conducted in accordance with the Local Government Act 2020 and
the City of Stonnington Governance Rules 2020.

Recording of Council Meetings

In accordance with the Governance Rules 2020 clause 67 meetings of the Council will be
audio recorded and made available for public access, with the exception of matters identified
as confidential items in the agenda.

Disclosure of Conflict of Interest

In accordance with the Local Government Act 2020, a Councillor must declare any Conflict
of Interest pursuant to Section 130 of the Act in any items on the Agenda.

At the time indicated in the agenda, a Councillor with a conflict of interest in any item on the
agenda must indicate they have a conflict of interest by clearly stating”

e The item for which they have a conflict of interest;
o Whether their conflict of interest is general or material; and

e The circumstances that give rise to the conflict of interest.
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Immediately prior to the consideration of the item in which they have a conflict of interest, a
Councillor must indicate to the meeting the existence of the conflict of interest and leave the
meeting.

Behavior at meetings

Members of the public present at the meeting must remain silent during the proceedings
other than when specifically invited to address the meeting.

The Chair may remove a person from the meeting for interjecting or offensive gesture after
being asked to desist, and the Chair may cause the removal of any object or material that is
deemed by the Chair to be objectionable or disrespectful.

The Chair may call a break in the meeting for either a short time, or to resume another day if
the behavior at the Council table or in the gallery is significantly disrupting the Meeting.

Your cooperation would be appreciated.

Mayor, Deputy Mayor and Councillors, Stonnington City Council
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Attendees

Chair Cr Kate Hely (Mayor)

Councillors Cr Melina Sehr (Deputy Mayor)
Cr Nicki Batagol

Cr Marcia Griffin

Cr Jami Klisaris

Cr Matthew Koce

Cr Alexander Lew

Cr Polly Morgan

Cr Mike Scott

In attendance Jacqui Weatherill, Chief Executive Officer
Annaliese Battista, Director Planning & Place

Cath Harrod, Director Community & Wellbeing

Rick Kwasek, Director Environment & Infrastructure

Greg Curcio, Director Customer & Technology

Welcome and Acknowledgement of Country
The Chair will open the meeting and recite the following Acknowledgement of Country.

We acknowledge we are meeting on the Traditional Lands of the East Kulin Nations and pay
our respect to their Elders past, present and emerging.

We extend that respect to all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Peoples.
Affirmation Statement

We are reminded that as Councillors we are bound by our Oath of Office to undertake the
duties of Councillor in the best interests of the people of the City of Stonnington and to
faithfully and impartially carry out the functions, powers, authorities and discretions vested in
us under the Local Government Act and any other relevant Act.
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Council Meeting
Agenda

Monday 20 September 2021
Order of Business

Reading of the Reconciliation Statement..........cccccci i, 7
2 Reading of Statement of Commitment ...........cccceeriiiiiiii e ——— 7
B Y Yo o = 7
4 Introductions of Councillors & Executive Staff ...........cccoviiiniince e, 7
5 Confirmation of the Minutes of the previous meeting ...........ccccccmriiiiiiiccccrnnnnnncnee 7
5.1 Minutes of the Council Meeting held on 6 September 2021 ............cccooieiiiiiiiiiiiinen. 7
6 Disclosure of Conflicts of Interest..........cccoomiiiiiinccis . 38
7 Questions From the COmMmMUNItY ... s 38
8  BUSINESS ...t 38
8.1 Planning Application 0992/20 - 39-43 Newry Street, WindSor...........cccvviiviieeeeeneeen. 38
8.2 Planning Application 0277/21 - 627 Chapel Street, South Yarra.......cccccceevvveveeennenn. 77

8.3 Perth Street, Prahran - Permanent Implementation of One-Way Flow Consultation92

8.4 Devorgilla Avenue, Toorak - Traffic and Pedestrian Concerns............cccccvvvvvvvnnnnne. 121
8.5 Percy Treyvaud Multipurpose Sports and Recreation Facility - Project Update .....126
8.6 COVID Recovery Fund - Recommended Expenditure ............cccccuvvvvvvivniiiinninnnnnnn. 130
8.7 Community Grants Program 2021/22 .............uuuuiuuiiiiniiiieiieeineiineivnnennssnnennnnnnnnn 133
8.8 Advisory Committees - New Member Appointments ...........ccccccvvvvvvvivviiiiiiniininnnnnn. 152
8.9 Climate Emergency Action Plan .............ooooiiii e 155
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8.10 Yarra Integrated Water Management Plan ... 264
8.11 Roadside Dining Policy and HandbooK .............cc.eeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieceiiieecee e 290
8.12 State Government Planning Reforms - Council AdvOCacy ...........ccccevvvvvvvvvvvvvnnnnnnns 317
8.13 Instrument of Delegation from Council to Chief Executive Officer (S 5)................. 320
8.14 Toorak Park Cricket Nets Plaque ........ ... 327
L2 T O o ¢ =17 o YT 1o (=Y s Lo - 330
10 Tabling of Petitions and Joint Letters ...........cccccioiiiiiiiinneenneeneeeensneneesse e 330
11 Notices Of MOtioN........ccciiiiie i 330
12 Reports by COUNCIllOrS .......cccceiiiiiiiniinerrrr s 330
13 Reports by Delegates.........ccccceiriiiiiiiiiiiiiir e ————- 330
14 Questions to Council OffiCers........ccciviimmir e ———— 331
15 Urgent BUSINESS ....cccceeeeeciiiii s rceecsss s s s e s s s s s s e e s s s smmas s s s s s e s e e e e mm s s s s s e e e e e nnmmmnnns 331
16 General BUSINESS ........cccoiiieiiiiirr e 332
17 Confidential BUSINESS .......ccciimiiiiiiiiniciirr s 332
17.1 TOOraK OPEN SPACE.....cciii ittt e e e e e e s eeeaaeeeas 332
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1 Reading of the Reconciliation Statement

2 Reading of Statement of Commitment

3 Apologies

4 Introductions of Councillors & Executive Staff

5 Confirmation of the Minutes of the previous meeting

5.1 Minutes of the Council Meeting held on 6 September 2021
Officer Recommendation

That the Minutes of the Meeting of the Stonnington City Council held on 6 September
2021 be confirmed as an accurate record of the proceedings.
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City of
STONNINGTON

Minutes of the
Council Meeting

Held on Monday 6 September 2021 at 7 PM

Virtual Meeting via Zoom
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Council Meeting 6 September 2021 - Minutes

Council Meeting
Minutes
Monday 6 September 2021
Order of Business

1 Reading of the Reconciliation Statement............ccccovcciciriiiccin e 6
2 Reading of Statement of Commitment ...........cccoooiiiicii 6
3 APOIOGIES ...vveeiiuiiiisir it ——— 6
4 Introductions of Councillors & Executive Staff...........ccccovviminiciininnirnenis 6
5 Confirmation of the Minutes of the previous meeting ..........ccccvviciiiniiinnccnncee 6

5.1 Minutes of the Council Meeting held on 16 August 2021 ..........cccooeiiiiiiieiiieeceeee, 6
6 Disclosure of Conflicts of Interest..........ccccviiiiiiinini 6
7 Questions From the COMMUNItY ..o s 7
LS = 10 =3 15 = N 7

8.1 Planning Application 0272/20 - 1631-1637 Malvern Road, Glen Iris ............cccceevueee. 7

8.2 Planning Application 0517/20 - 4 Pine Grove, Malvern ..........ccccccevvciveeeeciiee e 13

8.3 Perth Street, Prahran - Permanent Implementation of One-Way Flow Consultation15

8.4 Climate Emergency Advisory COMmMIttEE ..........eeeviiiiiiiiiiiiiie e 16
8.5 Festivals and Events Calendar 2021/22 - Christmas Events ...........ccccocoeeieeiieeens 17
8.6 Health and Wellbeing Plan 2021 - 2025 ........c.ooiiiiiiiiee e 17
8.7 Road Management Plan Review 2021 ..........cccooiiiiiiiiiiiie e 18
8.8 Citipower Recoverable Work Contract- Claremont Street, South Yarra................... 18
3 of 30
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Council Meeting 6 September 2021 - Minutes

8.9 Contract T21071 - Orrong Park Multi-use Courts, Flood-lighting, Drainage and

=Y o7 Vo S 19

8.10 Instrument of Delegation from the Council to Chief Executive Officer (S 5)............. 19
8.11 Instrument of Delegation from the Council to Organisational Roles (S 6) ................ 20
8.12 Instrument of Sub-Delegation from the Council to Organisational Roles (s 18) ....... 20

L2 T 0o (=X~ oo 4 Lo 1= o - N 21
10 Tabling of Petitions and Joint Letters .........cccooooiiiiiicinicccrr s 21
11 Notices of MOtION.........coiiiiiir s 21
12 Reports by COUNCIIIONS ... e 24
13 Reports by Delegates........ccccocrriiiiniiminimie s 24
14 Questions to Council OffiCers ..o ———— 25
15 Urgent BUSINESS ........ceviiieiiiiiinn i s s 26
16 General BUSINESS .......oooiiiiiiirr e e 26
17 Confidential BUSINESS ........ccccciiiiiminiir i e e 26
17.1 Prahran Market BOard ...........couioiiiiiiie e 26
17.2 Chief Executive Officer Performance & Remuneration Review............cccccoviiiene 26
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Council Meeting 6 September 2021 - Minutes

Councillors Present:
Cr Kate Hely, Mayor (Chair)
Cr Melina Sehr Deputy Mayor
Cr Jami Klisaris
Cr Alexander Lew
Cr Polly Morgan
Cr Marcia Griffin
Cr Matthew Koce
Cr Mike Scott
Cr Nicki Batagol

Council Officers Present:

Jacqui Weatherill Chief Executive Officer
Annaliese Battista Director Planning & Place

Cath Harrod Director Community & Wellbeing
Rick Kwasek Director Environment & Infrastructure
Greg Curcio Director Customer & Technology
Tracey Limpens Chief of Staff

Jacqui Campbell Chief People Officer

Tony Mcilroy Senior Governance Advisor
Alexandra Kastaniotis = Manager Statutory Planning
Julia Gallace Chief of Finance

Judy Hogan Civic Support Officer
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Council Meeting 6 September 2021 - Minutes

The meeting commences at 7:05pm.

1 Reading of the Reconciliation Statement

The Mayor, Cr Hely read the following reconciliation statement:

We acknowledge we are meeting on the Traditional Lands of the Kulin Nations and pay our
respects to their Elders past, present and emerging. We extend that respect to all Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander peoples.

2 Reading of Statement of Commitment

The Mayor, Cr Hely read the following Statement of Commitment:

We are reminded that as Councillors we are bound by our Oath of Office to undertake the
duties of Councillor in the best interests of the people of the City of Stonnington and to
faithfully and impartially carry out the functions, powers, authorities and discretions vested in
us under the Local Government Act and any other relevant Act.

3 Apologies

Cr Batagol gave notice that she may be an apology for the 20 September 2021 meeting.

PROCEDURAL MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Jami Klisaris SECONDED: Cr Nicki Batagol

That the apology received from Cr Batagol for non-attendance at the Council Meeting of 20
September2021 be accepted and leave of absence granted.

Carried

4 Introductions of Councillors & Executive Staff

The Chair introduced the Councillors and the Chief Executive Officer introduced the Council
Officers present.

5 Confirmation of the Minutes of the previous meeting

5.1 Minutes of the Council Meeting held on 16 August 2021

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Nicki Batagol SECONDED: Cr Matthew Koce

That the Minutes of the Meeting of the Stonnington City Council held on 16 August
2021 be confirmed as an accurate record of the proceedings.
Carried
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Council Meeting 6 September 2021 - Minutes

6 Disclosure of Conflicts of Interest

Cr Sehr declared a conflict of interest in item 8.3 Perth Street, Prahran Permanent One Way
Flow as she resides in close proximity.

7 Questions From the Community

There were no questions from members of the community.

8 Business

8.1 Planning Application 0272/20 - 1631-1637 Malvern
Road, Glen Iris

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Jami Klisaris SECONDED: Cr Polly Morgan

That the Council AUTHORISE Officers to issue a Notice of Decision to Grant a
Planning Permit No: 272/20 for the land located at 1631-1637 Malvern Road, Glen Iris
under the Stonnington Planning Scheme for construction of a multi-dwelling
development in a General Residential Zone and alteration of access to a road in a
Road Zone Category 1 subject to the following conditions:

1.  Before the commencement of the development, one (1) electronic copy of
plans drawn to scale and fully dimensioned must be submitted to and approved
by the Responsible Authority. The plans must be generally in accordance with
the amended plans TP100-TP106, TP200-TP202, TP251-TP253, TP300, TP400-407,
TP500 and TP600-TP604 Council date stamped 12 July 2021 but modified to
show:

a) A notation on the plans confirming all windows to habitable spaces are to
be double glazed.

b) The revised reflectance values as required by Condition 3.d) to be
included on the materials schedule.

c) The Visual Light Transmittance value for the privacy screens to the private
open space areas of Apartments UG5 and UG12 as required by Condition
3.e) to be included on the materials schedule.

d) All north facing balconies at Level 2 with potential for overlooking within 9
metres of neighbouring secluded private open space of the properties at
No’s 4, 6, 8, 10 and 12 King Street must be either screened or it be
demonstrated through a section diagram to be in accordance with
Standard B22 at Clause 55.04-6. Direct lines of view to the neighbouring
secluded private open space must be measured to 1.7 metres above
natural ground level.
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Council Meeting 6 September 2021 - Minutes

e) A section detail of the proposed aluminum slat screens (MT2) including
details of its width, height and angle of the slats as well as the gap between
the slats to ensure compliance with Standard B22 at Clause 55.04-6

f) The Finishes Legend to include an annotation that the obscure glazing
(GL2) and screens (MT2) are not openable (fixed) below 1.7 metres above
the finished floor level.

g) The Level 2 north and east facing living room windows and all north and
west windows (not protected by a balcony over) to have a combination of
fixed external shading and operable external vertical shading devices,
which could be in the form of operable louvres, sliding shutters or external
blinds. The external shading devices are to be clearly shown and noted on
the plans and elevations.

h) The east elevation to clearly dimension the height of the proposed
boundary fencing above natural ground level.

i) Plans to confirm that the head height available in the lower ground level
can cater for the private waste truck proposed for the site.

J) Plans to confirm the minimum gradient of the lower ground floor to be 1 in
200 (0.5%).

k) A tree protection deed as required by Condition 12.

1) Any changes as required by Condition 3 (SMP), Condition 5 (WMP),
Condition 11 (TMP) and Condition 24 (Stormwater Detention).

All to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

2. The layout of the site and the size, levels, design and location of buildings and
works shown on the endorsed plans must not be modified for any reason,
without the prior written consent of the Responsible Authority.

3. Concurrent with the endorsement of any plans pursuant to Condition 1 a
Sustainable Management Plan (SMP), generally in accordance with the
plan prepared by NJM Design dated 5 December 2020, must be submitted to and
approved by the Responsible Authority. Upon approval the SMP will be
endorsed as part of the planning permit and the development must incorporate
the sustainable design initiatives outlined in the SMP to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority. Amendments to the SMP must be incorporated into plan
changes required under Condition 1. The report must be modified as follows:

a) Changes to accord with Condition 1.

b) Provide further information on the 6 Star WELS rating kitchen and
bathroom taps to be provided.

c) The average NatHERS star rating to be consistent within the BESS report
and within the SMP, while still achieving a pass score for the Energy
Category within BESS.

d) The reflectance values of the internal walls and ceilings of the living areas
of Apartments UG0S, UG12, UG13, UG15 and 105 to be increased to 80%
for the walls and 90% for the ceilings to improve the daylight access to
these spaces.
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e) The proposed privacy screens to the private open space areas of
Apartments UG5 and UG12 with opaque glazing with a Visual Light
Transmittance > 60%.

All to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

All works must be undertaken in accordance with the endorsed Sustainability
Management Plan to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. No
alterations to the Sustainable Management Plan may occur without written
consent of the Responsible Authority.

4.  Prior to the commencement of the use of the building approved under this
permit, a report from the author of the Sustainability Management Plan,
approved pursuant to this permit, or similarly qualified person or company,
must be submitted to the Responsible Authority. The report must be to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority and must confirm that all measures
specified in the Sustainability Management Plan have been implemented in
accordance with the approved plan.

5.  Concurrent with the endorsement of any plans pursuant to Condition 1, a Water
Sensitive Urban Design (WSUD) report must be submitted to and approved by
the Responsible Authority. Upon approval the WSUD report will be endorsed
as part of the planning permit and the development must incorporate the Water
Sensitive Urban Design initiatives outlined in the WSUD report to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. The report must be generally in
accordance with the Stormwater Management (WSUD) Report prepared by NJM
Design dated 5 December 2020 but modified as follows:

a) Changes to accord with Condition 1.
b) Updated to reflect the requirements of Condition 24.

c) The number of bedrooms within the STORM assessment to be amended to
reflect the number of bedrooms within the development.

6. The project must incorporate the Water Sensitive Urban Design initiatives
detailed in the endorsed site plan and/or stormwater management report.

7.  Concurrent with the endorsement of plans, a Waste Management Plan must be
submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. The Waste
Management Plan must be generally in accordance with the Waste Management
Plan prepared by NJM Design dated 21 October 2020, but modified to show:

a) The floor layout as shown on the plans submitted under Condition 1.

When approved, the plan will be endorsed and will then form part of the permit.
Waste collection from the development must be in accordance with the
endorsed WMP, to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

8.  The collection of wastes and recyclables from the premises (other than normal
Stonnington City Council collection) must be in accordance with Council’s
General Local Laws.

9. Concurrent with the endorsement of any plans pursuant to Condition 1 a
landscape plan, to be prepared by a landscape architect or suitably qualified or
experienced landscape designer, must be submitted to and approved by the
Responsible Authority. When approved, the landscape plan will be endorsed and
will then form part of the permit. The landscape plan must be drawn to scale with
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dimensions. The landscape plan must be generally in accordance with the plan
prepared by John Patrick Landscape Architects Council date stamped 10
December 2020, but modified to show:

b) Changes to the landscaping to accord with the plans endorsed under
condition 1.

10. Before the occupation of the development, the landscaping works as shown on
the endorsed plans must be carried out and completed to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority. Landscaping must then be maintained to the satisfaction
of the Responsible Authority, including that any dead, diseased or damaged
plants are to be replaced.

11. Concurrent with the endorsement of development plans a Tree Management
Plan prepared by a suitably qualified arborist must be submitted to and
approved by the Responsible Authority. When approved, the Tree Management
Plan will form part of this permit and all works must be done in accordance with
the Tree Management Plan.

The Tree Management Plan must detail measures to protect and ensure the
viability of the Himalayan Cedar tree located within the within the front setback
of the site (south-east corner).

Without limiting the generality of the Tree Management Plan it must have at least
three sections as follows:

a) Pre-construction — details to include a tree protection zone, height barrier
around the tree protection zone, amount and type of mulch to be placed
above the tree protection zone and method of cutting any roots or
branches which extend beyond the tree protection zone.

b) During-construction — details to include watering regime during
construction and method of protection of exposed roots.

c) Post-construction — details to include watering regime and time of final
inspection when barrier can be removed and protection works and regime
can cease.

Pre-construction works and any root cutting must be inspected and approved by
the Parks Unit. Removal of protection works and cessation of the Tree
Management Plan must be authorised by the Parks Unit.

12. Prior to the endorsement of plans and prior to any development commencing on
the site (including demolition and excavation whether or not a planning permit is
required), the owner/developer must enter into a Deed with the Responsible
Authority and provide it with a bank guarantee of $36,892.80 + GST as security
against a failure to protect the health of the Himalayan Cedar tree to be retained
on site. The applicant must meet all costs associated with drafting and
execution of the Deed, including those incurred by the responsible authority.
Once a period of 12 months has lapsed following the completion of all works at
the site the Responsible Authority may discharge the bank guarantee upon the
written request of the obligor. At that time, the Responsible Authority will
inspect the tree(s) and, provided they have not been detrimentally affected, the
bank guarantee will be discharged.

13. Concurrent with the endorsement of plans or prior to the commencement of
any works at the site (including demolition and excavation whether or not a
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planning permit is required), whichever occurs sooner, a letter of engagement
must be provided to the Responsible Authority from the project arborist
selected to oversee all relevant tree protection works. The project arborist must
be an appropriately experienced and qualified professional (minimum Cert IV
or equivalent in experience).

14. The project arborist must maintain a log book detailing all site visits. The
log book must be made available to the Responsible Authority within 24 hours
of any request.

15. Prior to the commencement of any works at the site (including demolition
and excavation whether or not a planning permit is required), the project
arborist must advise the Responsible Authority in writing that the Tree
Protection Fences have been installed to their satisfaction.

16. No works or storage of materials associated with the development are to occur
within the Council Reserve, Peace Park.

17. The permit holder / developer must advise Council in writing that a Certificate of
Occupancy has been issued in respect to the development and that the 12
month establishment period has commenced.

18. Written confirmation by a Licensed Land Surveyor must be provided to the
Responsible Authority verifying that the development does not exceed 11.5
metres in height above natural ground level. This must be provided at frame
stage inspection and at final inspection.

19. Prior to a building permit being issued, a report for the legal point of discharge
must be obtained from Council and a drainage design for the development must
be prepared by a suitably qualified Engineer in accordance with all
‘recommendations’ and requirements contained in that report.

20. All drainage through to the legal point of discharge, must be by means of a
gravity based system and not pumped, with the exception of runoff from any
basement ramp and agricultural drains which may be pumped. The relevant
building surveyor must check and approve the drainage design and ensure that
protection of the building is provided from a 1 in 100 A.R.I. rainfall event as
required by the Building Regulations.

21. Prior to an ‘Occupancy Permit’ being issued, a suitably qualified Engineer must
carry out a detailed inspection of the completed stormwater drainage system
and associated works including all water storage tanks and detention (if
applicable) to ensure that all works have been constructed in accordance with
the approved design and the relevant planning permit conditions. Certification of
the completed drainage from the Engineer must be provided to Council prior to a
‘Statement of Compliance’ being issued for the subdivision.

22. The existing right-of-way levels must not be lowered or altered in any way.

23. Prior to occupation of the building or commencement of use, any existing
vehicular crossing made redundant by the building and works hereby permitted
must be broken out and re-instated as standard footpath and kerb and channel
at the permit holders cost to the approval and satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority.

24. The applicant must at their cost provide a stormwater detention system to
restrict runoff from the development to no greater than the existing runoff based
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on a 1in 10 A.R.I. to the satisfaction of Council’s Infrastructure Unit.
Alternatively, in lieu of the stand-alone detention system, the owner may provide
stormwater tanks that are in total 5,000 litres greater than those tanks required
to satisfy WSUD requirements for the development. Those tanks must be
connected to all toilets.

25. Prior to the occupation of the building, fixed privacy screens (not adhesive film)
designed to limit overlooking as required by Standard B22 of Clause 55.04-6 in
accordance with the endorsed plans must be installed to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority and maintained to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority thereafter for the life of the building.

26. Prior to the occupation of the building, the walls on the boundary of the
adjoining properties must be cleaned and finished to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority.

27. Any poles, service pits or other structures/features on the footpath required to
be relocated to facilitate the development must be done so at the cost of the
applicant and subject to the relevant authority’s consent.

28. All utility services to the subject land and buildings approved as part of this
permit must be provided underground to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority by completion of the development.

29. All plant and equipment (including air-conditioning units) shall be located or
screened so as to minimise visibility from any of the surrounding footpaths and
from overhead views and shall be baffled so as to minimise the emission of
unreasonable noise to the environment in accordance with Section 48A of the
Environment Protection Act 1970 to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority. Ventilation systems must be designed and installed in accordance
with the relevant Australian Standards.

Department of Transport Condition

30. Prior to the occupation of the development, the disused/redundant vehicle
crossing on Malvern Road must be removed, and the area reinstated to kerb and
channel, to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority and at no cost to the
Head, Transport for Victoria.

End Department of Transport Condition
31. This permit will expire if one of the following circumstances applies:
a) The development is not started within two years of the date of this permit.

b) The development is not completed within four years of the date of this
permit.

In accordance with Section 69 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987, a
request may be submitted to the Responsible Authority within the prescribed
timeframes for an extension of the periods referred to in this condition.

NOTES:
Department of Transport Note

A. No work must be commenced in, on, under or over the road reserve without
having first obtaining all necessary approval under the Road Management Act
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2004, the Road Safety Act 2017, and any other relevant acts or regulations
created under those Acts.

End Department of Transport Note

B. This permit does not constitute any authority to carry out any building works or
occupy the building or part of the building unless all relevant building permits
are obtained.

C. Council has adopted a zero-tolerance approach in respect to the failure to
implement the vegetation related requirements of Planning Permits and
endorsed documentation. Any failure to fully adhere to these requirements will
be cause for prosecution. This is the first and only warning which will be
issued.

D. Nothing in the permit hereby issued may be construed to allow the removal of,
damage to or pruning of any street tree without the further written consent of the
Stonnington City Council. Contact the Council Arborists on 8290 1333 for further
information.

E. The crossover must be constructed to Council’s Standard Vehicle Crossover
Guidelines unless otherwise approved by the Responsible Authority. Separate
consent for crossovers is required from Council’s Building and Local Law Unit.

F. The owners and occupiers of the dwelling/s hereby approved are not eligible to
receive “Resident Parking Permits”.

G. Atthe permitissue date, Section 69 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987
stated that the Responsible Authority may extend the periods referred to if a
request is made in writing within the following timeframes:

i. Before or within 6 months after the permit expiry date, where the
development allowed by the permit has not yet started; and

ii. Within 12 months after the permit expiry date, where the development
allowed by the permit has lawfully started before the permit expires.

A division was called.

Voting For: Cr Jami Klisaris, Cr Kate Hely, Cr Matthew Koce, Cr Melina Sehr, Cr Mike Scott
and Cr Polly Morgan

Voting Against: Cr Alexander Lew, Cr Marcia Griffin and Cr Nicki Batagol

Carried
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8.2 Planning Application 0517/20 - 4 Pine Grove,
Malvern

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Nicki Batagol SECONDED: Cr Melina Sehr

That the Council AUTHORISE Officers to issue a Notice of Decision to Grant a
Planning Permit No: 517/20 for the land located at 4 Pine Grove, Malvern VIC 3144
under the Stonnington Planning Scheme for extension to a dwelling on a lot under
300sqm in a Neighbourhood Residential Zone subject to the following conditions:

1.  Before the commencement of the development, one (1) copy of plans drawn to
scale and fully dimensioned, must be submitted to and approved by the
Responsible Authority. When approved, the plans will be endorsed and form
part of this permit. The plans must be generally in accordance with the plans
prepared by Nettle Architects and Council date stamped 28 June 2021 but
modified to show:

a) Screening provision to the south-facing study window, to limit
unreasonable overlooking to the adjoining properties at 2 Pine Grove and 6
Pine Grove in accordance with Standard A15 at Clause 54.04-6 of the
Stonnington Planning Scheme. Alternatively, an overlooking diagram
including cross-section can be provided to demonstrate full compliance
with Standard A15 at Clause 54.04-6 of the Stonnington Planning Scheme.

b) The screening provision to the west-facing master bedroom window to
have no more than 25 per cent transparency to any part of the window
below 1.7 metres above finished floor level, to limit unreasonable
overlooking into the adjoining property at 2 Pine Gove in accordance with
Standard A15 at Clause 54.04-6 of the Stonnington Planning Scheme.

c) An updated Water Sensitive Urban Design Response in accordance with
Condition 3.

2. The layout of the site and the size, levels, design and location of buildings and
works shown on the endorsed plans must not be modified for any reason,
without the prior written consent of the Responsible Authority.

3. Concurrent with endorsement of plans, the applicant must provide a Water
Sensitive Urban Design Response addressing the Application Requirements of
the Water Sensitive Urban Design Policy to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority. All proposed treatments included within the Water Sensitive Urban
Design Response must also be indicated on the plans.

4. The project must incorporate the Water Sensitive Urban Design initiatives
detailed in the endorsed site plan and/or stormwater management report.

5.  Prior to the occupation of the building, the walls on the boundary of the
adjoining properties must be cleaned and finished to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority.

6.  Prior to the occupation of the building, fixed privacy screens (not adhesive film)
designed to limit overlooking as required by Standard A15 of Clause 54.04-6 in
accordance with the endorsed plans must be installed to the satisfaction of the
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Responsible Authority and maintained to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority thereafter for the life of the building.

7.  This permit will expire if one of the following circumstances applies:
a) The development is not started within two years of the date of this permit.

b) The development is not completed within four years of the date of this
permit.

NOTES

A. This permit does not constitute any authority to carry out any building works or
occupy the building or part of the building unless all relevant building permits
are obtained.

B. Nothing in the permit hereby issued may be construed to allow the removal of,
damage to or pruning of any street tree without the further written consent of the
Stonnington City Council. Contact the Council Arborists on 8290 1333 for
further information.

C. Nothing in this permit hereby issued shall be construed to allow the removal of,
damage to or pruning of a significant tree (including the roots) without the
further written approval of Council.

“Significant Tree” means a tree or palm:

a) with a trunk circumference of 140 cm or greater measured at 1.4 m above
its base;

b) with a total circumference of all its trunks of 140 cm or greater measured
at 1.4 m above its base;

c) with a trunk circumference of 180 cm or greater measured at its base; or

d) with a total circumference of all its trunks of 180 cm or greater measured
at its base.

Please contact the Council Arborists on 8290 1333 to ascertain if permission is
required for tree removal or pruning or for further information and protection of
trees during construction works.

D. Atthe permit issue date, Section 69 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987
stated that the Responsible Authority may extend the periods referred to if a
request is made in writing within the following timeframes:

i. Before or within 6 months after the permit expiry date, where the
development allowed by the permit has not yet started; and

ii. Within 12 months after the permit expiry date, where the development
allowed by the permit has lawfully started before the permit expires.

Carried
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8.3 Perth Street, Prahran - Permanent Implementation
of One-Way Flow Consultation

Cr Sehr declared a conflict of interest in item 8.3 Perth Street, Prahran Permanent One
Way Flow as she resides in close proximity.

(7:58pm) Cr Sehr left the meeting.

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Nicki Batagol SECONDED: Cr Mike Scott

That the Council:

1. APPROVE the permanent implementation of one-way flow arrangement in the
southbound direction in Perth Street, Prahran between Commercial Road and
Greville Street.

2. APPROVE the permanent implementation of one-way flow arrangement in the
northbound direction in Perth Street, Prahran between High Street and Greville
Street.

3. APPROVE the undertaking of civil works at the Commercial Road, High Street
and Greville Street intersections and notify affected properties.

4. Review traffic speeds and volumes in all local streets previously surveyed
following the completion of the works in Recommendation 3.

5. AUTHORISE Officers to notify those who made a submission as part of the
consultation process of this decision

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Matthew Koce SECONDED: Cr Marcia Griffin

That the consideration of Perth Street Prahran - Permanent Implementation of One -
Way Flow Consultation be deferred for one meeting cycle.
Carried

(7:46pm) Cr Sehr returned to the meeting.
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8.4 Climate Emergency Advisory Committee

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Mike Scott SECONDED: Cr Polly Morgan
That the Council:

1. APPROVE the establishment of a Climate Emergency Advisory Committee with
the attached Terms of Reference;

2. NOTE that a subsequent report will come to the
Council seeking endorsement of Climate Emergency Advisory Committee
members for its first term;

3. NOTE that the Draft Climate Emergency Action Plan will be brought back to the
Council for consideration in September 2021.

A division was called.
Voting For: Cr Jami Klisaris, Cr Kate Hely, Cr Matthew Koce, Cr Melina Sehr, Cr Mike Scott,

Cr Nicki Batagol and Cr Polly Morgan
Voting Against: Cr Alexander Lew and Cr Marcia Griffin

Carried

8.5 Festivals and Events Calendar 2021/22 - Christmas
Events

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Melina Sehr SECONDED: Cr Jami Klisaris

That the Council:

1. APPROVE the delivery of Options 1 and 2 (Christmas Immersive Light and
Sound Display Installation in Prahran Square, as part of a 12 Days of Christmas
Activation Campaign); and
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2. APPROVE the additional funding of $94,000.

Carried

8.6 Health and Wellbeing Plan 2021 - 2025

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Melina Sehr SECONDED: Cr Mike Scott

That the Council ENDORSE the draft Health and Wellbeing Plan for the purposes of
community consultation to be undertaken from 7 - 28 September 2021.

Carried

8.7 Road Management Plan Review 2021

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Matthew Koce SECONDED: Cr Melina Sehr
That the Council:

1. NOTE the results of the statutory review process for the Road Management
Plan;

2. APPROVE the proposed Road Management Plan 2021 ; and
3. APPROVE the public display of the proposed Road Management Plan 2021 on
the Council’s website and through its communications channels.

Carried
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8.8 Citipower Recoverable Work Contract- Claremont
Street, South Yarra

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Melina Sehr SECONDED: Cr Marcia Griffin

That the Council:

1. ACCEPT Recoverable Works Contract (RWC) - Electrical Asset Relocation,
Claremont Street, South Yarra (Stage 2 Civil Works) from CitiPower Pty Ltd
(ABN 76 064 651 056) at a cost of $1,175,694.00 ($1,293,263 inclusive of GST).

2. NOTE that the customer contribution of $1,175,694.00 has been determined in
accordance with the Australian Energy Regulator (AER) guidelines.

3. AUTHORISE the Chief Executive Officer to execute the contract agreements
with the above distributor.

4. NOTE that expenditure under this contract is in accordance with Council's
Budget for Financial Year 2021/22.

Carried

8.9 Contract T21071 - Orrong Park Multi-use Courts,
Flood-lighting, Drainage and Fencing

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Jami Klisaris SECONDED: Cr Nicki Batagol

That the Council:

1. AWARD Contract No. T21071 — Orrong Park Multi-use Courts, Floodlighting,
Drainage and Fencing, to Fieldform (Eltham Excavation Pty Ltd), [ABN 27 006
981 282] for $1,059,710.10 inc. GST ($963,372.84 ex GST).

2. AUTHORISE the Chief Executive Officer to execute the contract agreements
with the above contractor.

3. NOTE that expenditure under the contract is in accordance with the
Council’s Budget for Financial Year (2021/22) and provisions will be made
accordingly for the associated future budget periods for this contract.

4. NOTE that an independent financial viability assessment is
conducted for each preferred supplier via Corporate Scorecard. The Corporate
Scorecard for Fieldform is pending at the time of the report. Contract
execution will be dependent on a successful viability rating via Corporate
Scorecard.

Carried
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8.10 Instrument of Delegation from the Council to the
Chief Executive Officer (S 5)

MOTION:

MOVED: Cr Alexander Lew SECONDED: Cr Nicki Batagol

That the Council defer consideration of Instrument of Delegation from the Council to
the Chief Executive Officer for one Council meeting cycle.

Carried

8.11 Instrument of Delegation from the Council to
Organisation Roles (S 6)

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Nicki Batagol

That the Council ADOPT and SEAL the S6: Instrument of Delegation from the Council
to various positions in the organization structure.

SECONDED: Cr Alexander Lew

Carried

8.12 Instrument of Sub-Delegation from the Council to
Organisation Roles (s 18)
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MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Nicki Batagol SECONDED: Cr Melina Sehr

That the Council

1. APPROVE the power conferred by section 437(2) of the Environment Protection Act
2017 and the Instrument of Delegation of the Environment Protection
Act 2017 under the Act dated 4 June 2021:

a. there be delegated to the members of Council staff holding, acting in or
performing the duties of the offices or positions referred to in the attached
Instrument of Sub-delegation to members of Council staff, the powers, duties
and functions set out in that instrument, subject to the conditions and limitations
specified in that Instrument;

b. the instrument comes into force immediately the Common Seal of the Council is
affixed to the instrument;

c. the duties and functions set out in the instrument must be performed, and the
powers set out in the instrument must be executed, in accordance with any
guidelines or policies of the Council that it may from time to time adopt.

Carried

9 Correspondence

Cr Griffin tabled the following themes of correspondence:

¢ email from a resident regarding the Council rate increase.

10 Tabling of Petitions and Joint Letters

Cr Morgan tabled a petition from 21 residents requesting the Council:

¢ endorse the International Campaign against Nuclear Weapons (ICAN) Cities Appeal
urging the Australian Government to sign and ratify the United Nations Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons.

e Communicate its endorsement to the Prime Minister, Foreign and Defense Ministers,
the Leader of the Opposition, shadow foreign and defence ministers and leaders of
all political parties represented in the Australian Parliament.

e Take steps to ensure that the Council funds are not invested in companies that
produce nuclear weapons.

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Polly Morgan SECONDED: Cr Melina Sehr

That the petition be received and noted for report.
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Carried

11 Notices of Motion
Notice of Motion No 3/2021

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Polly Morgan SECONDED: Cr Mike Scott

That the Council

1. Note that the current lockdown, which has been in place for more than 4 weeks, is
based on expert health advice, and is in place to protect our community due to the
critical public health risk posed by the Delta variant of COVID19.

2. Note that lockdowns play an important role in containing COVID19 through
reduction of transmission, and has been the main mechanism available to manage the
spread of COVID19 while vaccine supplies have been constrained in Victoria.

3. Note the serious consequences of easing current lockdown restrictions too soon
on the health system and the impact of the pandemic on health workers, such as
nurses and doctors, as found in several scientific studies, including

the "Psychological well-being of Australian hospital clinical staff during the COVID-19
pandemic”, published by the CSIRO and in the Australian Health Review, 2021, Issue

45.
4. Note that:
e 35% of Stonnington residents are aged 18-34 years, and our median age is 35
years.

e 44.2% of Stonnington residents rent.

e Stonnington is home to 18,512 businesses creating 70,456 local jobs, and the
retail trade (20.4% per cent) and health care and social assistance (17.0%)
industries are Stonnington's largest employers.

Our community has been disproportionately impacted by lockdowns, with the Taylor
Fry COVID-19 Financial Impact Index listing suburbs within Stonnington as having
experienced a high to extreme economic impact from the pandemic during 2020, and
significant sections of our community are continuing to experience severe economic
impact from the pandemic.

Thus, our community has a high proportion of local business owners and residents,
who through no fault of their own, have been unable to operate their businesses, or
have been stood down from work without pay, and have been unable to pay rent,
mortgages or other bills.

5. Note that support for people during lockdown last year, in the form of a state
moratorium on evictions, and income support through JobKeeper and JobSeeker,
played an important role in helping people stay home and contain the virus.

6. Note that the National Cabinet has endorsed a National plan to transition
Australia's National COVID-19 response, which is a phased roadmap for re-opening
Australia, and includes thresholds based on vaccination levels for when different
kinds of restrictions can be eased, and effectively acts as a high-level timetable for
when different types of businesses and services can re-open.
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7. Request the Mayor to urgently write to the Premier (or any relevant Ministers)
asking:

a) The State Government to reinstate the moratorium on evictions, rent relief for
eligible tenants, and suspension of rental increases, as was in place last year.

b) The State Government, as a temporary measure (as suggested by some
Stonnington business and precinct associations), open up businesses, including
retail and hospitality businesses as soon as possible, according to the public health
advice, with any needed additional safety measures including the following:

o All people eligible for vaccinations working at the business have been fully
vaccinated,

o All customers must also be fully vaccinated (or ineligible for vaccinations, or
be unvaccinated on medical grounds), and must present a valid vaccination
certificate when checking in upon arrival at the business.

¢ Provide additional support for small businesses who can't reopen due to the
current public health advice, to help them pivot to other service delivery
methods where possible.

c) The state government release a timetable linked to vaccination thresholds detailing
a roadmap towards the lifting of all current COVID-19 restrictions.

8. Request the Mayor to urgently write to the Federal Treasurer asking for the
Commonwealth Government to reinstate income support payments to assist workers
and job seekers impacted by the most recent lockdowns, to at least the same levels
that were in place last year.

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Alexander Lew SECONDED: Cr Nicki Batagol

That Cr Morgan be granted an extension of one minute to speak.

Carried
MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Marcia Griffin SECONDED: Cr Nicki Batagol
That Cr Lew be granted an extension of one minute to speak.

Carried
MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Marcia Griffin SECONDED: Cr Polly Morgan
That Cr Scott be granted an extension of one minute to speak.

Carried
The Chair indicated that the motion would be put to the vote in parts.
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Part 1-6 of the motion were put to the vote

A division was called.

Voting For: Cr Alexander Lew, Cr Jami Klisaris, Cr Kate Hely, Cr Marcia Griffin, Cr Matthew
Koce, Cr Melina Sehr, Cr Mike Scott, Cr Nicki Batagol and Cr Polly Morgan

Voting Against: No votes were recorded

Carried
Parts 7A and 8 of the motion were put to the vote.

A division was called.

Voting For: Cr Jami Klisaris, Cr Kate Hely, Cr Melina Sehr, Cr Mike Scott, Cr Nicki Batagol
and Cr Polly Morgan

Voting Against: Cr Alexander Lew, Cr Matthew Koce and Cr Marcia Griffin

Carried

Parts 7B and 7C of the motion were put to the vote.
A division was called.
Voting For: Cr Alexander Lew, Cr Matthew Koce, Cr Marcia Griffin, Cr Jami Klisaris, Cr Kate
Hely, Cr Melina Sehr, Cr Mike Scott, Cr Nicki Batagol and Cr Polly Morgan
Voting Against: No votes were recorded
Carried

(9:30pm) The meeting was adjourned for five minutes.

(9:35pm) The meeting resumed.

12 Reports by Councillors

The Chair indicated she had attended the following events and meetings.

1. Stonnington Community Recovery Committee
2. Consultative Meeting — 627 Chapel Street, South Yarra (277/21)
3. Golden Radio Tour — short tour and a light luncheon and discussion
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. Planning Reforms — Local Government Meeting

. Virtual North Ward Meeting — Meet your Councillors session

. Meeting with Katie Allen and CoS CEO

. Stonnington / DET — Swinburne Prahran

. Minister Leane, Cr O'Connor, and Cr Stapleton virtual meeting
. eSafety Commissioner’s Office — LG Workplace Safety

10. Planning Reform — Mayors Meeting

11. M9 Mayors and CEO Workshop

12. Meeting with Sam Hibbins MP

13. Department of Justice — Decriminisation of sex work

14. Audit & Risk Committee

15. Environmental Champions Workshop

16. Economic Place and Development bi-monthly meeting

17. Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning — Future Planning
Framework

©oo~NO O~

13 Reports by Delegates

Cr Morgan indicated she had attended as the Council's delegate a meeting of the
Metropolitan Local Government Waste Forum held on 12 August 2021.

14 Questions to Council Officers
Cr Griffin asked the following question of the Director Environment & Infrastructure.

The twice yearly hard waste collection is something of a tradition in Stonnington and | note
the community consultation referred to on the September notice collection, delivered last
week -How else are residents being informed about this important survey regarding the
possible changes in hard waste collection.

The Director Environment & Infrastructure responded to the question.
Cr Lew asked the following question of the Chief Executive Officer.

We as a Council have had many issues surrounding our former citizen of the year. We have
now had complaints from three female residents urging this man be stripped of his title for
vulgar and outright rude commentary on social media. This man has threatened to nail me to
a cross, and supply the nails — albeit he says metaphorically. This man has named
residents of my street on social media and there is now a particularly serious incident with
the Stonnington Criminal Investigation Unit is investigating. Does Council have any plans to
strip this man’s name from the honour board at the Malvern Town Hall? What steps has the
Council taken to ensure my safety and to keep the Council a safe workplace for me and
other Councillors?

The Chief Executive Officer responded that this is currently with Victoria Police and could not
comment.

Cr Lew asked the following question of the Chief Executive Officer.
I refer to reporting in the Herald Sun on 30 July 2021 which revealed that the mayor had
spent $25,310 on professional development when the Councillor Allowances policy

approved by this Council only allows the mayor to spend $7,125 per year on professional
development. CEO - | understand you have a different position to me on whether the policy
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applies in this case. Nevertheless In her comments to the Herald Sun the mayor undertook
to pay back the overspend. It's now been 5 weeks since those comments were published.
Has the mayor paid back any of the money at all?

The Chief Executive Officer responded that no reimbursement had been made.

Cr Lew asked the following question of the Chief Executive Officer.

At the last Council meeting correspondence was tabled from the Chapel Street Precinct
Association. The correspondence suggested that there was strong ongoing acrimony
between Council Officers and the Chapel Street Precinct Association. Can the CEO please
brief members of the public on what steps are being taken to mend this relationship? Can
you please confirm that political positions taken by the Chapel Street Precinct Association on
behalf of their members that may differ from Council, has not in any way contributed to the
breakdown in the relationship?

The Chief Executive Officer responded.

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Melina Sehr SECONDED: Cr Marcia Griffin

That Cr Lew be granted one additional minute to speak.

Carried

Cr Lew asked the following question of the Chief Executive Officer

At an earlier Council meeting | asked some questions about organisations that received
COVID recovery grants, and the pre-existing relationships those organisations had to
Councillors on the COVID Recovery Committee? Can the CEO please update members of
the public as to whether subsequent to me asking those questions there has been any
changes to the membership of the COVID Recovery Committee? Can the CEO please
advise members of the public of any action taken in respect of the COVID Recovery Grants
process?

The Chief Executive Officer responded.

Cr Lew asked a question of the Director Environment & Infrastructure.

East Ward councillors received several complaints over the weekend about the flooding that
took place at Percy Treyvaud Wetlands. Noting that the wetlands are a Melbourne Water
asset, what steps have been taken by Council and Melbourne Water to resolve this issue?

The Director Environment & Infrastructure responded.
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15 Urgent Business

Cr Lew indicated he had a matter of urgent business for consideration regarding the
proposed State Government Planning Scheme reforms.

The Director Planning & Place indicated that a report would be presented to the Councillor
Briefing Session on 13 September 2021.

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Alexander Lew SECONDED:

That the Council:

1. Notes that the Victorian government has removed Local Council and community
rights under VC187 and VC190 to object to or appeal planning decisions and is
currently considering further significant planning reform

2. Strongly supports local councils and the community having a central role in the
planning system and continues to advocate that
a. consultation with community and with local government on any reform
proposals must occur before reforms are considered or introduced.
b. the community’s voice must remain central in planning decisions
c. community voice is critical for ensuring a transparent planning system that
strengthens local neighbourhoods and economies

3. Calls upon the MAV and the VLGA to make representation on behalf of the
Local Government Sector, to defend local democracy in Victoria.

4. Requests a report to Council, within 3 months, with an update and advice on any
action Council could take to advocate effectively on this matter.

The motion lapsed for want of a seconder.

Cr Klisaris indicated she had an urgent item for consideration under confidential business
regarding Council processes.

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Jami Klisaris SECONDED: Cr Melina Sehr

That the urgent item regarding Council processes be admitted for consideration in
confidential business.

Carried
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16 General Business
Cr Griffin made the following statement:

| want to raise an issue of deep concern to me and obviously others.

As you are all now aware last year, a formal complaint was made regarding my persistent
attempts to have a large abandoned van in my street removed.

In a free society anyone is entitled to make a complaint if they perceive a grievance.

A complaint does not mean there was any wrongdoing; in fact the presumption of innocence
can only be overturned by a finding of guilt after a successful prosecution.

In this case the local government inspectorate investigated the complaint made in July 2020
— including emails that were sent by me which formed the basis of the complaint.

The local government inspectorate investigation concluded that | had not breached the Local
Government Act. Consequently | was not given a warning nor was | prosecuted. That was
the end of the matter, so far as it concerns me personally.

Nevertheless, out of my own free will — without any direction from any agency or any
councillor — I intend to say the following:-

I have reread my emails about this and am very concerned that anyone receiving them had
felt intimidated

And for that | deeply apologize, as | can only presume this complaint was made in good
faith.

I have always spoken out for transparency and the rights of everyone to be treated with
professional dignity and have personally found my council experience to be the first, in my
long working life where | have felt bullied,sometimes been unsafe and have experienced
protracted attempts to intimidate me ,so you can imagine my concern that any council
officer might feel intimidated by me!

My main purpose in being on council is to advocate for residents and ratepayers, even when
that advocacy is difficult and inconvenient-as it was in this case, as the complainants were
my neighbours.

Had | felt | had been able to ask another ward councillor to take this matter over, | would
have.

However that is history.

As I firmly believe in the right of all councillors to advocate for their constituents, even when
it is difficult to do so, I will not resile from that responsibility, but in order to ensure that my
efforts do not impact adversely on council officers | will be copying in all my future
correspondence to officers to the Mayor’s assistant, as agreed to with the CEO,the Deputy
Mayor and Mayor.

I should note that prior to reaching that agreement, | had taken it upon myself to copy in our
governance officer to my correspondence to officers.
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Again | apologize to those who felt intimidated and request that the CEO forward this
apology to those officers affected.

Cr Sehr requested that the matter be discussed at Councillor Only time at a Councillor
Briefing Session.

16 Confidential Business

16.1 Prahran Market Board

This document is confidential information under Section 66 (2) (a) of the Local Government
Act 2020. The matter is deemed to be confidential under Section 3 (1) () information that
was confidential information for the purposes of section 77 of the Local Government Act
1989

16.2 Chief Executive Officer Annual Performance and Remuneration Review
This document is confidential information under Section 66 (2) (a) of the Local Government
Act 2020. The matter is deemed to be confidential under Section 3 (1) (a) Council business

information, being information that would prejudice the Council's position in commercial
negotiations if prematurely released.

MOVED: Cr Melina Sehr SECONDED: Cr Mike Scott

That the meeting be closed to consider confidential business.

Carried
MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Jami Klisaris SECONDED: Cr Polly Morgan
That the meeting be re-opened to the public.

Carried
There being no further business the meeting concluded at 10:28pm.
Confirmed on 20 September 2021
CR KATE . HE LY, MAYOR ...........................
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6 Disclosure of Conflicts of Interest
7 Questions From the Community

8 Business

8.1 Planning Application 0992/20 - 39-43 Newry Street,
Windsor

Manager Statutory Planning: Alex Kastaniotis
Director Planning & Place: Annaliese Battista

Purpose of Report

For Council to consider a planning application for the construction of four dwellings in a
Neighbourhood Residential Zone and Special Building Overlay and a reduction of the car
parking requirements at 39-43 Newry Street, Windsor.

Abstract
Proposal

The proposal seeks to construct four double-storey dwellings, comprising of 1 x two bed
dwelling, 2 x three bed dwellings and 1 x three bed dwelling plus study. A total of four car
parking spaces are provided, three spaces are provided in garages accessed from the rear
and one space is provided in a garage accessed from Newry St.

Officer Recommendation Summary

That Council authorise Officers to issue a Notice of Decision subject to conditions outlined
in the Officer Recommendation. The proposal is supported for the following reasons:

. The proposed development is consistent with the objectives of State and Local
Planning Policy.

. The development provides an appropriate design response to the preferred
neighbourhood character of the area.

. The development will not unreasonably impact upon adjoining residential amenity as
demonstrated by meeting of the objectives of ResCode (Clause 55).

. The development will provide for an acceptable level of internal amenity.

° An appropriate number of car parking spaces are provided on site for the scale of the
development, proximity to public transport and location within a dense inner urban
area.

. The proposal provides an appropriate landscape response that will contribute to the
landscape character of the area.

Issues
The following are the key issues in respect of this application:

. Neighbourhood character, building height and massing (refer to Built Form
assessment);

. Amenity impacts on the adjoining properties (refer to Amenity Impacts assessment);
and
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. Onsite car parking provision and impacts of the proposal on the surrounding road
network (refer to Car Parking assessment).

Officer’s response

The proposal seeks to construct a double storey townhouse development comprising of four

dwellings.

The site is located within an “incremental change” area. In this location, Local Planning
Policy supports multi-unit development of two to three-storeys on lots capable of
accommodating increased density. The proposal is located within walking distance of
various forms of public transport, a principal activity centre as well as a neighbourhood
activity centres, public open spaces and a range of amenities, making it a convenient and
well serviced location for a new housing development in the form proposed.

The proposal appropriately responds to the surrounding context and the preferred character
of the area and is supported by Council’s Urban Designer.

The proposal meets all of the Objectives of Clause 55 and provides a high level of internal
amenity without compromising the amenity of the neighbouring properties.

The proposed car parking reductions is acceptable as the site is well serviced by public
transport, is within walking distance to a range of amenities and services, and the onsite car
parking provision is an improvement from the previous conditions of the site.

Executive Summary

Applicant: Michael Dunn of Metropol Planning Solutions
Ward: South

Zone: Neighbourhood Residential Zone — Schedule 2
Overlay: Special Building Overlay — Schedule 1

Neighbourhood Precinct:

Garden Suburban 2

Date Lodged:

19 November 2020

Statutory Days:
(as at Council Meeting date)

53

Trigger for Referral to Council:

Number of objections

Number of Objections:

19 objections from 18 properties

Consultative Meeting:

Yes — held on 22 June 2021

Officer Recommendation

Notice of Decision to Grant a Permit

Background
The Proposal

The plans that form part of the basis of Council's consideration were prepared by ev-d and
are known as Project WQ2020, Drawing No’s: TP010, TP021, TP050, TP100 through
TP109, TP120, TP201, TP202, TP203, TP250 and TP300 and are Council date stamped 29
July 2021 and a Landscape Concept Plan prepared by memLa, Council date stamped 19

February 2021.
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The application seeks to construct four dwellings, comprising of 1 x two bed dwelling, 2 x
three bed dwellings and 1 x three bed dwelling plus study. A total of four car parking spaces
are provided, three spaces are provided in garages accessed from the rear and one space is
provided in a garage accessed from Newry Street.

Key features of the proposal are:

. Demolition of the rear of the existing dwelling at 39 Newry Street and outbuildings on
the land (no permit required). The proposal retains the existing shop front at 39 Newry
Street.

o Townhouse 1 is on the northern side of the site abutting 45 Newry Street and
comprises of a master bedroom at ground floor with walk in robe and ensuite, in the
centre of the dwelling is an internal courtyard and at the rear is an open plan kitchen
and meals area leading to a rear garden and a car parking space accessed via the
rear lane. On the first floor is a second bedroom with ensuite, a study and living area.
The dwelling also comprises of a roof deck.

° Townhouse 2 comprises of an open plan living and kitchen area at ground floor with
central courtyard, at the rear is a garden and a car parking space accessed via the
rear lane. On the first floor there are three bedrooms and two bathrooms. The dwelling
also comprises of a roof deck.

. Townhouse 3 comprises of an open plan living and kitchen area at ground floor with
central courtyard, at the rear is a rear garden and a car parking space accessed via
the rear lane. At first floor there are three bedrooms and two bathrooms.

° Townhouse 4 is on the southern side of the site and retains the existing shop front on
the Newry Street frontage which is to be used as a study. At ground floor the dwelling
comprises of two study areas, two powder rooms, a laundry, living area and kitchen
and meals area. There is a garden at the rear with a shed/studio on the western
boundary. At first floor is three bedrooms all with ensuites and a second living area.
The dwelling has a single car garage accessed via the existing crossover on Newry
Street.

. The proposal has a maximum building height of 9.06 metres from Natural Ground
Level.

. A contemporary built form response is proposed comprising of asymmetrical pitched
roofs, high quality articulation and materials that comprise of a mix of brick in various
tones and timber detailing.

° A 1.7 metre high front fence is proposed comprising of solid brick elements with timber
batten sections to Townhouses 1-3 and Townhouse 4 has a steel automatic gate
across the driveway.

Site and Surrounds

The site is located on the western side of Newry Street, Windsor approximately 160 metres
to the south of High Street. The site has the following significant characteristics:

. The site is an irregular shaped lot with a frontage of 27.14 metres to Newry Street, the
southern boundary abutting the unnamed laneway is 42.67 metres, the western
boundary is stepped and the northern most boundary has a length of approximately
31.41 metres.

° The site has an overall area of 938 square metres.

. The northern side of the site (41 and 43 Newry Street) is currently vacant land. The
southern side of the site (39 Newry Street) is occupied by a single-storey dwelling with
an old shop front built to the street boundary.
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. There is currently a roller door on the southern boundary into the rear garden of 39
Newry Street and a small shed in the south-western corner. There is also an existing
crossover on Newry Street to 41 Newry Street.

° The site is relatively flat and comprises of minimal landscaping. There are a few small
trees at the rear of 39 Newry Street, none of which are considered significant under
Councils Local Law.

. There are two street trees in front of the site, a Queensland Box to the north and a
Prickly Paperbark in the centre of the frontage.

. The site is located within a well-established dense inner urban residential area with a
mixed character. Surrounding development generally comprises of single and double-
storey detached and semi-detached dwellings, as well as some older three-storey unit
blocks and towards High Street is a more recent three-storey apartment development.

The site has the following direct interfaces:

° To the immediate north is 45 Newry Street which is occupied by a double-storey brick
dwelling built to the boundary of the subject site with a pitched roof and balcony at the
front. There is a garage accessed via the rear laneway. There is a small area of
secluded private open space in the south-western corner of the lot which is
predominantly occupied by a Fig tree.

. Across Newry Street to the east of the site is the T-intersection of Newry Street and
Normanby Place. On the southern side of the intersection is 26 Newry Street occupied
by a single-storey detached weatherboard dwelling, 24 Newry Street occupied by a
single-storey detached rendered dwelling and the rear garden of 1A Erica Street which
has a recently constructed double-storey addition constructed to the boundary on
Newry Street.

. To the south of the site is an unnamed laneway, on the southern side of the laneway is
37 Newry Street which is occupied by a single-storey detached dwelling. The dwelling
has secluded private open space at the rear and an outbuilding on the rear boundary.
The dwelling has existing windows on the northern side built on the boundary with the
laneway.

. To the west of the subject site is the rear gardens and car parking areas of 54, 54A,
56, 58 and 58A Lewisham Road. The dwellings comprise of a mixture of single and
double-storey semi-detached dwellings and units.

Previous Planning Application/s

A search of Council records indicates the following relevant planning application:

o Planning Permit No. 396/06 was issued on 24 September 2009 for a boundary
realignment (PS632273N) between 58A Lewisham Road and 39 Newry Street,
Windsor. The boundary realignment has been completed and is registered on title.

The Title
The site is made up of three lots, registered on Title as:

o Lot 1 on TP380643T (Vol. 6333 Fol. 440)
o Lot 1 on TP896383R (Vol. 6363 Fol. 558)
. Lot 2 on PS632273N (Vol. 11183 Fol. 596)

No covenants affect the land. Lot 2 on PS632273N is affected by a 1.2 metres wide
sewerage easement diagonally across the northern most corner of the lot. The site benefits
from a number of easements at the rear of Lot 1 on PS632273N (58A Lewisham Road) for
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drainage and carriageway purposes. The carriageway easement provides access to the
subject site from the rear laneway in between Newry Street and Lewisham Road.

Planning Controls

The following controls/permit triggers are considerations for this application:
Zone

Clause 32.09 — Neighbourhood Residential Zone

Pursuant to Clause 32.09-6 a permit is required to construct and extend two or more
dwellings on a lot. A permit is also required to construct a front fence that exceeds 1.5
metres.

Pursuant to Clause 32.09-4, a minimum garden area of 35% is required to be provided on a
lot greater than 650 square metres. The development provides a minimum garden area of
36% in compliance with this mandatory requirement.

Pursuant to Clause 32.09-10, a building must not be constructed for use as a dwelling that
exceeds 9 metres and must contain no more than 2 storeys. If the land is in a Special
Building Overlay the maximum building height specified in the zone is the vertical distance
from the minimum floor level determined by the relevant drainage authority to the roof or
parapet at any point. The subject site is located in the Special Building Overlay (Schedule 1),
Melbourne Water, the relevant drainage authority, have required minimum floor levels of
26.82 metres AHD. Therefore, the maximum allowable building height under the zone is
35.82 metres AHD (9.06 metres from natural ground level). The proposed maximum building
height if 35.82 metres AHD (9.06 metres from natural ground level), complying with the
mandatory height requirement.

The provision also stipulates that development must contain no more than two-storeys. The
proposal comprises of two- storeys, complying with the requirement. It is also noted that
Townhouses 1 and 2 comprise of roof terraces. For the purpose of this requirement the
proposed roof terraces are not considered to constitute a storey as they are not roofed, with
the exception of the access. This interpretation has been upheld by VCAT on several
occasions.

A development must meet all the Objectives of Clause 55 and should meet all the Standards
of this clause. Schedule 2 (Garden River and Garden Suburban Precincts) modifies the
following requirements:

o Site Coverage (Standard B8) — Basements should not exceed 75% of the site area.

o Landscaping (Standard B13) — In addition to the requirements of B13, at least one
canopy tree should be planted on the site.

. Side and Rear Setbacks (Standard B17) — For a distance of at least 5 metres behind
the front fagcade of the building fronting the street, setback new buildings (including
basements) a minimum of 2 metres from at least one side boundary and at least 1
metre from the other side boundary up to 3.6 metres in height. Where no setback is
specified, standard A10 or B17 applies.

o Walls on boundaries (Standard B18) - Walls should not be located on side boundaries
for a distance of 5m behind the front fagade of the building fronting the street.

Overlay
Clause 44.05 — Special Building Overlay

Pursuant to Clause 44.05-2 a permit is required to construct a building or construct or carry
out works. Schedule 1 specifies that Melbourne Water is the relevant drainage authority.
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Particular Provisions
Clause 52.06 — Car Parking

Pursuant to Clause 52.06-3 a permit is required to reduce the number of car parking spaces
required under Clause 52.06-5. Pursuant to Table 1 at Clause 52.06-5, one car parking
space is required for each one- or two-bedroom dwelling and two car parking spaces to each
three or four-bedroom dwelling. The proposal generates a requirement for 7 car parking
spaces. 4 spaces are provided on site, therefore a reduction of 3 car spaces is required. The
design standards at Clause 52.06-9 are also applicable to the assessment of this
application.

Relevant Planning Policies

Clause 11 — Settlement

Clause 15 — Built Environment and Heritage

Clause 16.01 — Residential Development

Clause 21.03 — Vision

Clause 21.06 — Built Environment and Heritage

Clause 21.08 - Infrastructure

Clause 22.05 — Environmentally Sustainable Development Policy
Clause 22.18 — Water Sensitive Urban Design Policy

Clause 22.23 — Neighbourhood Character Policy

Advertising

The application has been advertised pursuant to Section 52 of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 by sending notices to the owners and occupiers of adjoining land and
by placing 3 signs on the site. The public notification of the application has been completed
satisfactorily.

The site is located in South Ward and 19 objections from 18 different properties have been
received. The objections can be summarised as follows:

° Traffic congestion and insufficient car parking in the street.

. Congestion in the rear laneway and disruption to access to other properties that
benefit from the easement.

° Character of the proposed building compared to older dwellings in the area.

° Visual bulk of the building within the street.

° Height and scale of the proposal and insufficient space for landscaping.

° Overlooking to 1A Erica Street.

o Solar access to north facing windows 37 Newry Street.

A Consultative Meeting was held on 22 June 2021. The meeting was attended by
Councillors Sehr and Scott, representatives of the applicant, objectors and a Council
planning officer. The meeting subsequently resulted in a formal amendment to the
application by the substitution of amended plans received by Council on 29 July 2021. The
amended plans comprise the following keys changes:

. Change in the brick colour to an off white/grey across the fagade. Townhouse 4 is also
proposed to use recycled brick from the partial demolition of the existing building on

the site.
. Reduction in the number of south facing first floor windows to Townhouse 4.
. Increase in the first-floor southern setback of Townhouse 4 by 750mm at the eastern

end and 675mm at the western end.
. Reversed pitch of the roof form for Townhouse 4 and rear of Townhouse 3.
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o Townhouse 4 ground floor deck amended to be north facing only and first floor balcony
reduced in size.

. Internal alterations to Townhouse 4 to accommodate the above changes.

. Annotation that primary access to Townhouse 4 is from Newry Street.

. Front fence altered from timber posts to smaller timber battens.

° Increase in the street setback of Townhouses 1-3 to 2.39 metres and projecting
balconies replaced with balconettes.

° Inclusion of convex mirror to Townhouse 1 and wall between car parking spaces of

Townhouse 1 and 2 removed.
. Height of the roof deck access of Townhouses 1 and 2 reduced to 35.82 metres AHD.

Referrals
Urban Design (comments based on the advertised plans dated Feb 2021)

. The proposed development sits well in the context of the narrow street and is an
appropriate scale for the streetscape.

° The group of 3 dwellings on the northern side and increased upper setback to the
fourth dwelling works well to reduce the bulk of the development.

. The new dwellings shouldn’t protrude forward of 45 Newry Street, an increase in the
setback is required and the balconies should not protrude into the street setback.

. The bulk of the development could be reduced through a variation in the materiality.

. Fine tuning of the front fence should be considered to lighten the structure through the
use of smaller timber posts.

Planner response: As part of the revised plans the applicant increased the street setback to
align with the wall on boundary at 45 Newry Street and replaced the projecting balconies
with balconettes. The brick work has been amended to an off white/grey colour for
Townhouses 1-3 and Townhouse 4 is proposed to use recycled brick from the existing
building on the subject site. Council’s Urban Designer reviewed the amended plans and
advised that the combined effect of the recessed ground floor and first floor windows with
Juliet balconies will provide appropriate visual interest and subtle modeling to avoid any
sense of a lack of articulation. Furthermore, the combination of the brick work was
considered to sit well in the streetscape. The changes to the plans are considered to have
addressed the earlier concerns from Council’s Urban Designer.

Parks (comments based on the advertised plans dated Feb 2021)

. The landscape plan is suitable for approval.

° Tree bank guarantees have been requested for the two street trees in front of the site.
The Melaleuca styphelioides — Prickly Paperbark has an amenity value of $8,120 and
the Lophostemon confertu — Queensland Brushbox has an amenity value of $8,120.

Planner response: If a permit is to issue conditions will require the bank guarantees for the
two street trees as well as other standard tree management and tree fencing conditions.

Transport and Parking (comments based on the advertised plans dated Feb 2021)

° The Transport and Parking Unit has a strong preference that the development
provides the full parking requirement of the Planning Scheme. However, given the
existing shortfall of parking on site, it is unlikely that such a case could be sustained.

. The development may have an adverse effect on the on-street parking in the area,
which may lead to the introduction of restrictions, and future residents would not be
eligible to receive resident parking permits.
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o The traffic generation resulting from the four dwellings is not anticipated to be
significant in the context of the area, noting the increase in dwellings compared to the
previous use at the site is minimal. The rear laneway is anticipated to have sufficient
capacity to cater for access to the parking spaces created.

° Design Standard 1 — the width and headroom of the garages are acceptable.
Townhouse 1 does not have appropriate sight distance at the property boundaries, a
convex mirror should be utilised to achieve the required sightlines. Sight lines for all
other garages are acceptable.

. Design Standard 2 — the width of the garages for Townhouses 1 and 2 (3.2 metres and
3.25 metres) does not comply with the Planning Scheme requirement for 3.5 metres.
The dimensions of the garages for Townhouse 3 and 4 are acceptable.

. The turning templates submitted use a B85 vehicle. Council’s Transport and Parking
Department consider that the applicant should provide revised swept path diagrams
showing that access is possible to all 4 garages using a B99 design vehicle, using at
the most a single movement for the forward entry or exit, and a reverse back then
forward for the other movement.

. Design Standard 3 — the gradient of all garages is acceptable.

. The existing vehicle crossing is proposed to be modified to match the requirement of
Council’s Vehicle Crossing Policy. The slight modification of this vehicle crossing is not
anticipated to have any impact on the availability of on-street parking.

. The primary pedestrian access point to Townhouse 4 is via the southern laneway.
There is also a second access point to the rear of the property also into the laneway.
The Transport and Parking Unit is strongly opposed to access being directly from a
laneway, due to pedestrian safety. There are no footpaths within the laneway, and a
pedestrian exiting the property may step directly into the path of a vehicle. The
applicant should provide access to the property from the Newry Street frontage and
remove the access points within the laneway.

Planner Response: The on-site car parking provision is discussed in detail in the
assessment section below.

The revised plans have included a convex mirror between the garages of Townhouse 1 and
2 to address concerns in relation to Design Standard 1. Council’s Transport Department
have advised that the placement of the mirror is not acceptable. To adequately provide sight
lines for a vehicle exiting the northern parking space, the convex mirror will need to be
placed south of the garage, facing north. This could either be hanging from the building
above (ensuring it is above 2.1 metres at its lowest point) or installed on the wall near the
southern space. If a permit is to issue this will be included as a condition.

The applicant also amended the plans to remove the internal wall between the garage
spaces of Townhouse 1 and 2. This results in an overall internal width of 6.55 metres for the
two parking spaces. This is in excess of the requirements for a double garage and is
considered appropriate for the constraints of the site.

In regard to the turning templates using a B85 vehicle instead of B99 vehicle, this is
considered acceptable as there is no requirement under the Planning Scheme for B99
vehicle templates to satisfy Design Standard 2 of Clause 52.06. The decision guidelines of
Clause 52.06 directs Council to consider whether the layout of car spaces and accessways
are consistent with Australian Standards AS2890.1-2004 (off street). The applicants
submitted TEA outlines that the relevant objectives and requirements of the standards are
met for the site.

Infrastructure (comments based on initial application plans dated November 2020)

45 of 332



Council Meeting 20 September 2021 - Agenda

. No objection subject to conditions regarding the legal point of discharge and existing
footpath levels. These conditions have been included in the recommendation.

Melbourne Water (comments based on initial application plans dated November 2020)

° The authority does not object to the proposal subject to required conditions, including
minimum floor levels, being imposed on a permit if one is to issue. These conditions
have been included within the recommendation.

Key Issues and Discussion
Strategic context

The overarching policies and objectives at both a State and Local level encourage urban
consolidation in established urban areas and medium density residential development in and
around neighbourhood activity centres and close to public transport. These strategies call for
well-designed medium-density development that respects neighbourhood character,
improves housing choice, makes better use of existing infrastructure, and improves energy
efficiency.

The Municipal Strategic Statement (MSS) recognises the need for increased densities
across the municipality and identifies locations where specific outcomes are encouraged
(Clause 21.03). Council’s Local Policy on the location of residential development at Clause
21.05-2 seeks to maintain a clear distinction between the type of development outcomes
sought in locations for higher density development and the lower density residential
hinterland. The subject site is identified as being within an “incremental change area” in
which medium density development (2-3 storeys) is encouraged.

The purpose of the Neighbourhood Residential Zone is to implement the Municipal Planning
Strategy and the Planning Policy Framework, to recognise areas of predominantly single and
double-storey residential development, and to manage and ensure that development
respects the identified neighbourhood character, heritage, environmental or landscape
characteristics.

The subject site is well located to support medium density redevelopment. Notably, the site
is located within walking distance of a number of public transport routes including Windsor
Train Station and tram routes 6, 64 and 5, has convenient access to the Chapel Street
Activity Centre, Prahran East Village Neighbourhood Activity Centre and Hawksburn Village.
There are also a number of public open spaces within walking distance including Victoria
Gardens, Lumley Gardens and Alma Park. Therefore, it is considered to be suitably located
to support the modest increase in density proposed in line with policy expectations, and the
development will contribute to the mix and diversity of housing in the area. Overall, the
proposal responds adequately to the State and Local planning policy objectives for
increased density and infill development, subject to an appropriate design response and
landscape outcome.

The provisions of the Neighbourhood Residential Zone require that the proposal be
assessed against the objectives and standards of Clause 55 and any modified standards
specified in the schedule to the zone. A full assessment against the applicable objectives
and standards has been carried out and the development achieves a high level of
compliance, with the following notable matters highlighted and discussed.

Built Form

Neighbourhood Character
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Standard B1 calls for a design response that is appropriate to the neighbourhood character
and features of the site. Council’s Neighbourhood Character Policy (Clause 22.23) sets out
preferred character and design guidelines for residential development.

The subiject site is located in the Garden Suburban 2 Precinct which is defined as comprising
‘leafy streetscapes with a range of Victorian, Edwardian or Interwar era and contemporary
buildings set in established garden surrounds. Regular front and side setbacks provide
space around buildings and allow for substantial planting or canopy trees. New buildings or
additions offer innovative and contemporary design responses that sit comfortably within the
streetscape reflecting the key aspects of building form and the one-three storey scale of the
precinct. Low or permeable front fences retain views to gardens and buildings from the
street.’

The proposed development appropriately responds to the preferred character and design
objectives for the Garden Suburban 2 Precinct for the following reasons:

. The Newry Street streetscape and surrounding streets comprise of a mixture of single
and double-storey dwellings and the odd three-storey unit/apartment block. The
proposed two-storey townhouses are in keeping with the scale of the dense inner
urban area. Coupled with appropriate setbacks, articulation and space for landscaping,
the development is considered to respectfully respond to the neighbourhood and will
not dominate the street.

° The proposed contemporary design response will integrate well with the mixed
character of the area. Whilst the built form has a different architectural style to the
older housing stock in the area, the contemporary development predominantly uses
brick to respectfully reflect the materiality of dwellings within the street. This will assist
with the integration of the development into Newry Street. Furthermore, the
development is also considered reflective of other modern infill developments within
the Windsor area and is not at odds with other contemporary design responses.

. The proposed setbacks of the development provides appropriate space for planting
around the development particularly in the front and rear setbacks. This is considered
in keeping with the landscaping on the lots in the surrounding area and will provide
meaningful landscaping commensurate with the scale of the development. The
proposed landscaping is also considered an improvement from the existing conditions
of the site which is generally devoid of canopy planting.

o The car parking for Townhouses 1, 2 and 3 is provided in the rear accessed via the
laneway, this is appropriate for the site and retains the frontage of these dwellings free
from car parking structures. Townhouse 4 comprises of a garage that is recessed
behind the existing shop facade and utilises an existing crossover. The design of the
garage will sit comfortably with the proposed development and will not dominate the
frontage.

° The proposed front fencing will complement the scale and design of the development
and is compatible with the height and character of existing front fences within the
streetscape.

Overall, the proposed development is considered to be a site responsive design that will sit
comfortably within the varied character of the Newry Street streetscape and reflects the
preferred and prevailing character of the area.

Street Setback

To the north of the site the existing double-storey dwelling at 45 Newry Street has a setback
of 2.39 metres to the balcony and 3.59 metres to the fagade. The proposed street setback of
Townhouses 1-3 is 2.86 to 2.95 metres to the ground floor front facades with a small
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overhang of the first floor above with a street setback of 2.39 metres. The proposal retains
the existing shop front on the southern side of the frontage to Townhouse 4 which is built to
the street boundary, the proposed garage is recessed behind this with a setback of 6 metres
and the first floor above is setback 5.08 metres.

The proposed street setback on the northern side of the development aligns with the existing
wall on boundary of 45 Newry Street and then transitions to greater setbacks on the
southern side at first floor respectfully responding to the single storey form at 37 Newry
Street. The street comprises of minimal street setbacks, particularly on the western side. The
proposed street setbacks are considered respectful of the streetscape whilst making efficient
use of the site.

Building Height

As outlined above, the proposed height and number of storeys complies with the mandatory
provisions under the Neighbourhood Residential Zone. The development as it presents to
the street will be two-storeys, this is consistent with other two-storey developments within the
vicinity of the site and the character of the area.

The proposed roof terraces at the rear of Townhouses 1 and 2 are recessed from the street
and will not result in excessive bulk. Furthermore, the provision of roof terraces is part of the
emerging character in the dense inner urban area in and around Windsor.

Site Coverage and Permeability

No basement is proposed and the site coverage at ground level is 64%. The proposed site
coverage is consistent with the high site coverage on surrounding lots and characteristic of
the dense urban area.

The proposed permeability is approximately 35%, complying with Standard B9.

The extent of the site coverage and good permeability allows for the establishment of in-
ground landscaping and will assist to reduce the impact of increased stormwater run-off on
the drainage system; thus, the relevant objectives are considered to be met.

Landscaping

Council’'s MSS and various local policies emphasise the provision of high-quality
landscaping. Furthermore, Clause 22.23 (Neighbourhood Character Policy) seeks ‘fo
maintain and strengthen the garden settings of buildings and the tree canopy of the
neighbourhood’. The policy further encourages a design response which ‘include canopy
trees and shrubs in landscape plans. Retain established or mature trees where possible and
provide for the planting of new canopy trees in front and rear setbacks’.

The existing site, particularly the northern half, is sparsely vegetated with minimal canopy
vegetation and a few fruit trees. The proposal seeks to retain some of the fruit trees on site,
none of the vegetation proposed for removal is considered significant. The submitted arborist
report outlines that there are no significant trees on the adjoining sites which have potential
to be adversely impacted by the development due to the existing conditions of the footpath
and built form on the site and adjoining lots. It is recommended that a condition of the permit
requires that tree protection fencing is erected prior to commencement of the development to
protect the health of the street trees.

The siting and layout of the proposed development allows for sufficient planting opportunities
in and around the development. The proposed planting includes 10 canopy trees with
mature heights from 4 metres to 8 metres, a variety of shrubs, climbers and lower-level
vegetation which provides a suitable response to the scale of the development and site
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context. It is also noted that the landscape plan was not amended as part of the submission
of revised architectural plans, if a permit is to issue a condition will require that changes are
made to accord with the architectural plans. The proposed landscaping response will respect
and enhance the existing landscaped character of the neighbourhood as required by
Standard B13.

Access and Parking Location

Vehicle access to three of the four townhouses is proposed via the rear laneway. Access to
Townhouse 4 is proposed by modifying the existing crossover to Newry Street. The location
and design of the proposed access arrangement is considered convenient and appropriate
for the site and meets the requirements of Standard B14 and B15.

Amenity Impacts
Side and Rear Setbacks

The development has been sited to respect the neighbourhood character and limit the
amenity impacts on the adjoining properties as required by Clause 55.04-1. The
development predominantly comprises of walls on boundaries that are aligned with adjoining
walls or interfacing the laneway. Schedule 2 to the zone varies the side setback standard
requirements and seeks new buildings to be setback a minimum of 2 metres from at least
one side boundary and at least 1 metre from the other side boundary for a minimum length
of 5 metres behind the front fagade. The development retains the existing shop front on the
southern side of the frontage and the northern side is proposed as a wall on boundary
aligning with the adjoining wall on boundary of 45 Newry Street. A number of dwellings are
constructed boundary to boundary in the vicinity of the subject site and it is considered that
the proposed walls on boundaries behind the front fagade is responsive to the character of
the area and site conditions.

Where the development is setback from the boundary this has been assessed against
Standard B17. On the southern interface the ground floor living, kitchen and meals area of
Townhouse 4 is setback from the southern boundary by 1.33 metres. The maximum wall
height is 3.94 metres which requires a setback of 1.10 metres, therefore the setback
exceeds the requirement of Standard B17.The setback from the southern boundary at the
dwelling entrance also exceeds the requirements of Standard B17. At first floor the southern
wall of Townhouse 4 has a height of 6.7 metres, therefore requiring a setback of 1.93
metres. The proposed setback is 2 metres, complying with the requirement.

The rear of the townhouses have a maximum building height of 8.59 metres, which requires
a setback of 3.68 metres. The proposed setback to the dwelling from the western boundary
is a minimum of 10.9 metres for Townhouses 1 to 3 and Townhouse 4 is greater than
approximately 5 metres, therefore exceeding the setback requirements of Standard B17.
The garages to Townhouses 1 to 3 are located at the rear of the site with a height of 3.34
metres and setback 1.7 metres. The required setback is 1 metre, therefore the setback
complies.

Walls on Boundaries

The relevant objective seeks to ensure that boundary walls respect the existing or preferred
neighbourhood character and limit the impact on the amenity of existing dwellings.

On the northern boundary the proposal comprises of two sections of double-storey wall on
boundary and a single-storey section associated with the garage of Townhouse 1. The
proposed walls on the northern boundary align with the existing single and double-storey
boundary walls on 45 Newry Street, therefore do not result in amenity impacts to the
adjoining property.
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On the southern boundary Townhouse 4 comprises of two sections of wall on boundary at
ground floor. The first section is the existing shop front, and the second section is associated
with the dwelling entry. This proposed new section of wall is 3 metres long and has a height
of 3.94 metres. The length of the wall is less than the recommended length under Standard
B18, however the height exceeds the average recommended height of 3.2 metres. The wall
has an interface to the laneway and on the southern side of the lane opposite the wall is a
north facing window at 37 Newry Street. The proposed wall is considered to impact the solar
access to the north facing windows thus potential impacting the amenity of the adjoining
dwelling. If a permit is to issue a condition will require that the wall is setback from the
boundary.

Townhouse 4 also comprises of a garden shed/studio at the rear of the lot. This shed
comprises of walls on the northern and western boundary for a length of 3.38 metres and 4.4
metres respectively with a height of 3.6 metres. The height of the walls exceeds the average
recommended height of 3.2 metres. This variation is not considered acceptable for a shed
due to the sensitive interfaces to the adjoining areas of secluded private open space and the
potential bulk of the walls. The height of the walls is also considered excessive for a shed.
As such, if a permit is to issue a condition will require that the walls on boundaries
associated with the shed are reduced to 3.2 metres.

Daylight to existing windows and North facing windows

Given the orientation of the lot, location of existing built form and the siting of the proposed
development the only existing habitable room windows opposite the proposed works are 3
north facing habitable room windows at 37 Newry Street to the south of the site. It is noted
that the plans have only annotated two of the windows as habitable however an objection
from 37 Newry Street advises that all 3 windows are habitable. If a permit is to issue a
condition will require that this notation is changed. Due to the separation between the
properties by the laneway the windows all continue to receive adequate daylight access that
exceeds the requirements of Standard B19.

The north-facing windows objective is also applicable to these windows. Standard B20
requires that the ground floor walls with a maximum height of 3.94 metres to be setback 1.18
metres for a distance of 3 metres from the edge of the side of the north facing windows. This
setback is generally complied with except for the entrance wall on boundary associated with
Townhouse 4. The non-compliance of the wall may impact solar access to the eastern most
north facing window. As outlined above, it is recommended that this wall is setback from the
boundary, this condition will stipulate that the setback must comply with Standard B20.

At first floor with a wall height of 6.7 metres the required setback to comply with Standard
B20 is 2.86 metres. The proposed setback at 2 metres doesn’t comply with the standard.
The proposed variation has the potential to impact the sunlight access to these habitable
room windows and potentially the amenity of the dwelling. Therefore, if a permit is to issue a
condition will require that the first floor is setback to comply with Standard B20, this could be
achieved by reducing the height of the walls and / or increasing the setback. It is considered
that this can be reasonably accommodated on site without impacting the internal amenity of
the proposed dwelling, noting the large second living area at first floor.

Overshadowing

The submitted overshadowing diagrams indicate that the proposal results in minor areas of
additional overshadowing to 54 and 54A Lewisham Road between 9am and 11am on 22
September. The additional overshadowing falls at the rear of the properties and away from
the primary useable areas of the secluded private open space for both properties. The
additional overshadowing to the rear gardens to the west from the existing conditions is
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considered acceptable for the dense inner urban area of the site. The requirement for the
height of the walls on boundaries associated with the shed to be reduced will also further
reduce the additional overshadowing. No objections have been received from these
properties.

It is noted that the advertised plans included some minor additional areas of overshadowing
to 37 Newry Street, however the changes on the revised plans result in there being no
additional overshadowing to the secluded private open space of this property.

Overlooking

The development has generally been designed to comply with Standard B22 to limit views
into neighbouring habitable room windows and secluded private open spaces to the west
and south.

At ground floor the west facing windows of Townhouses 1, 2 and 3 do not result in
overlooking as views are obscured by the proposed garages, existing boundary fencing and
structures on the adjoining properties. The internal windows to the garden areas of the 3
townhouses do not result in overlooking due to the existing and proposed built form. At first
floor on the western side the three townhouses have windows from habitable rooms. These
windows are proposed to be screened with horizontal timber slatted private screens to 1.7
metres above finished floor level that extends the whole of the western elevation of the
dwellings. Design details of the screen have been provided demonstrating that it is no more
than 25% transparent. The screen complies with Standard B22. It is noted that the first-floor
plans inaccurately annotates the screen as vertical, this can be amended via a condition if a
permit is to issue.

Townhouse 1 and 2 also comprise of the roof decks. The elevations show 1.7 metre high
screening on the western elevations of the roof decks. The northern elevation and sections
show 1.7 metre screening on the northern and southern sides of the roof deck of Townhouse
1 and a 1 metre high balustrade on the eastern side. The extent of the screening for both
townhouses is not clear on the roof plan, if a permit is to issue a condition will require that
the roof plan is amended to annotate that there will be 1.7 metre high screening on the
northern, western and southern sides of the roof decks to both townhouses and balustrading
on the eastern side. This is considered to appropriately limit overlooking to adjoining and
proposed areas of secluded private open space. Furthermore, the screening is shown as
vertical timber screening. No design details of this screen has been provided, as such a
condition is recommended if a permit is to issue for dimensioned design detail that
demonstrates the screen is no more than 25% transparent and complies with Standard B22.

Views from the ground floor windows of Townhouse 4 are sufficiently obscured by the
existing and proposed boundary fencing which is to 2 metres high, including from the deck
area associated with the shed on the western boundary. At first floor the north facing window
to the secondary living area faces the adjoining wall and does not result in overlooking. The
balcony to the master bedroom, west facing master bedroom window and two south facing
widows are proposed to be screened using hit and miss brickwork with a permeability of
25%. The use of the hit and miss brick work is acceptable, however design details must be
provided demonstrating that the openings are no more than 25% to comply with Standard
B22. The hit and miss brickwork is shown on the elevations as covering the whole extent of
all applicable windows, however the height above floor level on the balcony is not
dimensioned on the plans. If a permit is to issue a condition will require that this is
dimensioned and a minimum of 1.7 metres above floor level to comply with Standard B22.
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It is noted that objectors from the eastern side of Newry Street have raised concern with
overlooking. However, given the width of the street and setback of the proposal there is no
potential for overlooking within 9 metres of the east facing windows.

On-site Amenity
Access and dwelling entry

The pedestrian entries to Townhouses 1, 2 and 3 are considered clearly identifiable and
accessible. As outlined in the referral comments above, Council’s Transport Department is
opposed to access points to Townhouse 4 from the laneway on the southern side due to
pedestrian safety. As part of the amended plans the applicant included an annotation that
primary access is from Newry Street and the side access is a service gate. However, the
entrance from Newry Street does not provide direct internal access to the rear part of the
dwelling and therefore it is likely that the service access will be the primary access point.
This is not considered to be a readily identifiable entry and raises safety concerns as per
above. It is recommended that a condition on the permit requires that access to Townhouse
4 is provided from Newry Street via an internal connection between the existing study in the
shop to the rear section of the new dwelling and the service gates be deleted. This will
require internal alterations but as the largest dwelling in the proposal with two study areas
there is adequate space to accommodate this change.

Internal amenity

The proposal is considered to provide a reasonable level of internal amenity. All proposed
new habitable room windows are provided with adequate daylight, Townhouses 1 to 3
benefit from internal courtyards with large east, north and west facing windows to maximise
internal daylight access.

The dwellings are provided with adequate areas of private open space. The primary areas of
secluded private open space for Townhouses 1 and 2 are provided on the roof decks. Whilst
the roof decks don’t have direct access from the living room the arrangement is considered
appropriate for the dense inner urban location of the site where there is an emerging
demand for roof decks. Both roof decks will receive ample solar access.

Townhouse 3 is provided with a rear garden of 54sqm, the garden is to the south of the
garage however the setback to the southern side of the garden complies with Standard B29.
Townhouse 4 comprises of the largest area of secluded private open space of all the
dwellings, the garden area is highly useable and receives ample solar access.

Each dwelling is provided with a secure storage of 6 cubic metres in compliance with
Standard B30. Location of mailboxes and bin storage will be required to show on the plans.
Car Parking and Traffic

Car Parking

As outlined above, a reduction in the statutory car parking requirement is proposed as part of
the application. All dwellings are proposed to comprise of one car parking space provided in
a garage. This is considered an improvement from the previous conditions of the site which,
prior to demolition of the currently vacant land, comprised of 3 dwellings on the site with no
dedicated on-site car parking. Therefore, there is generally an improvement in the onsite car
parking provision from the existing condition. Furthermore, the site is well serviced by public
transport routes, including within walking distance to Windsor Train Station and tram routes
6, 64 and 5, there are also convenient bicycle networks in the vicinity of the site. A reduction
is also supported by Local Planning Policy which seeks to reduce provision of on-site

parking for development close to public transport (Clause 21.08-3). Furthermore, the site is
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within walking distance of a range of amenities and services further reducing the demand on
requiring a car. Given the dense inner urban area and the scale of the proposed
development the on-site car parking provision is considered appropriate.

It is noted that during the consultative meeting that on-street car parking was discussed in
detail, particularly concerns raised by residents about the lack of parking restrictions in the
area. On-street parking restrictions are a separate matter from the planning permit process
and the objectors were provided details on how to initiate this process in the meeting. If a
permit is to issue future occupants of the development will not be eligible for parking permits
if restrictions are imposed in the area.

Car Parking Design

As outlined above, the car parking design has generally be designed in accordance with the
applicable design standards at Clause 52.06. The outstanding issue regarding the convex
mirror can be resolved via a condition if a permit is to issue.

Environmentally Sustainable Design

A Sustainable Design Assessment (SDA) is required for the proposal in accordance with
Council’'s Environmentally Sustainable Development Policy at Clause 22.05. A detailed SDA
was submitted with the application, including a BESS assessment which achieves a score of
56% which meets the best practice requirement and is satisfactory. Importantly, the
development achieves a pass in the four key performance categories of Water, Energy,
Stormwater and IEQ. All key ESD initiatives have been annotated on the plans. It is noted
that the SDA was not updated to reflect the revised architectural plans submitted on 29 July
2021, if a permit is to issue a condition will require that this is amended accordingly to reflect
the revised plans and any other changes.

A Water Sensitive Urban Design Response was included within the SDA. The report
indicates the development achieves a STORM rating of 106% which is achieved by the
provision of rainwater tanks with a total capacity of 8,000L and 6sgm of raingarden 100mm
to collect runoff from the roof. A 2,000L tank is proposed to each dwelling, provided
underground and annotated as being connected to the toilets for re-use and garden for
irrigation. Appropriate cross-sections and maintenance measures have been provided for the
rain gardens. One inconsistency with the plans however is that the impermeable surfaces
included in the calculations are not consistent with the surface finishes included within the
landscape plan. If a permit is to issue a condition will require that the SDA is amended
accordingly to be consistent with the landscape plan. Subject to this condition the
requirements of Clause 22.18 are considered to be met.

Governance Compliance

Conflicts of Interest Disclosure

No Council Officer and/or contractors who have provided advice in relation to this report
have declared a conflict of interest regarding the matter under consideration.

Human Rights Consideration

This application has been assessed in accordance with the requirements of the Planning
and Environment Act 1987 (including the Stonnington Planning Scheme), reviewed by the
State Government and which complies with the Charter of Human Rights & Responsibilities
Act 2006.

Attachments
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1. 0992/20 - 39-43 Newry Street, Windsor [8.1.1 - 17 pages]

Officer Recommendation

That Council AUTHORISE Officers to issue a Notice of Decision to Grant a Planning
Permit No: 992/20 for the land located at 39-43 Newry Street, Windsor under the
Stonnington Planning Scheme for construction of four dwellings in a Neighbourhood
Residential Zone and Special Building Overlay and a reduction of the car parking
requirements subject to the following conditions:

1. Before the commencement of the development, 1 copy of plans drawn to scale
and fully dimensioned, must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible
Authority. The plans must be generally in accordance with the plans prepared by
ev-d and known as Project WQ2020, Drawing No’s: TP010, TP021, TP050, TP100
through TP109, TP120, TP201, TP202, TP203, TP250 and TP300, Council date
stamped 29 July 2021 but modified to show:

a) Pedestrian access to Townhouse 4 must only be provided from Newry
Street. An internal connection must be provided between the study within
the existing shop front of Townhouse 4 to the rear section of the proposed
dwelling.

b) The eastern most service gate to Townhouse 4 deleted and replaced with
fixed fencing along the southern boundary.

c) All three north facing windows at 37 Newry Street to be identified on the
plans as habitable.

d) Townhouse 4 must be setback at first floor from the north facing windows
at 37 Newry Street to comply with Standard B20, this can be achieved by a
reduction in the wall height and / or increased setbacks without reducing
any other setbacks.

e The wall on boundary associated with the entry to Townhouse 4 must be
setback to align with the southern setback to the living/meals area on the
western side of the ground floor or at a minimum be setback to comply
with Standard B20.

f) The garden shed/studio to Townhouse 4 must be reduced in height so that
the walls on boundaries are a maximum of 3.2 metres.

g) The convex mirror for the rear car parking spaces is to be relocated to the
south of the car parking garage to Townhouse 3, facing north to the
satisfaction of Council’s Transport Department.

h)  The screening notation to the west facing first floor windows of
Townhouses 1, 2 and 3 amended to refer to ‘horizontal’ screen.

i) Roof plan to show 1.7m high vertical timber screening on the northern,
western and southern sides of the roof decks to Townhouses 1 and 2 and
balustrading on the eastern side.

J) Fully dimensioned design detail for the vertical timber screen for the roof
terraces demonstrating that the screen is no more than 25% transparent
and complies with Standard B22.
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k)  Fully dimensioned design detail for the hit and miss brickwork to
Townhouse 4 demonstrating that the screening is no more than 25%
transparent and complies with Standard B22.

1) The hit and miss brickwork to the first-floor balcony to Townhouse 4 must
be dimensioned on the elevations to a minimum height of 1.7m above
finished floor level.

m) Any changes required by Condition 3 (Landscape Plan) and Condition 5
(Sustainable Design Assessment).

All to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

2. The layout of the site and the size, levels, design and location of buildings and
works shown on the endorsed plans must not be modified for any reason,
without the prior written consent of the Responsible Authority.

3.  Prior to the endorsement of any plans in accordance with Condition 1, an
amended landscape plan must be submitted to and approved by the
Responsible Authority. When approved, the landscape plan will be endorsed
and will then form part of the permit. The landscape plan must be generally in
accordance with the Landscape Concept Plan prepared by memLa as advertised
February 2021, but modified to include:

a) Amended to reflect the changes to the architectural plans as per the
Section 57A revision submitted to Council on 29 July 2021.

b)  Any changes required by Condition 1 or 5.

4.  Before the occupation of the development, the landscaping works as shown on
the endorsed plans must be carried out and completed to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority. Landscaping must then be maintained to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority, including that any dead, diseased or
damaged plants are to be replaced.

5. Prior to the endorsement of any plans in accordance with Condition 1, an
amended Sustainable Design Assessment (SDA) in accordance with Clause
22.05 must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. Upon
approval the SDA will be endorsed as part of the planning permit and the
development must incorporate the sustainable design initiatives outlined in the
SDA to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. Recommendations of the
SDA must be incorporated into the plans required under Condition 1. The SDA
must be generally in accordance with the response prepared by Sustainable
Development Consultants as advertised February 2021, but modified to include:

a) Amended to reflect the changes to the architectural plans as per the
Section 57A revision submitted to Council on 29 July 2021.

b)  The Water Sensitive Urban Design (WSUD) response included within the
SDA amended to include all impermeable surfaces as shown on the
landscape plan (Condition 3) and continue to achieve a minimum STORM
rating of 100%.

c) Any changes required by Condition 1 or 3.

6. All works must be undertaken in accordance with the endorsed Sustainable
Design Assessment to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. No
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10.

alterations to the Sustainable Design Assessment may occur without written
consent of the Responsible Authority.

The project must incorporate the Water Sensitive Urban Design initiatives
detailed in the endorsed site plan and/or stormwater management report.

Prior to the endorsement of any plans in accordance with Condition 1, a Tree
Management Plan prepared by a suitably qualified arborist must be submitted to
and approved by the Responsible Authority. When approved, the tree
management plan will form part of this permit and all works must be done in
accordance with the tree management plan (AS 4970).

The tree management plan must detail measures to protect and ensure the
viability of the Melaleuca styphelioides (Prickly Paperbark) and Lophostemon
confertus (Queensland Box) street trees.

Among other things, the tree management plan must include the following
information:

a)  Pre-construction (including demolition) — details to include a tree
protection zone, height barrier around the tree protection zone, amount
and type of mulch to be placed above the tree protection zone and method
of cutting any roots or branches which extend beyond the tree protection
zone. A plan must be submitted detailing any tree protection fencing,
where the fencing is clearly identified and dimensioned.

b)  During-construction — details to include watering regime during
construction and method of protection of exposed roots.

c) Post-construction — details to include watering regime and time of final
inspection when barrier can be removed and protection works and regime
can cease.

Pre-construction works and any root cutting must be inspected and approved by
the Responsible Authority's Parks Unit. Removal of protection works and
cessation of the Tree Management Plan must be authorised by the Responsible
Authority’'s Parks Unit.

Prior to the endorsement of any plans in accordance with Condition 1 and prior
to any development commencing on the site (including demolition and
excavation whether or not a planning permit is required), the owner/developer
must enter into a Deed with the Responsible Authority and provide it with a bank
guarantee of $16,240 + GST as security against a failure to protect the health of
Melaleuca styphelioides (Prickly Paperbark) and Lophostemon

confertus (Queensland Box) street trees. The applicant must meet all costs
associated with drafting and execution of the Deed, including those incurred by
the responsible authority. Once a period of 12 months has lapsed following the
completion of all works at the site the Responsible Authority may discharge the
bank guarantee upon the written request of the obligor. At that time, the
Responsible Authority will inspect the trees and, provided they have not been
detrimentally affected, the bank guarantee will be discharged.

Prior to the endorsement of any plans in accordance with Condition 1 or prior to
the commencement of any works at the site (including demolition and
excavation whether or not a planning permit is required), whichever occurs
sooner, a letter of engagement must be provided to the Responsible Authority
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

from the project arborist selected to oversee all relevant tree protection works.
The project arborist must be an appropriately experienced and qualified
professional (minimum Cert IV or equivalent in experience).

The project arborist must maintain a log book detailing all site visits. The log
book must be made available to the Responsible Authority within 24 hours of
any request.

Before the development (including excavation and demolition) starts, tree
protection fencing must be erected around the Melaleuca styphelioides (Prickly
Paperbark) and Lophostemon confertus (Queensland Box) Street trees in front
of the site. Fencing is to be compliant with Section 4 of AS 4970. Signage
identifying the need for approval from Council’s Parks Unit for any root cutting
(prior to it occurring) must also be displayed on the fence.

The permit holder / developer must advise Council in writing that a Certificate of
Occupancy has been issued in respect to the development and that the 12
month period in relation to the protection of the street trees has commenced.

All plant and equipment (including air-conditioning units) shall be located or
screened so as to minimise visibility from any of the surrounding footpaths and
from overhead views and shall be baffled so as to minimise the emission of
unreasonable noise to the environment in accordance with Section 48A of the
Environment Protection Act 1970 to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority.

Any poles, service pits or other structures/features on the footpath required to
be relocated to facilitate the development must be done so at the cost of the
applicant and subject to the relevant authority’s consent.

All utility services to the subject land and buildings approved as part of this
permit must be provided underground to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority by completion of the development.

Prior to the occupation of the building, fixed privacy screens (not adhesive film)
designed to limit overlooking as required Standard B22 of Clause 55.04-6 in
accordance with the endorsed plans must be installed to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority and maintained to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority thereafter for the life of the building.

Prior to the occupation of the building, the walls on the boundary of the
adjoining properties must be cleaned and finished to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority.

Prior to a building permit being issued, a report for the legal point of discharge
must be obtained from Council and a drainage design for the development must
be prepared by a suitably qualified Engineer in accordance with all
‘recommendations’ and requirements contained in that report. All drainage
must be by means of a gravity-based system and not pumped. The relevant
building surveyor must check and approve the drainage design and ensure that
protection of the building is provided from a 1 in 100 A.R.I. rainfall event as
required by the Building Regulations. (Please do not state drainage design to
satisfaction of Council, that is the responsibility of the relevant building
surveyor to check and approve in accordance with the report and
‘recommendations’ for the legal point of discharge).
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20.

The existing Newry Street footpath levels must not be raised nor altered in any
way at the property line (to facilitate the garage access ramp).

Start Melbourne Water Conditions

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

The dwellings must be constructed with finished floor levels set no lower than
26.82 metres to Australian Height Datum (AHD), which is 300mm above the
applicable flood level of 26.52 m to AHD.

The garages must be constructed with finished floor levels set no lower than
26.67 metres to Australian Height Datum (AHD), which is 150mm above the
applicable flood level of 26.52 m to AHD.

A setback of 1m is required from the eastern property boundary, maintained at
natural surface level and free of obstructions, with the exception of 39 Newry St.

No fill is permitted outside of the building footprint with the exception of minimal
fill required for ramping to garages, provided this is outside of any required
setbacks.

Prior to the commencement of works a separate application direct to Melbourne
Water, must be made and approved of any new or modified storm water
connection to Melbourne Water's drains or watercourses. Prior to accepting an
application, evidence must be provided demonstrating that Council considers
that it is not feasible to connect to the local drainage system.

End Melbourne Water Conditions

26.

This permit will expire if one of the following circumstances applies:
a) The development is not started within two years of the date of this permit.

b)  The development is not completed within four years of the date of this
permit.

In accordance with Section 69 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987, a
request may be submitted to the Responsible Authority within the prescribed
timeframes for an extension of the periods referred to in this condition.

NOTES:

A.

This permit does not constitute any authority to carry out any building works or
occupy the building or part of the building unless all relevant building permits
are obtained.

Nothing in this permit hereby issued shall be construed to allow the removal of,
damage to or pruning of a significant tree (including the roots) without the
further written approval of Council.

“Significant Tree” means a tree or palm:

a) with a trunk circumference of 140 cm or greater measured at 1.4 m above
its base;

b)  with a total circumference of all its trunks of 140 cm or greater measured at
1.4 m above its base;

c) with a trunk circumference of 180 cm or greater measured at its base; or

d) with a total circumference of all its trunks of 180 cm or greater measured at
its base.
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Please contact the Council Arborists on 8290 1333 to ascertain if permission is
required for tree removal or pruning or for further information and protection of
trees during construction works.

C. Nothing in the permit hereby issued may be construed to allow the removal of,
damage to or pruning of any street tree without the further written consent of the
Stonnington City Council. Contact the Council Arborists on 8290 1333 for
further information.

D. The owners and occupiers of the dwellings hereby approved are not eligible to
receive “Resident Parking Permits”.

E. Council has adopted a zero tolerance approach in respect to the failure to
implement the vegetation related requirements of Planning Permits and
endorsed documentation. Any failure to fully adhere to these requirements will
be cause for prosecution. This is the first and only warning which will be issued.

F. Atthe permitissue date, Section 69 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987
stated that the Responsible Authority may extend the periods referred to if a
request is made in writing within the following timeframes:

i.  Before or within 6 months after the permit expiry date, where the
development allowed by the permit has not yet started; and

ii.  Within 12 months after the permit expiry date, where the development
allowed by the permit has lawfully started before the permit expires.
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Notes:

Total Site Area 938 m?

Total Site Coverage 603 m?(64%)

Total Garden Area 335 m?(36%)
5 Area Breakdown
- Town House 1 Total Area 152 m? Town House 2 Total Area 151 m?
o Town House 1 Site Coverage 117 m? Town House 2 Site Coverage 116 m?
d Town House 1 Garden Area 35.6 m? Town House 2 Garden Area 38 m?
2 Town House 1 SPOS 61m? Town House 2 SPOS 61m?
| Town House 3 Total Area 152 m? Town House 4 Total Area 151 m?
& Town House 3 Site Coverage 117 m? Town House 4 Site Coverage 116 m?
E Town House 3 Garden Area 35.6 m? Town House 4 Garden Area 38 m?
>l Town House 3 SPOS 61m? Town House 4 SPOS 61 m?

Fencing

All site fencing to be 1700mm high unless otherwise noted

Timber Screens

Windows

All external timber screens to comply with Standard B22 and have no greater
transparency than 25% as detailed in 1 & 2 of TP120

All windows will be double glazed and where applicable openable and fly screened as
per SDA report

Doors

Magnetic doorstops on large bedroom doors to facilitate cross ventilation

Mechanical Exhausts

Kitchens to have dedicated exhaust fan to vent directly to exterior. Bathroom & Laundry
areas to have exhaust fans.

Volatile Organic Compounds

All paints, adhesives and sealants and flooring will not exceed limits outlined in the
SDA Appendix 4. Alternatively, products with no VOCs will be selected.

1 YHORIZONTAL SCREEN DETAIL
TP120 ) SCALE 1:20

Exterior Brick surface

Window Glazing
—

1700

Internal Finish Floor

Formaldehyde Minimisation

All engineered wood products will have 'low' formaldehyde emissions, certified as EO
or better.

Acoustic Comfort

Acoustic comfort will be achieved in the townhouses by internal ambient

Noise levels. The dwellings will be constructed to ensure good acoustic separation
between spaces and limit the transmission of undesirable external noise via double
glazing and acoustically rated building materials.

Heating and Cooling

Heating and cooling in the dwellings will be provided by reverse-cycle systems with
a minimum energy efficiency rating of 5 stars (or within one energy efficiency star of
the best available of the capacity of the specified system.

Hot Water

Hot water will be supplied to each townhouse through individual, high efficiency
solar/electric heat pump system. The heat pump(s) will have a high COP and all delivery
pipework will be highly insulated to reduce losses. In conjunction with the solar PV
system, this will allow for an energy efficient hot water system.

External Lighting

External lighting will incorporate controls (e.g. light sensors, timers) to minimise
energy consumption when lighting is not required.

Internal Lighting

Lighting in at least 90% of the development will generally be high- efficiency LED
fittings designed to achieve a 20% reduction from the 2019 NCC maximum
illumination power densities as specified in Table J6.2a of NCC 2019 Volume 1.

Energy Efficient Appliances

Any appliances provided in the development as part of the base building work (e.g.
dishwashers) will be selected within one energy rating star of the best available.

Renewable Energy Systems

The development will host a minimum 12kW solar PV system for renewable energy
generation (3kW for each townhouse). Typically, this is achieved by installing, for
example, 48 x 250W panels of 1m x 1.6m each.

Water Fixtures and Fittings

he Planning and Environm

Toilets 4 star, Taps 5 star, showerheads 4 star, building works water appliances to
be WELS one star

Landscaping

Rainwater tanks

All non-food production landscaping to be constructed on xeriscape principles

To be a minimum of 2000L per town house. Stored to be used for toilet flush and
landscape irrigation

& General Note: All plans to be read in conjunction with the SDA report, landscape plan, arborist report and traffic report in this
application.

/\Extruded party wall behind
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39 Newry Street Windsor

T: 0401 368 938

E: elisabeth@vodnet.com.au

Aluminium RHS Batterns
by DecoBattern 50x150mm
Decowood Finish or similar

owdercoated Steel
Rectangular Screen frame

set 1700 above finished floor
level of first floor and 500mm
away from exterior face of
building. Fixed to extruded
party wall between townhouses.

wood colouring set horizontally
at a fixed 53% angle @ 200mm
centres.Allowing a 50mm gap
between every 150mm battern
allowing for a 25% permeablity.
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8.2 Planning Application 0277/21 - 627 Chapel Street,
South Yarra

Manager Statutory Planning: Alex Kastaniotis
Director Planning & Place: Annaliese Battista

Purpose of Report

For Council to consider a planning application for use of the land for the sale and
consumption of liquor in association with the use of the tenancies as food and drink
premises (restaurant and cafe) (as of right) in the Activity Centre Zone and a reduction in the
bicycle parking requirements at Ground and Floor 1, 627 Chapel Street, South Yarra.

Abstract
Proposal

The application relates to the two retail tenancies at ground and first floor (currently under
construction in accordance with Planning Permit No. 565/18). The application proposes a
restaurant and cafe liquor license for both tenancies.

Tenancy 'A' on the Chapel Street frontage is proposed to be used as a restaurant (as of
right) over two levels, operating from 7am to midnight, seven days a week. The maximum
number of patrons is 375.

Tenancy 'B' on the Daly Street frontage is proposed to be used as a cafe (as of right),
operating from 7am to midnight, seven days a week. The maximum number of patrons is 86.

Officer Recommendation Summary

That Council authorise Officers to issue a Notice of Decision subject to conditions outlined
in the Officer Recommendation. The proposal is supported for the following reasons:

. The proposal is consistent with the requirements of Clause 22.10 (Licensed Premises
Policy) and Clause 52.27 (Licensed Premises).

. The proposal will not have an unreasonable impact on the amenity of the area,
including nearby residential properties.

Issues

The following are the key issues in respect of this application:
° Amenity impacts on surrounding residential properties.
Officer’s response

The subiject site is located within the Chapel Street Activity Centre. Relevant planning policy
encourages licensed premises within activity centres, whilst acknowledging that the licensed
premises must be appropriately managed to minimise adverse amenity impacts on the
surrounding area, including residential uses.

Due to the nature of restaurant and café liquor licenses, which requires seating for at least
75% of patrons and that the predominant activity carried out on premises is the preparation
and serving of meals, they are considered to be lower risk premises.
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Overall, it is considered that the proposal will not result in unreasonable amenity impacts on
the area. The proposal can be appropriately managed by the conditions in the

recommendation if a permit is to issue.

Executive Summary

Applicant: Goldfields c/o Urbis

Ward: North

Zone: Activity Centre Zone — Schedule 1 (ACZ1)
Overlay: Incorproated Plan Overlay — Schedule 3 (IPO3)

Environmental Audit Overlay

Date Lodged:

19 April 2021

Statutory Days:
(as at Council Meeting date)

106

Trigger for Referral to Council:

More than 7 objections

Patron Numbers

Tenancy ‘A’ — 375 patrons (345 internally and 30
externally)

Tenancy ‘B’ — 86 patrons (62 internally and 24
externally)

Cultural Heritage Plan

No

Number of Objections:

12

Consultative Meeting:

Yes — held on 4 August 2021

Officer Recommendation

Notice of Decision to Grant a Planning Permit

Background
The Proposal

The plans that form part of the basis of Council's consideration were prepared by Cox
Architecture and are known as drawing number A28-012 (Red Line Plan — Ground) and A28-
014 (Red Line Plan — Level 1), Council date stamped 31 May 2021. Noise and Amenity
Action Plans have also been prepared for both tenancies by Urbis, Council date stamped 31
May 2021.

The proposal is for the use of the land for the sale and consumption of liquor, comprising of
two separate restaurant and café liquor licenses in association with the use of the tenancies
as food and drink premises. Key features of the proposal are:

o Tenancy 'A":
o The tenancy is located on the Chapel Street frontage and is proposed to be used
as a restaurant (as of right) over two levels.
o Operating from 7am to midnight, seven days a week.
o A total of 375 patrons are proposed to be housed at the premises. Comprising of
150 patrons at ground floor, 30 patrons in the external dining area on Chapel
Street and 195 patrons at first floor.
o Proposed to operate with 15 staff.
. Tenancy 'B":
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o This tenancy is located on the Daly Street frontage at ground floor only and is
proposed to be used as a cafe (as of right).
o Operating from 7am to midnight, seven days a week.
o A total of 86 patrons are proposed to be housed at the premises. Comprising of
62 patrons internally and 24 patrons in the external dining area on the Daly
Street frontage.
o Proposed to operate with 5 staff.
o No live music or DJ’s are proposed, there will be background music only.
. Waste will be stored on site within the waste storage area adjacent to the loading bay
and collected by a private contractor.
. Five car parking spaces in the basement are shown as allocated to the two retail
tenancies within the development at 627 Chapel Street.
. No buildings and works or signage is proposed as part of this application.

Site and Surrounds

The site is located on the south-western corner of the intersection of Chapel Street and Daly
Street, South Yarra. The site has the following significant characteristics:

. The site is located within the Chapel Street Activity Centre, within the Forrest Hill sub
precinct. The Chapel Street precinct comprises of a variety of uses including shopping,
offices, civic, cultural, entertainment and residential use and development.

. The subject site comprises of Tenancy ‘A’ and Tenancy ‘B’ which are located at
ground and first floor of the 24 level commercial building currently under development
at 627 Chapel Street in accordance with Planning Permit No. 565/18. The building is
approved to be used as office and retail. The main entry to the upper level office
tenancies within the building is via the large lobby on the Daly Street frontage. The
building also has 109 bicycle parking spaces and 135 car parking spaces over 5
basement levels.

. The building at 627 Chapel Street occupies an irregular shaped lot with a frontage of
25.92 metres to Chapel Street on the eastern side, 56.19 metres frontage to Daly
Street on the northern side, and abuttals to Almeida Crescent on the southern and
western frontages.

. Tenancy ‘A’ is located on the frontage to Chapel Street at ground and first floor. The
ground floor has a floor area of 246 square metres and the first floor is 301 square
metres.

. Tenancy ‘B’ is located on the Daly Street frontage at ground floor. The tenancy has a
floor area of 94 square metres.

. To the north on the opposite side of Daly Street is 2 Daly Street which is occupied by
the former tramways sub-station currently used as a shop and 641 Chapel Street
occupied by the Olsen Hotel.

. To the east on the opposite side of Chapel Street is a 12-storey residential apartment
building at 650 Chapel Street.

. To the south on the opposite side of Almeida Crescent is the ‘Capitol Grand’
development at 241-243 Toorak Road, comprising of three levels of shops and two
residential towers above, and the ‘lIk’ development at 299 Toorak Road which is a
mixed use building with commercial uses at lower levels and apartments above.

° To the west on the opposite side of Aimeida Crescent is 7 Almeida Crescent. The site
is occupied by a two-storey commercial building.

Previous Planning Application/s

A search of Council records indicates the following relevant planning applications:
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o Planning Permit No. 565/18 for construction of a mixed-use building for use as office,
retail and bar; sale and consumption of liquor (on-premises); variation to the design
requirements of the Activity Centre Zone; variation to an easement; reduction of the
car parking requirements; and advertising sighage was issued on 26 June 2019 in
accordance with VCAT Order P38/2019. Works are currently being undertaken on site
in accordance with this permit.

Condition 13 of the permit requires that the owner enters into a Section 173 agreement
with the Responsible Agreement that includes a requirements for the owner to allow
free and unimpeded public access over the 3 metre wide easement located on private
property along the Chapel Street frontage at all times. The proposed areas of footpath
trading on the Chapel Street frontage do not encroach into this easement.

A number of amendments have been sought to this permit. This includes most recently
an amendment sought pursuant to Section 87A of the Act for the inclusion of a
licensed bar on the roof of the building and consequential built form modifications. This
amendment was recently approved by VCAT on 12 August 2021 in accordance with
VCAT order P3/2021. The bar has been approved with a maximum of 190 patrons and
is permitted to operate 12pm to 11pm Sunday to Wednesday and 12pm to 12am
Thursday to Saturday.

The Title

The site is described on Certificate of Title Volume 9678 Folio 315/ Lot 1 on Title Plan
577968R. The site is affected by two easements, as follows:

° E1 — a triangular shaped easement extending along the western portion of the
southern boundary. Planning Permit No. 565/18 removes this easement.

. E2 —is a 3 metre wide easement along the Chapel Street frontage. E2 is a
carriageway easement in favour of Council.

Registered on the relevant land title there is an Agreement pursuant to Section 52A of the
Town and Council Planning Act 1963. The Agreement specifies a number of requirements,
including the creation of E2, the annexure and handing to Council of a portion of land at the
rear of 209 Toorak Road (which was then in common ownership) and agreements regarding
road construction.

There is no proposed change to the above agreement and the proposal will not breach any
restrictions on title.

Planning Controls

The following controls/permit triggers are considerations for this application:
Zone

Clause 37.08 — Activity Centre Zone

Pursuant to Clause 37.08-2 (Table of Uses) land uses are detailed in Schedule 1. Pursuant
to Schedule 1 a permit is not required for a food and drink premises on the condition that it is
located at ground or first floor. This condition is met for both tenancies, therefore a permit for
the use is not required.

Overlays
Clause 43.03 — Incorporated Plan Overlay

Pursuant to Clause 43.03-1 a permit granted must be generally in accordance with the
incorporated plan, unless a schedule to this overlay specifies otherwise. Pursuant to Clause
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1 of Schedule 3 the provisions of this overlay only applies to licensed hotels, taverns and
nightclubs, the proposal is not for one of these uses therefore this provision is not applicable.

Clause 45.03 — Environmental Audit Overlay

Pursuant to Clause 45.03-1, before the commencement of a sensitive use, an environmental
audit must be undertaken. Food and drink premises are not considered a “sensitive use”, the
requirements under this provision are therefore not applicable.

Particular Provisions
Clause 52.06 - Car Parking

Clause 52.06-2 states that before a new use commences, the number of car parking spaces
required under Clause 52.06-5 must be provided. Clause 52.06-3 states that a permit is
required to reduce these requirements. As part of Planning Permit No. 565/18 a car parking
reduction was considered for the development on the site, including the retail tenancies. The
term ‘retail’ includes shop and food and drink premises, both of which generate the same car
parking rate of 3.5 spaces to each 100sqgm of leasable floor area. The onsite car parking
requirement for the use has therefore been addressed under Planning Permit No. 565/18.

A planning permit is not required pursuant to Clause 52.06.
Clause 52.27 — Licensed Premises

Pursuant to Clause 52.27 a permit is required to use land to sell or consume liquor if a
license is required under the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998. Accordingly, a permit is
required for the restaurant and café liquor license’s associated with the food and drink
premises. The application is seeking two licenses under the one permit application.

Clause 52.34 — Bicycle Facilities

Pursuant to Clause 52.34-1 a new use must not commence until the required bicycle
facilities are provided on the land in accordance with the requirements at Clause 52.34-5.
Pursuant to Clause 52.34-2 a permit is required to reduce the requirements of Clause 52.34-
5. A restaurant has a specific requirement for bicycle facilities. The proposed uses generate
a requirement for 11 bicycle spaces. 5 spaces are provided on site for the restaurants,
therefore a reduction of 6 bicycle parking spaces is required.

Relevant Planning Policies

Clause 11.03-1S — Activity Centres
Clause 17 — Economic Development
Clause 21.04 — Economic Development
Clause 22.10 — Licensed Premises Policy
Clause 65 — Decision Guidelines

Advertising

The application has been advertised pursuant to Section 52 of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 by sending notices to the owners and occupiers of adjoining land and
by placing 2 signs on the site. The public notification of the application has been completed
satisfactorily.

The site is located in North Ward and objections from 12 different properties have been
received. The objections are summarised as follows:

. Impacts of noise emanating from the site.
. Impact of additional foot and traffic congestion in the area.

81 of 332



Council Meeting 20 September 2021 - Agenda

o Use of the external area for consumption of alcohol, a number of objectors have
suggested that the outdoor dining areas shouldn’t be occupied after 11pm.

. Proximity of the venue to residential properties and the amenity impacts on the
dwellings.

. General concerns with the consumption of alcohol in the Chapel Street Precinct and
anti-social behavior.

A Consultative Meeting was held on 4 August 2021. The meeting was attended by Mayor
Hely and Councillor Koce, representatives of the applicant, objectors and a Council Planning
Officer. The meeting did not result in any changes to the proposal. However, the applicant
did advise that they are agreeable to a reduction in the hours of for the sale and
consumption of liquor in the outdoor dining areas until 11pm.

Referrals
Social / Community Planning

. Overall the application presents as an appropriate use and location for the two
restaurants, which propose operating under Restaurant and café liquor licences.

. The submitted Cumulative Impact Assessment report is comprehensive and includes
an appropriate assessment of potential risks and mitigation measures, which are likely
to ensure the venues are low risk propositions and unlikely to cause any further
unreasonable amenity impacts on the surrounding area.

. The report accurately notes that restaurants by nature are considered low risk given
the inclusion of conditions in their license around the provision of meals, seating
requirements and background music.

. Other characteristics particular to this application which present as low risk for adverse
amenity impacts include the indoor nature of the restaurants and the locations near
transport options, which will help with dispersal of patrons after closing.

. The application also highlights that although there are residences located to the south
in the Capital apartments there is sufficient separation between the premises that
noise is unlikely to be an issue.

. In relation to the Chapel Street tenancy, which spreads across two levels, it is
suggested that the patrons numbers for each area are specified / designated
separately to ensure the maximum number of patrons is spread across the levels and
not concentrated into one area only.

Planner comment:

The recommendation includes a condition specifying the number of patrons that can be
housed in each level of the premises and externally.

Local Laws

. Local Laws has no issues with these businesses having a Restaurant and Café Liquor
Licence.

Transport and Parking

. The Transport and Parking Unit has no in principle objections to the change in use.

. No changes to the car parking provision at the site are proposed. As such, the traffic
generation at the site is not likely to be significantly impacted.

. The site has good access to public transport and it is anticipated that many patrons will
already have another purpose in the area.

. The proposal should provide additional onsite bicycle parking facilities to meet the
statutory requirement for bike parking for a restaurant.
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Planner comment:

Refer to detailed assessment below regarding the onsite bicycle parking provision.

Key Issues and Discussion
Strategic Justification

The site is within the Chapel Street Activity Centre. Council’s Local Policy at Clause 21.04-1
classifies the Chapel Street Activity Centre as a ‘principal activity centre’ within the
municipality, which is further reinforced through the zoning of the land within the Activity
Centre Zone. Council’s Local Policies (Clause 17.02-1S and 21.04) recognise the
importance of licensed premises in contributing to the vibrancy and economic strength of the
municipality. Whilst acknowledging that licensed premises should be managed to minimise
adverse amenity impacts on surrounding residential uses. Furthermore, the Activity Centre
Schedule 1 seeks to enhance the livability of the Chapel Street precinct whilst, managing
potential conflicts between residential and hospitality uses and ensure that the location and
scale of the uses contribute to the livability and role of the activity centre. Where there are
surrounding residential uses policy focuses on the effective management of the licensed
premises rather than exclusion of such premises from the area.

It is considered that the subject site is suitably located within the Chapel Street Activity
Centre for a licensed premises and will contribute to the vibrancy and activation of the street.
The potential amenity impacts and their management are discussed in detail below.

Liquor

Consideration of new liquor license applications is guided by Clause 22.10 (Licensed
Premises Policy) and Clause 52.27 (Licensed Premises). Clause 22.10 seeks to establish an
appropriate mix of licensed premises relative to other uses, including residential, within
activity centers and seeks to encourage daytime uses and active frontages. Pursuant to
Clause 22.10 and Clause 52.27, licensed premises should not have an unreasonable impact
on the amenity of the surrounding uses in relation to noise, hours of operation, light spill, and
car parking demand. An assessment of these factors is undertaken below.

Cumulative impact

Whilst there are a number of licensed premises in the Chapel Street precinct, as outlined in
the referral comments from Council’s Social/Community Planner, due to the nature of
restaurant and café liquor licenses they are generally considered low risk and there is
minimal risk of cumulative impact as a result of the proposal. The primary use of the land is
for the preparation and serving of meals, while the sale and supply of liquor on the premises
is a secondary aspect. Pursuant to Section 9A of the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 (Vic)
and Standard Licence Obligations — Restaurant and Café set out by the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulations, the following requirements apply to
restaurant and café liquor licenses:

. The predominant activity to be carried out on the premises is the preparation and
serving of meals to be consumed on the licensed premises; and

° Tables and chairs must be placed in position on the licensed premises so as to be
available to at least 75% of the patrons attending the premises at any one time.

Therefore, ensuring that under the proposed license the tenancies must operate
predominantly as a food and drink premises. On this basis, it is unlikely that this proposal will
lead to intoxication and anti-social behaviour, but rather will positively contribute to the high
level of activity in this area and add to the overall vibrancy of the precinct.
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Patron numbers and hours of operation
A total of 461 patrons are proposed to be housed across the two tenancies. Comprising of:

e Tenancy 'A' - 150 patrons at ground floor, 30 patrons in the external dining area on
Chapel Street and 195 patrons at first floor.

e Tenancy 'B' - 62 patrons internally and 24 patrons in the external dining area on the
Daly Street frontage.

The proposed patron numbers have been supported by advice from a building surveyor that
the site can accommodate the above capacities, noting that some changes in capacity may
occur based on the internal fit out by future operators of the premises.

The proposal includes 30 patrons to be housed externally within the Chapel Street footpath
trading area and 24 patrons on the Daly Street frontage. A review of other premises within
the South Yarra end of Chapel Street that include footpath trading for the sale and
consumption of liquor indicate that external patron numbers are typically between 30 to 60
patrons. The number of patrons proposed to be housed in the footpath areas is considered
in keeping with other approvals.

The opening hours proposed are 7am to midnight, seven days a week.

Council’s Licensed Premises Policy at Clause 22.10 preferences any trading after 11:00pm
to occur in a Principal or Major Activity Centre but also discourages trading after 11pm
adjacent to residential uses unless the use will not adversely affect the amenity of the area.
As outlined in the referral comments above the proposed use of the site is predominantly
indoors which generally minimises adverse amenity impacts as a result of the use on the
surrounding area. Therefore, the use of the internal areas until midnight is generally
considered acceptable.

A small portion of the proposed patron numbers are proposed to be housed externally. The
external areas are considered to have potential for greater impacts on the amenity of the
area. A review of the other permits in the area indicate that conditions on the permit require
the sale and consumption of liquor in external areas to cease at 11pm. As outlined above,
objectors have requested this condition and the applicant is agreeable to this also. This
condition is considered appropriate for the location of the site and will reasonably limit the
use of the external area to an appropriate time and in line with policy, as such if a permit is to
issue this will be included as a condition.

Subject to conditions, the hours and patrons numbers are deemed to be reasonable for a
restaurant and café within the Chapel Street precinct and will not result in significant adverse
amenity impacts on the surrounding area, including residential properties.

Noise and amenity

The area consists of a mixture of commercial tenancies, including cafes, restaurants and
retail shops, as well as a number of residential apartments. In support of the application
Noise and Amenity Action Plans (NAAP) have been prepared for each of the tenancies in
accordance with Clause 22.10. The plans outline details of potential noise sources, sensitive
areas, measures to control noise emissions, details of staffing, complaint procedures, waste
management and other details of the operation. It is considered that the submitted NAAP’s
outline appropriate measures commensurate to the scale of the use and type of license
which will assist in protecting the amenity of the surrounding area.

The applicant has also provided an acoustic report in support of the proposal. The report
recommends that the background music levels are managed by installing and calibrating a
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noise limiter system to the in-house sound system that automatically limits sound system
volumes to ensure that music noise levels does not exceed pre-set levels. The limiter should
be calibrated by a suitably qualified engineer and housed in a tamper proof enclosure. The
implementation of the noise limiter will be included as a condition should a permit issue to
ensure that internal noise levels are appropriately controlled.

Conditions will also be included on the permit, should one issue, requiring that noise
emanating from the subject site must conform with Environment Protection Regulations
under the Environment Protection Act 2017 and the incorporated Noise Protocol (Publication
1826.2, Environment Protection Authority, November 2020), that only background noise may
be played internally and that there must be no external speakers.

Waste

Waste will be stored on site within the waste storage area adjacent to the loading bay and
collected by a private contractor. To ensure that the waste management does not impact on
the amenity of the area a standard condition will be included on the permit that the collection
of waste is in accordance with Council’s Local Law.

Car Parking and Traffic

As outlined above, a reduction in the on-site car parking was considered as part of the
development of the site under Planning Permit No. 565/18. There are no changes to the car
parking provision on site and the traffic generation associated with the use is not likely to be
significantly impacted.

The site is well located within close proximity to public transport, paid parking facilities and is
likely to cater to high levels of foot traffic and office workers and residents in the vicinity of
the site.

Bicycle Facilities

Overall the development at the subject site in accordance with Planning Permit No. 565/18
has a surplus of bicycle parking. However, the majority of the bicycle parking spaces are
allocated to the office use, comprising of 80 bicycle parking spaces for the office workers, 23
for office visitors and 5 for the retail tenancies (the retail tenancies are the subject of this
application). No additional spaces are proposed as part of this application, therefore the
change of use requires a reduction of 6 bicycle spaces from the statutory provision.

The subiject site is located within the Chapel Street Activity Centre and is well serviced by
public transport, including tram services along Chapel Street and Toorak Road as well as
being within walking distance of South Yarra Station. Therefore, it is considered that the site
is highly accessible by other transport modes such as walking and public transport to
overcome the shortfall of bicycle parking. A reduction in the bicycle parking requirement is
considered acceptable.

Governance Compliance

Conflicts of Interest Disclosure

No Council Officer and/or contractors who have provided advice in relation to this report
have declared a conflict of interest regarding the matter under consideration.

Human Rights Consideration

This application has been assessed in accordance with the requirements of the Planning
and Environment Act 1987 (including the Stonnington Planning Scheme), reviewed by the

85 of 332



Council Meeting 20 September 2021 - Agenda

State Government and which complies with the Charter of Human Rights & Responsibilities
Act 2006.

Attachments

1. 0277/21 - 627 Chapel Street, South Yarra [8.2.1 - 3 pages]

Officer Recommendation

That Council AUTHORISE Officers to issue a Notice of Decision to Grant a Planning
Permit No: 277/21 for the land located at Ground and Floor 1 (Tenancy ‘A’ and ‘B’), 627
Chapel Street, South Yarra under the Stonnington Planning Scheme for use of the
land (ground and first floor retail tenancies) for the sale and consumption of liquor
(two restaurant and cafe liquor licenses) in association with the use of the tenancies
as food and drink premises (restaurant and cafe) (as of right) in the Activity Centre
Zone and a reduction in the bicycle parking requirement subject to the following
conditions:

1. The plans endorsed to accompany the permit must not be amended without the
written consent of the Responsible Authority.

2. The approved Noise and Amenity Action Plans form part of the permit and both
tenancies must operate in accordance with the applicable plan to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

3. A maximum of 461 patrons may be housed on the premises at any one time to
the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority, comprising of:

a) Tenancy ‘A’:
- 150 patrons at ground floor;
- 30 patrons in the external dining area on Chapel Street; and
- 195 patrons at first floor.
b) Tenancy 'B":
- 62 patrons internally; and
- 24 patrons in the external dining area on the Daly Street frontage.

4. Without the prior written consent of the Responsible Authority, the sale and
consumption of liquor shall only occur within the licenced area between the
following hours:

a) Internal areas:

- 7am to midnight, seven days a week.
b)  Footpath trading / external areas:

- 7am to 11pm, seven days a week.

5. The predominant activity carried out at all times on the licensed premises must
be the preparation and serving of meals to be consumed on the premises to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. The kitchen must remain open at all
times the premises is operating.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Tables and chairs must be placed in position on the licensed premises so as to
be available for at least 75% of the patrons in each area at any one time, to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

There must be no patron queueing outside the venue to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority.

Internal sound systems within both tenancies must be fitted with a noise limiter
capable of octave band control housed in a tamper proof enclosure. Noise
limiters must be installed and calibrated by a suitably qualified acoustic
engineer to achieve compliance with Environment Protection Regulations under
the Environment Protection Act 2017 and the incorporated Noise Protocol
(Publication 1826.2, Environment Protection Authority, November 2020), to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

No speakers are to be located externally.

Noise emanating from the subject land must comply with Environment
Protection Regulations under the Environment Protection Act 2017 and the
incorporated Noise Protocol (Publication 1826.2, Environment Protection
Authority, November 2020), to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.
Any works required to ensure and maintain the noise levels from the premises
are in compliance with this policy must be completed prior to the
commencement of the use or occupation of the site and maintained thereafter,
all to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

The provision of music and entertainment on the premises must be limited to
background music or entertainment by performers using non-amplified
instruments unless with the written consent of the Responsible Authority.

Bottles and rubbish must not be removed from within the premises to the waste
storage area between the hours of 11pm and 7am the following day.

The collection of wastes and recyclables from the premises (other than normal
Stonnington City Council collection) must be in accordance with Council's
General Local Laws.

The use must be managed so that the amenity of the area is not detrimentally
affected through the:

a) Transport of materials, goods or commodities to or from the land;
b) Appearance of any building, works or materials;

c) Emission of noise, artificial light, vibration, smell, fumes, smoke, vapour,
steam, soot, ash, dust, waste water, waste products, grit or oil, and

d) Presence of vermin.

This permit will expire if one of the following circumstances applies:

a) The use is not started within two years from the date of this permit.
b) The use is discontinued for a period of two years or more.

In accordance with Section 69 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987, the
Responsible Authority may extend the periods referred to if a request is made in
writing within the prescribed timeframes, where the use allowed by the permit
has not yet started.
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NOTES

A.

This permit is for the use of the land and/or buildings and does not constitute
any authority to conduct a business requiring Health Act/Food Act registration
without prior approval from the Councils Health Services.

This permit does not constitute any authority to carry out any building works or
occupy the building or part of the building unless all relevant building permits
are obtained.

Unless a permit is not required under the Stonnington Planning Scheme, signs
must not be constructed or displayed without a further planning permit.

Background music level, in relation to premises, means a level that enables
patrons to conduct a conversation at a distance of 600 millimetres without
having to raise their voices to a substantial level.

This permit does not give any authority to occupy the footpath for trading
without prior approval from Council's Local Laws department. A permit must be
obtained for footpath trading and it must accord with the relevant Footpath
Trading Code.

At the permit issue date, Section 69 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987
stated that the Responsible Authority may extend the periods referred to if a
request is made in writing within the following timeframes:

i.  Before or within 6 months after the permit expiry date, where the
development allowed by the permit has not yet started; and

ii.  Within 12 months after the permit expiry date, where the development
allowed by the permit has lawfully started before the permit expires.
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8.3 Perth Street, Prahran - Permanent Implementation
of One-Way Flow Consultation

Manager Transport & Parking: lan McLauchlan
Director Environment & Infrastructure: Rick Kwasek

Linkage to Council Plan
Liveability: The most desirable place to live, work and visit.

L6 Maintain Council’s infrastructure and assets essential for the sustainable operation of the City.

Purpose of Report

To consider the results of the consultation undertaken for the permanent implementation of
one-way flow in Perth Street, Prahran.

Officer Recommendation
That Council:

1. APPROVE the permanent implementation of one-way flow arrangement in the
southbound direction in Perth Street, Prahran between Commercial Road and
Greville Street.

2. APPROVE the permanent implementation of one-way flow arrangement in the
northbound direction in Perth Street, Prahran between High Street and Greville
Street.

3. APPROVE the undertaking of civil works at the Commercial Road, High Street
and Greville Street intersections and notify affected properties.

4. Review traffic speeds and volumes in Donald Street and Alfred Street following
the completion of the works in Recommendation 3.

5. AUTHORISE officers to notify those who made a submission as part of the
consultation process of this decision.

Executive Summary

1. A public consultation process was undertaken regarding permanent implementation of
one-way traffic flow in Perth Street, Prahran.

2. From written submissions received 108 people supported the proposal, and 37 people
opposed the proposal.

3. Submitters were also provided an opportunity to state their case at a hearing by a
committee of Council to consider the matter. This occurred on 16 August 2021. Eight (8)
submitters were heard in relation to the proposal

Background

4. Twenty—eight (28) letters from residents in Perth Street and surrounding streets were
received in 2019 requesting one-way flow due to concerns with traffic speeds and
congestion.

5. On 1 June 2020 a report was presented for decision by Council on the implementation of
a trial of one-way flow in Perth Street after consultation with the residents. A decision
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was made to proceed with this trial, refer Attachment 1, and outlines the background
prior to this report. The trial commenced in August 2020, in the midst of the Victorian
Covid-19 lockdown, however Council made the decision to proceed with the trial due to
the community appetite for the one-way flow to be implemented.

Part of the resolution by Council was:

o 7. CONSULT with the affected community through a section 223 process
seeking feedback on the trial, and their preference for maintaining the one-way
flow or reopening the street to two-way flow.

As per part 7 of the resolution, officers were required to seek feedback on the trial one-
way flow arrangement. Since that Council decision, Council has implemented the
Engagement Policy and the process followed was in accordance with this rather than the
S223 process listed which has been superseded. A speed and volume survey identical
to the one conducted in 2019 was also completed for a 2 week period (spanning 23
February to 8 March 2021, not including the Labour Day weekend). This was done as a
comparison for residents who received the consultation material. The 2019 and 2021
counts are included in Attachment 2. It is important to note that speed and volume
counts have been difficult to conduct in the current environment due to the constant
changing of COVID-19 restrictions. These surveys were conducted outside of any Metro
Melbourne lockdowns. It was acknowledged that the counts were conducted shortly after
the snap lockdown in February 2021. As such, we asked the Department of Transport for
some advice on the traffic volumes and they provided the below table.

Flemington
Alexandra Nepean Hw Toorak Rd Change
RdatRoyal | Hoddle Stat | Kings Way o ’ e

Pde at at Glen Eirc at Williams Total from last
Childrens | BridgeRd | atSturtSt © '

Nicholson St . Rd Rd week
Hospital

Mon 24 Feb - Sun 1 Mar 74,227 35,358 62,896 87,220 43,448 17178 320,328 N/A

(Baseline)

Mon 15 Feb - Sun 21Feb 50,501 23,202 47,533 61,793 29,610 13,046 225,686

680% 656% 756% | 708% 682% 759% 705% N/A

Mon 22 Feb - Sun 28 Feb 73,160 31,859 65,706 88,388 42,314 17,568 318,995

98.6% 90.1% 104.5% 101.3% 97.4% 102.3% 99.6% 41.3%

Mon 1Mar - Sun 7 Mar 74,204 32291 63,905 87,456 42,253 17,756 317,865
100.0% 91.3% 101.6% 100.3% 972% 103.4% 99.2% 0.4%

Figure 1: Arterial Road Weekday Average Traffic Volumes compared to baseline Mon 24 February 2020 — Sun 1
March 2020

8.

10.

In comparison to the baseline dates from 2020, which was prior to any COVID
lockdowns, the traffic volumes during the survey period on a sample of major arterial
roads were at 90-100% capacity including Toorak Road within Stonnington. The week of
the lockdown had capacity at 70%.

Based on the advice provided by the Department of Transport stating that they were
comfortable that levels of traffic were comparable to other years not affected by COVID,
it was decided that the results received from the survey would have been representative
of true conditions and a re-survey was not required. Whilst this decision was made,
officers were still aware that traffic patterns were not totally comparable to 2019 due to
factors such as more people working from home and not commuting and those who
would normally commute via public transport were choosing to drive their private
vehicles due to the health concerns.

A public notice was published in The Herald Sun on 3 July 2021, on-line in the Leader
publication and placed on Council’s social media platforms. Letters were also sent to
residents and absentee owners of properties in the area bounded by Punt Road,
Commercial Road, High Street and Porter Street (ie, residents who may use Perth Street
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11.

in order to access their property). This public notice and letter can be seen in
Attachment 2. Submissions were required by 30 July 2021.

There was a delay in conducting the consultation due to the uncertainty of COVID
lockdowns. As the length of this consultation was for a month, officers wanted to ensure
that most restrictions were eased, and the best available date to commence was 3 July
2021. Unfortunately, Victoria was placed into a snap lockdown from 16 July to 28 July
2021, in the middle of this consultation. This consultation could have been constantly
delayed but uncertainty around COVID and the restrictions that could be placed on Metro
Melbourne at any time made it difficult to plan. The ad was published and the letters sent
at a time when restrictions were at a minimum and officers wanted to begin the
consultation so a resolution on this matter could be made rather than continuing to delay.

Key Issues and Discussion

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

As a public notice was published it is assumed that submissions can be received from
any person, and a justification of a submitter’s relationship to the proposal is not
necessary. When Council conducts consultation there is a limit of one response per
property. The process does not require a person to indicate their place of residence
(there are no submission requirements other than making a statement of support or
opposition), and therefore all submissions have been counted if they include a person’s
details for identification.

As stated above, the public notice and a submission form was delivered to those that live
in the local area of Perth Street to improve engagement with those directly affected. One
property (8 Perth Street) did not receive this letter at the same time as the rest due to
locked access to their mailboxes. A separate delivery was organised to this property and
a slight extension of the closing date was provided to allow these residents to respond.

A total of 145 submissions were received in response to the advertisement. There were
108 in support of the one-way flow being permanently installed and 37 against the
change. This indicates that a majority of people who made a submission supported the
one-way flow being retained permanently. The submissions received are from 10% of
the properties individually notified of the proposal via letter.

The individual submissions are included in Attachment 3 with identifying details
removed. A summary of these submissions and officer comments on the issues raised is
included in Attachment 4 .

In addition, as permitted by the provisions of Council’s Engagement Policy enacted
under Section 55 and 56 of the Local Government Act 2020, a person has the right to be
present at a meeting to be heard in support of their submission. In this case, 13
submitters indicated they wished to present. Submissions were heard at the Council
Meeting 8on 16 August 2021 at 8pm. Only 8 of the 13 submitters were present at the
meeting however all 13 written submissions were circulated to the Councillors for their
information. Of those that spoke, 6 were in favor of the proposal and 2 were against the
one-way proposal. A summary of the hearing submissions is included as Attachment 5.

No major additional issues were raised not already covered in the written submissions,
although it would be prudent for Council to review view vehicle speeds and volumes in
Donald Street and Alfred Street (the adjacent north-south local streets) following the
permanent implementation of the 1-way flow works in Perth Street

Governance Compliance

Policy Implications
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18. There are no policy implications associated with this report.
Financial and Resource Implications

19. The printing of the advertisements and notification letters for distribution cost a total of
$8,658.84.The speed and volume counts conducted cost $4,719.

Conflicts of Interest Disclosure

20. No Council officer and/or contractors who have provided advice in relation to this report
have declared a conflict of interest regarding the matter under consideration.

Legal / Risk Implications

21. There are no legal / risk implications relevant to this report.
Environmental Implications

22. There are no environmental implications relevant to this report.

Community Consultation

Purpose To identify the views of the public on the existing one-way flow arrangement
in Perth Street, Prahran being made permanent.
IAP2 Goal Consult

Exhibition period | 3 July 2021 to 30 July 2021

Method e Advertisement/Public Notice placed in Herald Sun and Leader
website to commence consultation,

e The public notice and a submission form was distributed to property
occupiers and absentee owners in the local area,

e Responses were emailed or mailed into Council records. These
were collated on whether they support or oppose the proposal. All
comments were also recorded,

e A hearing was run at Council meeting 16 August 2021 for those who
requested to speak to hear a presentation on their submissions

Reach Herald Sun, The Leader Advertisements, Council website, Council Facebook
and Twitter, 1,403 notification and survey letters sent to local property
occupiers and absentee owners.

Summary of See Attachments 3, 4 and 5 for all summaries relating to the consultation.
feedback
Impact The feedback received from the community was an important factor in

understanding the operation of the trial. This has been a major factor in
determining the recommendation.

Human Rights Consideration
23. Complies with the Charter of Human Rights & Responsibilities Act 2006.

Attachments

1. Council Report 1 June 2020 [8.3.1 - 5 pages]

2. Notification and Submission Letter including Area of Distribution [8.3.2 - 6 pages]
3. Perth Street Individual Submissions 2021 [3X6N] [8.3.3 - 8 pages]

4.  Consultation Discussion Report 2021 [D2GF] [8.3.4 - 2 pages]

5. Perth Street Hearing Summary [8.3.5 - 3 pages]
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13.8 Perth Street, Prahran - Proposed Trial of One-
Way Closure Consultation

Manager Transport & Parking: lan McLauchlan
Director Environment & Infrastructure: Rick Kwasek

Linkage to Council Plan
Liveability: The most desirable place to live, work and visit.

L6 Maintain Council’s infrastructure and assets essential for the sustainable operation of the City.

Purpose of Report

To abandon the proposal to implement a trial one-way flow arrangement in Perth Street,
Prahran.

Officer Recommendation
That Council:

1. ABANDON the proposed 6-month trial of a one-way flow arrangement in the
southbound direction in Perth Street, Prahran between Commercial Road and
Greville Street;

2. ABANDON the proposed 6-month trial of a one-way flow arrangement in the
northbound direction in Perth Street, Prahran between High Street and Greville
Street;

3. AUTHORISE officers to notify those who made a submission as part of the
Section 223 process of this decision.

Decision:

MOTION:
MOVED: Cr Melina Sehr SECONDED: Cr Steve Stefanopoulos

That Council:

1. APPROVE a 6 month trial of the proposed one-way flow arrangement in the
southbound direction in Perth Street, Prahran between Commercial Road and
Greville Street following installation of temporary works.

2. APPROVE a 6 months trial of the proposed one-way flow arrangement in the
northbound direction in Perth Street, Prahran between High Street and Greville
Street following installation of temporary works.

3. Undertake traffic, speed and volume studies in all local streets bounded by
Punt Road, Commercial Road, High Street and the Train Line towards the end
of the trial to compare changes in traffic flow.

4. Undertake design of temporary works at the Greville St intersection and notify
affected properties;

5. REPORT back to Council should the trial need to be modified due to
extenuating circumstances.

6. SEEK approval from the Department of Transport and Yarra Trams for the
removal of the existing turn ban restrictions at the Commercial Road and High
Street intersections of Perth Street;
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7. CONSULT with the affected community through a section 223 Process seeking
feedback on the trial, and their preference for maintaining the one-way flow or
reopening the street to two-way flow;

8. AUTHORISE officers to notify those who made a submission as part of the
Section 223 process of this decision.

Carried

Executive Summary

A public consultation process was undertaken regarding the proposal to trial one-way flow in
Perth Street, South Yarra. Seven (7) submitters supported the proposal, and five (5)
opposed it. Submitters were also provided an opportunity to state their case at a hearing to
consider the matter, however this opportunity was not taken up by anyone. This process
satisfies Council’s responsibilities in relation to Section 223 of the Local Government Act.
Based on the feedback received via the consultation processes, it's recommended that the
proposal be abandoned.

Background

Letters from 28 residents in Perth Street and the surrounding streets were received by Council
requesting consideration of one-way flow due to concerns with traffic speeds and congestion.

A speed and volume survey was completed for a 2 week period in response to the request in
September 2019 (6 September to 19 September). Although specific requests for Perth Street
were received, the survey was conducted in each street in the area bounded by Commercial
Road, Punt Road, High Street and the train line to gain an understanding of the vehicle
movements within the entire area.

The results of the area survey indicated that the traffic flow in Perth Street was significantly
higher in comparison to the remaining streets that intersect Greville Street. Following an
evaluation and analysis of the results, an appropriate solution considered was to implement
one-way flow arrangement in Perth Street to try and minimise the cut through traffic.

At the meeting of 18 November 2019, Council considered a report which outlined the results
of the speed and volume counts outlined above. This report presented the results and
discussion of this analysis and examined the community submissions for Perth Street to be
made one-way. This Council report is included as Attachment 1, and the speed and volume
results are included as Attachment 2.

The following resolution was made:
That Council:

1. ENDORSE a one-way flow arrangement in the southbound direction in Perth
Street, Prahran between Commercial Road and Greville Street, for a trial period of
6 months;

2. ENDORSE a one-way flow arrangement in the northbound direction in Perth Street,
Prahran between High Street and Greville Street, for a trial period of 6 months;

3. Exhibit these one-way flow options under the Section 223 process of the Local
Government Act;
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4. Consider a further report at the conclusion of the S223 consultation process in
Recommendation 3.

A notice was published in the Leader Newspaper and The Age Newspaper on 3 December
2019 in accordance with then requirements of Section 223 of the Local Government Act. A
letter was also distributed to properties generally bounded by Commercial Road, Punt Road,
High Street and the train line on 3 December 2019 (see Attachment 3). Responses were
requested by the close of business on 31 January 2020.

Key Issues and Discussion

The Sect.223 consultation process requires a public notice in a newspaper. Therefore, it is
assumed that submissions can be received from any person, and a justification of a
submitter’s relationship to the proposal is not necessary.

When Council officers conduct consultation there is a limit of one response per property. The
Sect.223 process does not require a person to indicate their place of residence (there are no
submission requirements other than making a statement of support or opposition), and
therefore all submissions have been counted if they include a person’s details for
identification.

A small number of submissions were received in response to the advertisement. Counting
each submission received, there were 7 people in support of the one-way proposal and 5
people against the proposed change.

Consultation Result

0%

n Support -7
m Against -5

MNOTSTATED - 0

The above chart indicates that whilst the number that support the one-way flow proposal are
slightly higher than those opposed the response is mixed, the number of responses received
for the proposal was low (12 responses received). Given large notification area (approx 970

properties), the result is surprising and may reflect the timing of consultation period, the level
of interest in the issue or the consultation method (which is a statutory process)..

The individual submissions are included in Attachment 4, with identifying details removed
and a summary of these submissions is included in Attachment 5. In addition, as permitted
under the Local Government Act a person has the right to present at a meeting to be heard
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in support of their submission. In this case, no submitters indicated they wished to present,
so this has not been required.

Previously there was a push from the local community for action to be taken in relation to the
traffic in Perth Street. Twenty eight residents in the local area sent in letters to Council
expressing their concerns with traffic speeds and congestion, requesting consideration of a
one-way flow implementation. This level of support was evident at the time, however was not
represented during the Sect.223 consultation period based on the low response rate
mentioned above.

There was time pressure placed on this proposal from the outset by the residents. Staff
organised speed and volume counts as soon as possible so they could be reported to
Council. After the decision was made on 18 November 2019, the Sect.223 process
commenced as soon as possible given the resident requests for an expedited process. The
normal preference would be to defer until after the Christmas holiday period. Given the
consultation process would occur over the Christmas holiday period, the length of
consultation was extended until the end of January.

Officer Summary

Before the Sect.223 process there appeared to be resident driven support for a one-way flow
arrangement in Perth Street. Throughout the consultation process in accordance with
Sect.223 of the Local Government Act, there was no clear majority opinion to support one-
way flow in Perth Street. A 1-way flow proposal appeared to be less popular than earlier
indicated as the number of responses was lower than the correspondence previously
received from residents. The responses to the Sect.223 are also mixed.

As such, it is recommended that the proposed trial be abandoned as the level of support for
the proposal is considered insufficient to proceed.
Conclusion

A public consultation process has been conducted regarding the proposal to trial one-way
flow in Perth Street, Prahran. Seven submitters supported the trial, and five opposed the
trial. Those who made a submission were given an opportunity to state their case at a
hearing to consider the matter, however no one requested to attend a hearing. The process
undertaken satisfies Council’s responsibilities in relation to Section 223 of the Local
Government Act when considering an access change. Based on the feedback received in
the current consultation, it is recommended that the trial one-way flow be abandoned as the
level of support for the proposal was not highlighted.

Governance Compliance

Policy Implications

There are no policy implications associated with this report.

Financial and Resource Implications

The printing of the advertisements and notification letters for distribution cost a total of
$9,390.52. The speed and volume counts conducted cost $4,279.

These expenses were covered by existing operating budgets.
Conflicts of Interest Disclosure

No Council Officer and/or contractors who have provided advice in relation to this report
have declared a conflict of interest regarding the matter under consideration.
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Legal / Risk Implications

There are no legal / risk implications relevant to this report.

Stakeholder Consultation

The stakeholder consultation is outlined in the report body and attachments.
Human Rights Consideration

Complies with the Charter of Human Rights & Responsibilities Act 2006.
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City of
STONNINGTON

Ref: 21/112736

2 July 2021

To the resident
Properties between Punt Road, Commercial Road, High Street, and the Railway Line
PRAHRAN VIC 3181

Dear resident
PERTH STREET, PRAHRAN - PROPOSED PERMANENT CHANGE TO ONE-WAY TRAFFIC FLOW

| am writing to invite you to share your views on a proposal to make permanent the one-way traffic flow in Perth
Street, Prahran. A trial one-way flow in Perth Street has been in place since August 2020.

Under the proposal, the following Perth Street traffic conditions would be made permanent:

e Southbound traffic only from Commercial Road to Greville Street
e Northbound traffic only from High Street to Greville Street

If the one-way flow is made permanent, it will be reinforced with signs and intersection treatments with works
to start in the 2021/22 financial year.

A notice advertising the proposed change will be published in the Herald Sun newspaper on 3 July 2021 and
is provided on the reverse side of this letter for your information.

Also provided, as attachments A and B, are traffic speed and volume data — from 2019 before the trial
commenced and in 2021, during the trial. The data is from all local streets in the area bound by Punt Road,
Commercial Road, High Street and the train line.

Submissions are now invited from anyone wishing to comment on the proposal, ahead of Council deciding
whether to proceed with the permanent change, or not.

To share your views and advise whether you wish to make verbal submission, please complete and return the
attached Submission Form (plus any other information you would like to include in your submission) by close
of business 30 July 2021.

For more information visit www.stonnington.vic.gov.au/perth or call David Ventura on 8290 1333.

Yours sincerely

lan McLauchlan
TRANSPORT AND PARKING MANAGER

Stonnington City Centre PO Box 58, Malvern Victoria 3144
311 Glenferrie Road, Malvern T 8290 1333

F 9521 2255
Corner Chapel and Greville Streets council@stonnington.vic.gov.au

Prahran Town Hall

Depot AUSDOG DX 30106

293 Tooronga Road, Malvern STONNINGTON.VIC.GOV.AU
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City of
Ref: 21/112736 STONNINGTON

SUBMISSION FORM

PERTH STREET, PRAHRAN - PERMANENT IMPLEMENTATION OF ONE WAY FLOW

Please tick one box only.
Do you support the permanent implementation of the following Perth Street one-way traffic flow?

e Southbound traffic only from Commercial Road to Greville Street
e Northbound traffic only from High Street to Greville Street

[] ves [] o

Please tick one box only.
Do you wish to appear in person, or to be represented by a person specified in the submission, at a Council
meeting to be heard in support of your submission?

[] ves [] o

*NAME:

*SIGNATURE:

*ADDRESS:

*EMAIL

PHONE:

Please provide details marked with * as these are required fields.

COMMENTS:

HOW TO RETURN YOUR SUBMISSION

Please use the enclosed Reply-Paid envelope or email to: council@stonnington.vic.gov.au (Attention: David
Ventura — Experienced Traffic Engineer). Submissions close 30 July 2021.

PLEASE NOTE: When assessing this proposal, only ONE response per property will be considered.
Privacy Act: The information above is collected for municipal purposes as part of the consultative process to

assist in the provision of services and/or development of new infrastructure. The information collected will
only be used for that purpose and not passed to any other agency.

103 of 332



Council Meeting 20 September 2021 - Agenda Attachment 8.3.2

City of
STONNINGTON

Proposal to implement one-way flow arrangement
in Perth Street, Prahran

The City of Stonnington gives notice that it proposes to implement a one-way flow arrangement in Perth Street,
Prahran.

It is proposed to permanently install a one-way traffic flow arrangement, southbound, between Commercial
Road and Greville Street, and a one-way traffic flow arrangement, northbound, between High and Greville
Streets. The one-way arrangement will be supported by signage and permanent intersection works as
required. The proposed arrangement is illustrated below.

ONE—WAY [74"
SOUTHBOUND FLOW |

PERMANENT
KERB WORKS

PERMANENT

WITH NEW SIGNS KERB WORKS

ONE-WAY
NORTHBOUND FLOW
WITH NEW SIGNS

PERMANENT
KERB WORKS
PERMANENT
KERB WORKS

Submissions are invited in accordance with the provisions of Council’s Engagement Policy enacted under
Section 55 and 56 of the Local Government Act 2020. Submissions must be made in writing to the Transport
and Parking Manager, PO Box 58, Malvern 3144, via email to council@stonnington.vic.gov.au, or delivered to
the Stonnington Administration Centre at 311 Glenferrie Road, Malvern, and must be received by close of
business on 30 July 2021.

Any person making a submission is permitted to state in the submission that he or she wishes to appear in
person, or be represented by a person specified in the submission, at a meeting to be heard in support of the
submission.

Please note: copies of submissions (including submitters’ names and addresses) will be made available at the
Council or special committee meeting at which the proposal will be considered. Council is also required to
make submissions available for public inspection for a period of 12 months.

All submitters will be given at least 14 days written notice of the date, time and place of the meeting of Council,
or Council Committee, convened to hear submissions.

104 of 332



Attachment 8.3.2

Council Meeting 20 September 2021 - Agenda

AREA OF DISTRIBUTION

105 of 332



Attachment 8.3.2

Council Meeting 20 September 2021 - Agenda

Commerig) gy

(~)
(2]

(1) 5 =
o ’ c
5} & =
5 £ =
2 o =
Athol st = I E -
(5 ) : P
g z = Wattle st
aa = &
- £
o z o
o =
- = &
< o =
& o &5 Moss s¢ =z 5 1
g 5 . 5 5 £ i
< < &5 = lo] =
S < s = N L2
o T 2 = w 53 F~
9 & £ B o @
2 =5 @
o ¢ i :
O - E Chath, S
Greville g; B Glass py am St S
Prahran
Doon st
&5 =z Leggetts { ane
£ g
=i -
© o ; :
= o
i i
eo) 17}
2 °
2 5
=)
& g
a =

um:mmmumm

i1
Percy py
Percy st

High st

Maples | ane

I

0 Charles Street (north end)
598 average vehicles each day
85th percentile speed: 28.6km/h
AM peak: 57 vehicles each hour

PM peak: 48 vehicles each hour

o Donald Street (south end)
720 average vehicles each day
85th percentile speed: 39.4km/h
AM peak: 61 vehicles each hour

PM peak: 67 vehicles each hour

o Alfred Street (north end)
720 average vehicles each day
85th percentile speed: 37km/h
AM peak: 80 vehicles each hour

PM peak: 58 vehicles each hour
@ Charles Street (south end)

o Perth Street (north end)
1817 average vehicles each day 604 average vehicles each day
85th percentile speed: 38km/h 85th percentile speed: 37km/h
AM peak: 39 vehicles each hour
PM peak: 76 vehicles each hour

e Greville Street (east end)
AM peak: 186 vehicles each hour

2815 average vehicles each day

85th percentile speed: 30.4km/h
AM peak: 288 vehicles each hour
PM peak: 250 vehicles each hour PM peak: 158 vehicles each hour
e Alfred Street (south end) 0 Nottingham Street Greville Street (Midblock between
’ . Charles Street and Train Lane)
704 average vehicles each day 514 average vehicles each day .
85th percentile speed: 39.9km/h 1973 averag&le vehicles each day
AM peak: 54 vehicles each hour 85th percentile speed: 26.5km/h
AM peak: 177 vehicles each hour
PM peak: 165 vehicles each hour

85th percentile speed: 39.9km/h
AM peak: 67 vehicles each hour
PM peak: 69 vehicles each hour

PM peak: 45 vehicles each hour

o Greville Street (west end)
2449 average vehicles each day
85th percentile speed: 37.8km/h
AM peak: 255 vehicles each hour

PM peak: 223 vehicles each hour

o Donald Street (north end)
859 average vehicles each day
85th percentile speed: 34.2km/h
AM peak: 87 vehicles each hour

PM peak: 72 vehicles each hour

@ Perth Street (south end)
1989 average vehicles each day
85th percentile speed: 38km/h
AM peak: 192 vehicles each hour

PM peak: 198 vehicles each hour

85th Percentile Speed: 85% of vehicles surveyed
travelled at or below this speed.

© Athol street
501 average vehicles each day

85th percentile speed: 21km/h
AM peak: 79 vehicles each hour
PM peak: 40 vehicles each hour
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Attachment B - Speed and Volume Resu
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o Alfred Street (north end) o Donald Street (south end) e Charles Street (north end)
933 average vehicles each day 731 average vehicles each day
85th percentile speed: 39.6km/h iﬁ;h peLcegéile 5;199:3“' 33.4::ln!h
peak: 66 vehicles each hour
PM peak: 65 vehicles each hour

AM peak: 76 vehicles each hour

764 average vehicles each day
PM peak: 114 vehicles each hour

85th percentile speed: 33.1km/h

AM peak: 77 vehicles each hour
@ Charles Street (south end)

PM peak: 83 vehicles each hour
o Greville Street (west end) o Perth Street (north end)
2758 average vehicles each day 802 average vehicles each day 915 average vehicles each day
85th percentile speed: 35.5km/h 85th percentile speed: 40.8km/h 85th percentile speed: 38.2km/h
AM peak: 90 vehicles each hour AM peak: 75 vehicles each hour
PM peak: 81 vehicles each hour PM peak: 121 vehicles each hour
Greville Street (Midblock between

AM peak: 275 vehicles each hour
Charles Street and Train Lane)

PM peak: 273 vehicles each hour
o Alfred Street (south end) o Nottingham Street
678 average vehicles each day 611 average vehicles each day
85th percentile speed: 27.3km/h 1818 average vehicles each day
AM peak: 52 vehicles each hour 85th percentile speed: 31.8km/h
PM peak: 59 vehicles each hour AM peak: 145 vehicles each hour
PM peak: 150 vehicles each hour

85th percentile speed: 35.6km/h

AM peak: 67 vehicles each hour

PM peak: 74 vehicles each hour
© Greville Street (east end)

2845 average vehicles each day

o Donald Street (north end)
813 average vehicles each day
85th percentile speed: 33.4km/h 85th percentile speed: 34.5km/h
AM peak: 289 vehicles each hour
PM peak: 282 vehicles each hour

AM peak: 88 vehicles each hour

PM peak: 73 vehicles each hour
o Athol Street @ Perth Street (south end)
393 average vehicles each day 944 average vehicles each day
85th percentile speed: 36km/h 85th percentile speed: 39.8km/h
AM peak: 42 vehicles each hour AM peak: 142 vehicles each hour 85th P tile Speed: B5% of vehicl d
PM peak: 37 vehicles each hour PM peak: 93 vehicles each hour travelle‘iima?r;:i:elgfveth'is spetl:d?'e IEER SR
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‘ Submission Comments Supporting One Way ‘
Its been great not having to put up with the honking from cars that are face to face to each other
as they cant get past
| support the permanent change of Perth Street as proposed. Regarding Moss Street, could this
narrow street be considered for one-way in an easterly direction to support residents of Charles
Street (north) access. There can be chaos when vehicles travel in each direction.
| support the implementation of the one-way trial in Perth St to be made permanent. It has been
a resounding success as it has eliminated the congestion and dangerous situations that have
occurred, with cars parked on both sides and two way traffic trying to get through, when there is
only room for one vehicle. It also appears that it has not had an adverse effect on traffic volumes
in surrounding streets. | implore council to endorse the submission to make the one-way traffic
flow in Perth St permanent
This has made Perth St far safer and has dramatically reduced the excess traffic using Perth Street
as a thoroughfare
As a resident, | find the traffic flow so much better and would like to see more of the streets one
way, especially Donald St, Moss St, Nottingham St and Alfred St.

Although the one-way flow has caused some inconvenience, the reduction of traffic flow has
improved the amenity for all residents. Thank You

We would appreciate the continued monitoring of Donald Street as we would support further one
way implementation to reduce the traffic flow and speed.

Please add deterrent to left turn out of Athol Street north into Perth Street.

Excellent idea, have noticed a decrease in traffic volume in the area and increased foot traffic for
businesses on Greville St. Would love to see a trial in Alfred Street.

We support the permanent change because: traffic is reduced in Perth St by 1000 cars per day,
small increase in Donald and Alfred is minimal, only existing concerns is the speed of cars although
data only suggests minimal increase, anecdotally we have found speeds to be a concern.

Would like Nottingham St to be one-way north direction.

The change to one way has been wonderful. The one way has greatly improved the safety of the
street for our two school age children. Also much improved mental health from reduced stress of
a quieter residential street.

Thank god you are finally reducing the traffic flow down Perth Street

We strongly support this proposal. The trial has removed the problems associated with driving in
Perth St. This is now safer, easier, with much less rage and aggression. It would be unthinkable to
revert to previous system.

Great to keep Perth Street one way. Also good to make Donald and Alfred on way (alternated) as
well!

Please consider removal of the traffic islands at the ends of Donald and Commercial and High St
which are serious traffic dangers to vehicles entering these streets

The one way traffic flow provides a more equitable distribution of the north south traffic load.
This trial has been very successful. Traffic flows easily, less driver aggression, speeds have slowed
and it is much safer. Bravo!

I am 7 and | like to feel safe in my street

It has worked well

Wouldn’t mind some line markings to assist people in parking without taking up more space than
is necessary. Thank You!

As expected south bound traffic has been pushed to Charles Street- 52% reduction in traffic on
Perth - 51% increase on Charles. It needs to be made more difficult to use Charles as a 'Rat Run'.
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With increased traffic in the area the one way traffic flow aids in making the street safe for
children, peds etc.Even with the one way flow there is a constant flow of traffic. To revert it to 2
way would make it too busy and unsafe.

| am strongly supportive of the one way flow of traffic in Perth St for the following reasons:
reduction in traffic volume, more even distribution of traffic across surrounding streets, improved
safety for drivers and pedestrians, greatly reduced congestion.

Would welcome a similar one way flow in Alfred Street.

Works a lot better. Good flow for such narrow streets -doesn’t suit 2 cars each way.

Reduced traffic flow down one narrow street is a positive. How is this going to be monitored as
some drivers still turn into our street the wrong way?

The permanent implementation is a necessary measure to improve safety.

Congestion greatly reduced, amenity and safety increased

Its an excellent change and greatly improves the safety of the street.

A return to the pre-trial, disproportionate traffic on Perth St would be grossly unfair. Could you
also ensure the permanent kerbing discourages people from driving through at Greville St. Also
extended paths at Athol St to discourage people turning right into Perth St. It happens constantly.
It seems to work efficiently

Could you look at traffic using Doon St as a cut through too

Please please proper signage people are still driving down the wrong way, its very dangerous!
There is a chidlcare centre.

One-way flow systems should also be introduced in Donald Street and Alfred Streets in different
directions from Commercial and High. The roads are not wide enough given parked cars.

I think its been a positive change though it’s a bit more complicated to get to my house. However,
| really wish you could do something about the traffic in Greville St, its horrendous, especially in
peak hours. Thank You.

It cant revert back. It was unusable and dangerous before. Can the new permanent treatments be
designed to discourage as much traffic and speed as possible in this local street. | fully support
making this change permanent. More comments in email of trim.

I am fully supportive of the changes proposed for Perth Street to be made permanent

Having lived in Perth Street for many years whilst it was two way and now experiencing the one
way. | have found it a very practical and important change that improves so many aspects. From
road safety to ease of movement.

It has worked well to make Perth St one-way both ends. It would definitely be worth considering
making Donald and Alfred Streets one way also to stop congestion and traffic jams on these
streets.

No strong views. Major issue for us is rat runs in the am and pm peaks.

Q- The 2019 traffic numbers are they pre covid? The traffic numbers for 2021 would have been
down due to lockdown and people working from home. How accurate is it? Like for Like?

| am supportive of the one-way flow as they stand now as traffic on the street is now far more
benign and more in keeping with its residential character.

We have significantly noticed less traffic jams and issues with passing cars. One way makes traffic
flow safer and less congested in our street.

The changes have resulted in a significant improvement to traffic flow around the intersection of
High St and Perth St/Kent St

Only fair if Donald Street has the same treatment. There has been a sizeable increase of traffic
changes.

| support the change

I would like you to note my support of the implementation of one way traffic in Perth Street.
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The change has worked well

| am pleasantly surprised that this has turned out to be a great idea. Less congestion than before,
safer, minimal chance of accidents, less hoons using Perth Street

Strongly support permanent implementation

Concerned about drivers using Perth St from High St to bypass Punt Rd and High St lights to turn.
Noticeable that due to one way cars are driving much faster.

The volume of traffic has decreased in 2021 when compared with 2019 in Perth Street. This is a
good outcome.

| fully support the experimental one-way traffic period to becoming permanent, that is,
Northbound from High Street to Greville Street, and Southbound from Commercial Road to
Greville Street. It has made the traffic situation along Perth Street much easier and cut out the all
too frequent aggressive behaviour of some when they couldn't immediately get their own way.
Much safer with one-way traffic

‘ Submission Comments Against One Way ‘

| write to express my objection to one-way traffic flow being made permanent in Perth Street,
Prahran.

| request that you resolve to revert Perth Street, Prahran to two-way traffic flow.

The one-way traffic flow in Perth Street is funnelling traffic into Donald Street. The volume is
incredible. The speed of agressive and aggravated drivers is often observable, palpable
and dangerous

Conducting a trial during a Pandemic (and Melbourne lockdown) is hardly objectively the time to
conduct a trial of traffic flow. Can you please review when any / all data was collected and if it was
during lockdown /ignore it. There are very irregular traffic movements even now that lockdown
has ended. | visit the city and Brighton regularly for work and | can attest to the fact that the
traffic movements are substantially different than pre pandemic. These patterns will presumably
revert over a good period of time in years to come where the public have greater confidence and
revert to more normalised behaviour including the use of public transport verses cars etc. It
simply is not the time to be trialling and measuring data points which are by definition abnormal
and aberrations.

During the Pandemic and the COVID lockdowns, less vehicles have been on the road. Therefore
Council’s recorded vehicles numbers (sent as attachment B to residents), cannot possibly
accurately reflect the true high number of vehicles now using Donald Street in Prahran. The
closure of Perth st to 2 way traffic has now produced significantly higher number of vehicles now
using Donald Street, instead of surrounding streets, such as Perth Street This has created
increased noise, inconvenience and danger for pedestrians of Donald Street, Prahran.

In conclusion: The one-way traffic flow in Perth Street is funnelling increased traffic into Donald
Street. During a Pandemic is not the time to conduct a trial of traffic flow. The streets have been
the same with since | was a boy and there is no fundamental change to car sizes over the last
decade and decades. The rationale for making one-way streets is not well founded and we employ
you to apply some common sense and revert Perth St To 2 way traffic.

Summary : Please revert Perth Street, Prahran to two-way traffic flow.
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| write to express my family’s and my objection to one-way traffic flow being made permanent in
Perth Street, Prahran. Please revert Perth Street, Prahran to two-way traffic flow.

The one-way traffic flow in Perth Street is funnelling traffic into Donald Street. During a Pandemic
(and Melbourne lockdown) is not the time to conduct a trial of traffic flow.

During this trial period, significantly more vehicles have been funnelled into Donald Street in
Prahran. During this trial period, Stonnington Council’s formal recording of the number of vehicles
using Donald Street was conducted during the COVID Pandemic and during lockdown periods.
During the Pandemic and the COVID lockdowns, less vehicles are on the road, so the Council’s
recorded vehicles numbers (sent as attachment B to residents), do not accurately reflect the true
high number of vehicles now using Donald Street in Prahran. The significantly higher number of
vehicles now using Donald Street, instead of surrounding streets, such as Perth Street, creates
increased noise, inconvenience and increased risk for pedestrians of Donald Street, Prahran.

In conclusion: The one-way traffic flow in Perth Street is funnelling increased traffic into Donald
Street. During a Pandemic is not the time to conduct a trial of traffic flow.
Please revert Perth Street, Prahran to two-way traffic flow. Thank you.

The data doesn’t reflect the lived exeprience of a historical increase in traffic since 2019.
Presumably the 2021 data is distorted by covid lockdowns and therefore not valid as presented.

The one way flow is inconvenient for local residents and has just moved through traffic into
adjacent streets.

Terrible - clogs the streets up and forces us to drive down narrowed streets. We really hate it.

I think that the traffic has increased since Perth St has been one way. 2020 stats are not indicative
due to the lockdown. Some car travel at speed in Donald St where there are many young children.
Also Perth and Donald are similar widths- why was Perth St chosen?

Have you seen Commercial Rd. Traffic is absolute madness already, trams on either end High St
and Commercial Rds. This change would only cause for greater congestion and delays in Public
transport and emergency services.

My street is already very busy. The proposed changes will increase traffic on Alfred Street.

The original change proposed improving traffic on Greville St which has not been significantly
altered. Furthermore, the change makes it difficult to circle the block when finding a car park
which is difficult on those times when you cant park in the permit zones.

The arrangement has caused some drivers to do some silly and dangerous manouevres at the
intersection of Greville and Perth. Also not particularly happy with the increased volume on
Donald Street (particularly being a parent of young children)

| strongly oppose the changes but as with all the other changes Stonnington Council has made to
our streetscapes, what the residents say has no bearing on their decision.

The proposal would significantly exacerbate traffic congestion and Transport injury risk on Donald
Street.

Have lived in the area for over 40 years and all of a sudden you are making streets one-way. No
one way streets, share the traffic flow through all the streets.

There already parking and traffic pressures. Past few days, much higher traffic and speeding.
Streets like Alfred need to be kept safe and less noise traffic
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| recommend the trial is extended. | do not support the permanent implementation of the Perth
Street one-way traffic flow at this stage.

I recommend that the trial is extended for the following two reasons:
1) The 2021 counts were conducted from 23 February to 8 March at a time where there
were still restrictions in Victoria (associated with the Holiday Inn cluster, Melbourne
Airport Terminal 4 Exposure site and the Grand Hyatt) and a large portion of people had
not yet returned to office (restrictions were at 50% capacity, a key driver of local trips) so
it is difficult to tell if the outcome of the survey is due to reduced movement or the
intervention of the trial.

2) The implementation of a one-way system is difficult to reverse and should be considered
further with accurate data. An ever-expanding one-way system significantly decreases the
permeability of our local road network forcing more short trips onto arterial roads (such
as Commercial Road and High Street) increasing congestion, delaying the public transport
network and potentially driving further rat-running through the few still remaining two-
way streets.

Since Perth street has been made one way there have been 6 “side swipes” of stationary cars in
our street compared to 2-3 incidents over the proceeding 14 years. The amount and traffic and
speed down our street has become a significant issue. There are no speed humps in our portion of
Donald street and at end of the street there is no “no standing” line markings on the road, so at
peak hours traffic that want to exit the street gets backed up as drivers on Commercial road are
not required to leave space for vehicles to exit Donald Street. The Perth street changes haven’t
solved the problem, just moved it to other streets like ours.

I live in Donald St & am writing to object about Perth St being one way.

I have previously written to the councillors about it not working but am interstate and don’t have
my laptop to send my previous email to you.

We have been interstate for nearly a month. Apparently there are some other neighbours who
left before lockdown who still aren’t home either.

| received a text from a neighbour saying objections are due tomorrow about Perth St being one
way. Could we please have an extension given a lot of people are away because of lockdown and
apparently ppl were notified in the mail which is no use for those of us not at home.

The one way system is not working. Donald St & Alfred St have had increased traffic and not nice
traffic. There’s been more road rage since Perth St became one way than I've seen in 13 years.
One expensive car | literally witnessed was side swiped and the driver drove off. Cars are speeding
down our street at approx 80km an hour nowadays. We have a lot of children and elderly. It’s
pretty scary. Residents are concerned and angry.

Why was the one way system even made? What was the intention?

Commercial Road & High Street are more packed than ever. | own a dog walking & dog training
business and only walk dogs in Prahran & South Yarra and some days spend 4 hours a day in shit
traffic. One way streets don’t help. They seem to make people angry.

Not allowing massive developments will help.
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The traffic these days is a joke and certainly no longer making Prahran ‘Melbourne’s most wanted
to live in suburb’.

The permanent closure increases traffic flow in Nottingham Street by around 209. Increased
congestion in a narrow street with parked vehicles along kerb

Since the implementation of the Perth St, one way traffic trial
our business has been impacted in a negative manner. Many of our

customers live in the area between Charles St to Punt Road and High St to Commercial
Rd.

We have been disadvantaged, due to these customers not being able to access
our store from there homes without travelling on Commercial Rd.

Frequency of visits from customers in this area has declined as has the size

of their basket spend. Tending to buy less to carry home rather than larger
purchase being taken home by car.

A suggested solution for Perth St traffic management would be to place

"Give Way to oncoming Traffic" signs along Perth St.

Prior to the implementation of the Perth St traffic management trial

99.99% of traffic movements in Perth St were conducted with courtesy and
respect for fellow road users.

Please reinstate two way traffic in Perth St., Prahran

We wholeheartedly object to the permanent change because it has directly increased the traffic
flow in our street.

Alfred Street was already a by-pass of Punt Rd and now it’s worse with the Perth load being
diverted to Alfred St. We too, get hospital, cafe and Wesley traffic - and now more.

With Porter St changing direction, now Perth and Charles one-way and Nottingham not going all
the way through, Alfred St has become noticeably dangerous.

There are many delightful primary-aged school children who play in their front courtyards and
walk to school together - including my two boys.

For a square block of streets to be daily and safely planned, the ENTIRE street scraped needs to be
put into consideration TOGETHER - not in an ad-hoc manner.

I request the Perth St one-way test be finished and a more holistic approach be adopted- perhaps
alternating the one-way traffic system as they do on the Toorak side of Commercial Rd - or
harsher speed humps or slowing bollards on Perth St.

By making Perth St one-way, it has caused more cars to drive down Alfred Street, making it very
unsafe to cross the road. There is now much more traffic in my street with people speeding to
avoid commercial road traffic and high street. | would like Perth Street and other side streets to
remain two way traffic to allow traffic flow evenly across the residential side streets.

We disagree with the proposal. Perth St is wider than Nottingham St and can easily accommodate
2 way traffic. Changing it into 1 way will increase traffic into Nottingham St and force that traffic
to go to Nottingham St and Commercial Rd to get to Perth St.

Proposed change would significantly inconvenience residents of Burns Street.
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Making one-way streets in this area only puts extra vehicles on the two way streets. Despite your
attachments, many cars speed in this area. Commercial Rd is a bottleneck particularly on
weekends and most times after 3:30pm, since Greville and Porter Street changes. Better traffic
flow without compromising the local neighbourhood and creating a safe area for families and the
elderly is our greatest concern.

We strongly oppose implementation of this traffic flow to be made permanent due to increased
time and inconvenience in hitting High St from Perth Street which accounts for 95% of our trips
out of our house

I do not support dividing a single street in the middle and making either end of that street flow in
different directions. | think this is dangerous. | support Perth being one way or two ways as a
whole.

There has been a net increase in traffic into our street due to this change.
Not required - just limit right turns in peak hours. This is very inconvenient for residents, doesn’t
impact speed and people should just be patient.
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Consultation Discussion

There was a total of 141 submissions received in response to the public notice advertisement. The
responses received have been tabulated an included as an attachment to the report. Through the
responses received there were some similarities in the responses. The table below shows a summary
of the issues raised, the number of responses that raised the issue, and an officer’s response. The
issues are listed below.

ISSUES FROM THOSE WHO PROVIDED SUPPORT

Issue Raised # Officer’s Response

Traffic volumes, road rage, 22 The speed and volume survey have shown that the volumes in
congestion have decreased in Perth Street have decreased by 44% since 2019 whilst the
Perth Street remaining streets have remained relatively the same if not

slightly increased. Observations have shown that there are no
longer congestion issues at the intersections in relation to
vehicles travelling in opposite directions and not being able to
pass each other. The trial has improved the situation in Perth

Street.
Some vehicles still travel in the 5 At the beginning of the trial this was an issue as behavioral
wrong direction/speed in the changes to new traffic conditions take time. With improved
street signage and line marking this has decreased. It is noted that this

may still occur, however the permanent intersection works are
to be designed to make this safer and to reduce speeds of
vehicle entering the street at the intersections.

Support the proposal, however The concern with this proposal was that as it only included
can you make the following Perth Street, the residents of other streets would want their
streets one-w