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Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held in the Council Chamber, 
City of Belmont Civic Centre, 215 Wright Street, Cloverdale on Tuesday 
28 May 2024 commencing at 6.31pm.

Minutes

Present

Mayor R Rossi, JP (Presiding Member) Mayor

Cr D Sessions (Deputy Mayor) West Ward
Cr G Sekulla, JP Central Ward
Cr B Ryan East Ward
Cr P Marks East Ward
Cr J Davis South Ward
Cr C Kulczycki West Ward

In attendance

Mr S Downing Acting Chief Executive Officer
Mr W Loh Director Development and Communities
Mr M Murphy Director Infrastructure Services
Ms D Dabala Manager Governance and Legal
Ms G Carter-Nguyen Manager Public Relations and 

Stakeholder Engagement
Mrs J Cherry-Murphy Coordinator Governance
Ms M Phillips Governance Officer
Mr J Cornell Desktop Support Officer

Members of the gallery

There were 17 members of the public in the gallery and no press 
representatives. 
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1 Official Opening

6.31pm The Presiding Member welcomed all those in attendance and 
declared the meeting open.  

The Presiding Member read aloud the Acknowledgement of Country.

Acknowledgement of Country

Before I begin, I would like to acknowledge the Whadjuk Noongar people as the 
Traditional Owners of this land and pay my respects to Elders past, present and 
emerging. 

I further acknowledge their cultural heritage, beliefs, connection and 
relationship with this land which continues today.  

The Presiding Member invited Cr Marks to read aloud the Affirmation of Civic 
Duty and Responsibility on behalf of Councillors and Officers.  Cr Marks read 
aloud the affirmation.

Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility

I make this affirmation in good faith and declare that I will duly, faithfully, 
honestly, and with integrity fulfil the duties of my office for all the people in the 
City of Belmont according to the best of my judgement and ability. 

I will observe the City’s Code of Conduct and Standing Orders to ensure 
efficient, effective and orderly decision making within this forum.

2 Apologies and leave of absence

Cr Vijay (leave of absence) Central Ward

Mr J Christie (apology) Chief Executive Officer
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3 Declarations of interest that might cause a 
conflict

3.1 Financial Interests

Nil.

3.2 Disclosure of interest that may affect 
impartiality

Name
Item No and 
Title

Nature of Interest (and extent, where 
appropriate)

Cr B Ryan 12.2 - Petition - 
Vehicle and 
Pedestrian Road 
Safety on Lyall 
Street, Redcliffe

I live on Lyall Street, Redcliffe.

Mayor R 
Rossi

13.2.1 - Notice 
of Motion (Mayor 
Rossi) - Urban 
Forest at Home 
Plan

The Notice of Motion has been put forward 
by myself.

4 Announcements by the Presiding Member 
(without discussion) and declarations by 
Members

4.1 Announcements

Nil.
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4.2 Disclaimer

6.34pm  The Presiding Member drew the public gallery’s attention to 
the Disclaimer.

The Presiding Member advised the following:

‘I wish to draw attention to the Disclaimer Notice contained within the Agenda 
document and advise members of the public that any decisions made at the 
meeting tonight can be revoked, pursuant to the Local Government Act 
1995.  

Therefore members of the public should not rely on any decisions until formal 
notification in writing by Council has been received.’

4.3 Declarations by Members who have not given 
due consideration to all matters contained in the 
business papers presently before the meeting

Nil.

5 Public question time

5.1 Responses to questions taken on notice

5.1.1 Ms L Hollands on behalf of the Belmont Resident and 
Ratepayer Action Group

The following question was taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Ms Hollands was provided with a response on 15 May 2024. 
The response from the City is recorded accordingly:

1. What is Cr Vijay's legal name, Vijay Vijay or Tamak Vijay and who allowed 
him to change his name?

Response

Cr Vijay’s full name is Tamak Vijay.
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5.1.2 Ms L Hollands, Redcliffe

The following question was taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Ms Hollands was provided with a response on 15 May 2024. 
The response from the City is recorded accordingly:

1. Item 12.4 is the First Nations Strategy, do we have a similar strategy for 
seniors and those with disabilities?  If so, what is the policy called, and if not 
is there any plan to do a policy for the significant amount of people in our 
community?

Response

The City’s current Strategy for seniors is the Age-Friendly Belmont 
Strategy (2022) and the current strategy for people with disability is 
the Access and Inclusion Plan 2022-2026.

5.1.3 Mr A Bell, Redcliffe

The following questions were taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Mr Bell was provided with a response on 16 May 2024. The 
response from the City is recorded accordingly:

2. There are multiple precedents of traffic calming devices being removed 
within 12 months of installation due to complaints, including excessive 
noise. The likelihood of removal especially near homes due to noise 
complaints is a realistic expectation. Can Council authorise the City to 
provide an indicative cost to reinstate Stanton Road?

Response

A similar question was asked at the 12 December Ordinary Council 
Meeting. The below answer was provided. The City is implementing the 
works on Stanton Road under Main Roads WA Low-Cost Urban Road 
Safety program. The various measures have been approved and funded 
by Main Roads WA who have implemented similar treatments at other 
Perth Metro locations with successful outcomes. A scenario in which 
the Stanton Road traffic measures is not successful is hypothetical and 
a detailed estimate for their removal and reinstatement of the road is 
not required, but the cost would be significant.

4. At the March Council meeting, the City stated that the current permanent 
Stanton Road calming proposal was discussed at the May 2023 Information 
Forum. What evidence from this Information Forum can the City supply to 
confirm that Council approved the variation to the alternate motion?
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Response

There is no variation to the alternate motion. The City is implementing 
the resolutions as moved at the 28 February 2023 Ordinary Council 
Meeting.

5.1.4 Mr B O'Hara, Redcliffe

The following questions were taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Mr O’Hara was provided with a response on 16 May 2024. The 
response from the City is recorded accordingly:

1. Since the opening of Bourne Street at Bulong Avenue, Bulong is now being 
used as an accessway to and from the Redcliffe Train Station by buses from 
the Redcliffe depot. Would the City be willing to contact the management of 
the Redcliffe bus depot to ensure that drivers cease the practice of rat 
running their buses up and down Bulong avenue?

Response

City Officers have contacted the Public Transport Authority regarding 
this matter who have instructed their drivers to use Fauntleroy Avenue 
and Dunreath Drive to travel from the Depot to the Train Station.

2. With the possibility of works commencing later this year on the Stanton 
Road traffic calming devices, I assume the City will have prepared a plan for 
a diversion of the 15,000 vehicles that are using this road. Can the City 
share the planned diversion routes and modelling, which will indicate which 
streets are expected to bear the brunt of this increased traffic flow?

Response

A detailed Traffic Management Plan will be prepared prior to the 
commencement of works. While there will be a number of road closures 
to accommodate various construction locations for the duration of the 
works, detours will be in place to prevent through traffic entering 
Stanton Road. These detours will likely utilise Epsom Ave, Great 
Eastern Highway, Fauntleroy Avenue and Dunreath Drive. The traffic 
management plan will be communicated prior to the works 
commencing.

3. After completion of the works on Stanton Road, what measurements or tools 
will the City be using to measure the success of the project, would the 
assessment involve the adoption of the 2016 Aus Roads Warrant System or 
now the new 2008 version?
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Response

LCURS is a State Government programme that is administered through 
Main Roads WA. The assessment of LCURS works is as per the 
‘Performance Management Protocols’ outlined in the Main Roads WA 
document ’Strategy and Implementation Framework – Low Cost Urban 
Road Safety Program’

5.1.5 Mr M Cardozo, Redcliffe

The following questions were taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Mr Cardozo was provided with a response on 16 May 2024. 
The response from the City is recorded accordingly:

1. Many residents remain perplexed about the Moreing Street traffic calming. I 
recently requested under FOI the program. In a nutshell, I wanted to see 
the business case that resulted in the March 2021 City approval. When I 
received the heavily redacted documents back, I discovered virtually no 
evidence of any rationale behind the decision other than speed. The 
business case is not confidential nor is it sensitive information. Expenditure 
of public money requires a process and a business case leading to the 
approval. In case I’m wrong and for the record, can the City publish the full 
business case that resulted in $218,000 of ratepayer money being 
expended?

Response

There was no business case prepared for the Moreing Street works. The 
works were approved on the basis of traffic safety.

2. The City could have installed just two speed humps mathematically to bring 
Moreing Street speed under 50. Via FOI, the initial project sought four speed 
humps over the entire street. Bear in mind, no other street in the City has 
speed humps on its entire length. Via FOI from a City Officer and I quote 
“thoughts are to introduce another hump just before Miller Avenue to make 
sure they are a regular inconvenience to through traffic and hopefully deter 
rat running. As we are reasonably flush with money on this project so we 
could afford the additional device”.  So we are flush with money to deter rat 
running, the City installed five speed humps instead of four. There is 
absolutely no transparency in the current operational system of applying 
ratepayer money to traffic calming. What can Council do to restore 
confidence that our ratepayer money is not being spent subjectively, 
without a system or under duress?
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Response

The City’s approach to traffic management is to adopt strategic 
transportation planning using traffic modelling as a primary planning 
method with use of the City’s warrant system as a secondary support 
tool. The City has appointed a specialist traffic engineering consultant 
company to undertake modelling of the Redcliffe Area local road 
network traffic.  

There will be a community engagement process in the preparation of 
the model and the report recommendations will be made available for 
comment upon completion.

5.1.6 Ms J Cardozo, Redcliffe

The following questions were taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Ms Cardozo as provided with a response on 16 May 2024. The 
response from the City is recorded accordingly:

1. Can the report for the $60,000 traffic modelling please be made public once 
complete?

Response

Yes, the report will be made available for comment upon completion.

4. At Belmont, application of the warrant system is optional. The Council at 
Victoria Park have formally endorsed their Warrant System as the best 
system to rank priority for expenditure of ratepayer money. Has Belmont 
Council endorsed our Warrant System? and if not, why?

Response

The Local Area Traffic Management Warrant System (LATM-WS) is not a 
strategic planning tool. It is an operational tool that is used reactively 
to assess areas where traffic problems have arisen. 

There is no requirement in the Austroads Guide to Traffic Management 
Part 8, Local Street Management (Guide) for Councils to endorse 
warrant systems.
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5.1.7 Mr J Harris, Cloverdale

The following question was taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Mr Harris was provided with a response on 15 May 2024. The 
response from the City is recorded accordingly:

1. Can an assessment of previous plans’ success be included in resorts when 
strategies, policies and plans are presented to Council and the public?  

Response

To assist with providing a concise report, assessment of previous plans 
would focus on recommendations towards a new strategy’s forward-
looking priorities.  The effectiveness of current plans is monitored and 
reported to Council via monthly, quarterly and/or annual reporting 
processes as relevant.

5.1.8 Mr L Rosolin, Belmont

The following question was taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Mr Rosolin was provided with a response on 16 May 2024. The 
response from the City is recorded accordingly:

2. What action can the City do about the litter and bins at this property? 

Response

This property is the responsibility of the Department of Communities 
(DoC). The City has increased ranger visits to DoC properties and will 
continue to work with the Department to assist in waste education.

5.1.9 Ms N Brown, Belmont

The following question was taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Ms Brown was provided with a response on 15 May 2024. The 
response from the City is recorded accordingly:

1. Down Hardey Road, near Great Eastern Highway we have parking signs 
stating four hour limited parking, there are cars parking there all day. Is 
there something the Rangers could do about the parking issue? 

Response

Since 2022 City Rangers have only received limited complaints relating 
to vehicles parked in a manner that affects the line of sight near the 
Wallace Street/Hardey Road intersection.  City Rangers should be 
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contacted if there are concerns that vehicles are overstaying at this 
location.

5.1.10 Ms B Scharfenstein, Redcliffe

The following question was taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Ms Scharfenstein was provided with a response on 16 May 
2024. The response from the City is recorded accordingly:

4. In regard to the proposed capital budget for 2021, I draw your attention to 
the comment “the project is to reduce speeding traffic from Great Eastern 
Highway data shows its particular locations are of concerns, this has been 
promoted by Cr Ryan, BRRAG and DA6 dissenters.” That comment was 
made in relation to the $350,000 allocated to the municipal spending, can 
the Council please explain the term DA6 dissenters and who they believe 
these dissenters to be?

Response

As noted by the CEO this was not an appropriate comment. As no 
officer currently working with the City was involved in making this 
comment, it is not possible to ascertain who the comment referred to.

5.1.11 Mr L Rosolin, Belmont

The following question was taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Mr Rosolin was provided with a response on 16 May 2024. The 
response from the City is recorded accordingly:

7. Has anyone reported the bitumen issues on First Street, is it going to be 
inspected?

Response

This query is in relation to the bridge on First Street, between Boulder 
Avenue and Brearley Avenue. This bridge crosses over the Water 
Corporation Perth Airport Southern Main Drain and falls under the 
responsibility of the Water Corporation. 

There is an ongoing subsidence problem at the bridge abutments. The 
City has been liaising with WaterCorp regarding this problem
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5.1.12 Mr R Padua, Redcliffe

The following questions were taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Mr Padua was provided with a response on  16 May 2024. The 
response from the City is recorded accordingly:

1. The Moreing Street traffic calming questionnaire said and I quote  

“The City has received numerous complaints regarding the use of Moreing 
Street as a through road for traffic entering or exiting the domestic airport 
terminals from Great Eastern Highway.” This statement doesn’t seem to 
make any sense. Airport and City bound, Lyall Street is the first road in from 
Great Eastern Highway and the first Road out from Stanton Road. Why 
didn’t the City apply a coordinated approach that included Lyall Street and 
Morrison Street before spending ratepayer money on just one road?

Response

Traffic calming devices were installed on Moreing Street in response to 
the high average speeds recorded on the street. The City is adopting a 
strategic transportation planning approach and has appointed a 
specialist traffic engineering consultant to undertake modelling of the 
Redcliffe Area local road network traffic This will provide a coordinated 
approach to traffic management planning moving forward.    

3. Can the City publish the total number of homes that received direct mail 
advising them of the Stanton Road project last year and can this number be 
broken into Stanton, Second and adjacent corner homes?

Response

The total number of addresses that received direct mail were 141. 

Of 141 addresses:

70 - Stanton Road.

20 - Moreing Street.

14  - Second Street.

7 - Morrison Street.

7 - Boulder Avenue.

5 - Central Avenue.

4 - Kanowna Avenue.

4 - Epsom Avenue.

3 - Manuel Crescent.
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3 - Towton Street.

3 - Spencer Court.

1 - Drummond Street

4. With reference to the key goal of reducing traffic volume on Stanton Road 
the City has stated that the most objective measure to assess the degree of 
success will be the traffic volumes prior and the traffic volumes after the 
traffic calming. Given Stanton Road will be permanently altered, can the City 
publish the target or success post traffic calming volume number? If no post 
objective measurement number has been set, can we ask why?

Response

LCURS is a State Government programme that is administered through 
Main Roads WA. The assessment of LCURS works is as per the 
‘Performance Management Protocols’ outlined in the Main Roads WA 
document ’Strategy and Implementation Framework – Low Cost Urban 
Road Safety Program’.

5.1.13 Ms C Padua, Redcliffe

The following questions were taken on notice at the 23 April 2024 Ordinary 
Council Meeting. Ms Padua was provided with a response on 16 May 2024. The 
response from the City is recorded accordingly:

2. Unlike Moreing Street, Stanton Road is a local distributor road that 
thousands of local residents use and rely on daily. The extensive traffic 
calming devices will affect smooth and effective access for emergency 
vehicles where seconds count. Did the City consult emergency services, in 
particular St John Ambulance, and what was their response?

Response

Main Roads WA consulted with emergency services as part of the Low 
Cost Urban Road Safety Programme. Mid-block treatments such as 
Speed Cushions are designed to allow wider vehicles with a wheel gap 
greater than 1.6 metres safe passage to drive over the cushion without 
interfering with the vehicle’s speed or tilt.  These vehicles include 
emergency service vehicles such as Ambulance vehicles and Fire 
trucks.  

The midblock and intersection raised plateau treatments have a gentle 
gradient suitable for public transport and emergency vehicles. There 
are many examples of these treatments constructed across the Perth 
metropolitan area.
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3. For safety purposes, residents have a right to know how many seconds the 
traffic calming devices on Stanton Road and Second Street add to the 
journey from Epsom Avenue to Central Avenue. Can the City please publish 
this time figure?

Response

Following completion of the Stanton Road works the City will further 
undertake traffic surveys to assess driver behavioural change.

5.2 Questions from members of the public

6.35pm The Presiding Member drew the public gallery's attention to the 
rules of Public Question Time as written in the Public Question 
Time Form.  

In accordance with rule (l), the Mayor advised that he had registered 
12 members of the public who had given prior notice to ask questions.

The Presiding Member invited members of the public who had yet to 
register their interest to ask a question to do so.  Two further 
registrations were forthcoming.

5.2.1 Mr J Harris, Cloverdale

1. When was the last time the City used traffic modelling evidence to inform a 
Council decision?

Response
The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the City engaged a 
consultant to prepare a Transport Assessment as part of the draft 
Redcliffe Station Precinct Activity Centre Plan.

2. Does the City consider it more or less likely that, after the Stanton works, 
thousands of vehicles per day will avoid Stanton Road and drive on smaller 
side streets including, but not limited to Boulder Avenue?

Response
The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the purpose of the 
LCURS works is primarily to address safety issues experienced on 
Stanton Road and Second Street. From an amenity perspective, it is 
anticipated that the traffic calming and reduced speed to 40km/h will 
result in reduced traffic volumes on Stanton Road. The City will 
monitor traffic patterns subsequent to the LCURS works to assess the 
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impacts on adjacent streets in Redcliffe. A definitive view on the 
likelihood of the traffic impact on side streets cannot be given at this 
time.

3. What part of the Standing Orders prevents the Council from waiting just 
three months, from July to October before installing the Stanton LCURS so 
that we can install them after traffic modelling tells us if they are a good 
idea or not?

Response
The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that to stop a Council 
decision, Council must revoke the original decision under section 
5.25(e) of the Local Government Act 1995 (WA). The process is then 
detailed in regulation 10 of the Local Government (Administration) 
Regulations and augmented by Part 15 of the City of Belmont Standing 
Orders Local Laws 2017. In effect, to stop the original Council decision, 
Council must request the Chief Executive Officer to prepare an impact 
statement (under the part 15 of the Standing Orders). Once received 
Council can then prepare and submit a revocation notice to the Chief 
Executive Officer signed by at least one third of the Elected Members 
(regulation 10.) Council can then consider revoking the original 
decision. Note that any decision to revoke must be by absolute majority 
(regulation 10.2).

4. If Council votes to request this statement of impact, will Council then be 
locked in to cancel the project or would that decision be made later?

Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.

5.2.2 Ms L Hollands on behalf of Belmont Resident and 
Ratepayer Action Group

1. If we assume that the airfares for each child on the Adachi Trip were $1,593 
as opposed to that being the total for the airfares what was the other 
$45,374 spent on and will the Mayor support a report being presented to 
the ratepayer in addition to the Councillors so it is transparent?

Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.
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2. What date was the memorandum of understanding stating that Qantas 
would be moving and does the City have minutes from PAMG prior to 2019 
where they could check to see how far back these promises really go?

Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.

3. What section of the act or regulations states that a response, especially 
when it is a simple yes or no answer, cannot be given on a confidential item 
when it relates to a question regarding the use of ratepayer money, when 
the approval of ratepayer money was under the policy and contained within 
the minutes?

Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated Council makes no comment 
about debt collection procedures or people involved in debt collection 
procedures.

4. What section of the act states that we cannot get an answer under 
confidentiality?

Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.

6.45pm Cr Marks departed the meeting.

5.2.3 Ms L Hollands, Redcliffe

1. Can the City consider notifying residents further than the 100m radius, not 
just for development applications but for other things that affect residents?

Response

The Director Development and Communities stated that the question 
would be taken on notice.
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2. How many current dwellings do we have in Belmont, how many have been 
delivered to date since the 2021 report given 6,100 have to be delivered by 
2031?

Response

The Director Development and Communities stated that the question 
would be taken on notice.

3. How many are expected to be built within the DA6 area and the remainder 
of the Springs area?

Response

The Director Development and Communities stated that the question 
would be taken on notice.

5.2.4 Ms J Powell, Cloverdale

1. Will the Council look at emptying the red bins weekly?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that there are no plans for 
weekly lifts, people can apply for a larger bin. 

6.47pm Cr Marks returned to the meeting.

5.2.5 Mr A Bell, Redcliffe

1. From the original five-point motion, did Council intend the extent and 
permanence of the Stanton LCURS project?

Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.

2. The City’s engineers advised that traffic calming in isolation on Stanton 
Road was not recommended, since that recommendation has something 
changed that made that a better idea?
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Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.

3. What would be the point of asking the community to discuss traffic issues 
after the point of no return on the Stanton Road project?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the community 
engagement that the City has discussed is for the Redcliffe area traffic 
modelling study not for the Stanton Road works.

4. Any motion passed tonight that does not include a statement of impact will 
essentially allow the Stanton project to continue against the wishes of the 
570 residents that signed the petition, can the statement of impact motion 
please be passed tonight?

Response

The Mayor stated that it is up to Councillors to decide tonight.

5.2.6 Mr T Whiting, Redcliffe

1. Can Council wait a few months for the traffic modelling to come out so that 
we can look at other options like traffic lights at the junction of Second 
Street and Central Avenue?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated the works are scheduled for 
July, stopping or deferring the works is a decision of Council.

2. We had 570 residents sign a petition in favor of pausing Stanton Road and 
unanimous voters in favor of alternatives, why are the City and the Council 
looking to ignore rather than representing the community?

Response 

The Mayor stated that will be a decision for tonight’s Council to decide.
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5.2.7 Ms C Padua, Redcliffe

1. Is the planned community meeting set for before or after the installation of 
the Stanton traffic calming?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the community 
engagement for the Redcliffe area study will run parallel to Stanton 
Road works.

2. What assurance can Council give that any future community meetings held 
will have impact on the progression of the Stanton project?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the community 
engagement process is for the Redcliffe area study not the Stanton 
Road works.

3. The most recent traffic count was limited to three days instead of the usual 
longer seven days. Why did the City spend ratepayer money on a 
specifically shorter data count and this the new normal?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that this is not the new 
normal, it was a short count to get the peak volumes along the road. 

5.2.8 Ms B Scharfenstein, Redcliffe

1. In keeping with the State Government guidelines around transparency, can 
the full written report that was presented to the May 2023 Information 
Forum be made available to myself and Mr Cardozo, including:
A)  Investigation findings on low-cost traffic calming detailing both positive 

and negative impacts of LCURS in Stanton and Second and the 
surrounding areas. 

B) Investigation findings of temporarily closing the road at Central Avenue 
after entrance to the train station before Dunreath Drive.

C) Traffic analysis and modelling for the areas as per the officer 
recommendation at the February 2023 Ordinary Council Meeting?
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Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that all Council decisions are 
made publicly. The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the 
question would be taken on notice.

2. Were the Council informed at the May 2023 Information Forum of scientific 
research that concludes roads with speed humps have increased carbon 
monoxide emissions, carbon dioxide is doubled and there are increased fuel 
consumptions?

Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that all decisions made by 
Council are made in public. The Agenda Briefing Forum the week before 
is the opportunity for officers to brief Elected Members and Elected 
Members to ask questions if they wish. This meeting is public. The 
Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the balance of the question 
would be taken on notice.

3. The State Government Forum Guidelines states that an Ordinary Council 
Meeting should follow shortly after an Information Forum. Why was there no 
Ordinary Council Meeting agenda item on the Stanton Road LCURS issues 
straight after the May 2023 Information Forum?

Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that all decisions made by this 
Council are made in an open and transparent forum. There are no 
decisions made at Information Forums or Agenda Briefing Forums.

5.2.9 Mr M Cardozo, Redcliffe

1. Can the City publish the full Stanton Road LCURS payment schedule and 
when the payments to date were received?

Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.

2. Under Freedom of Information, it appears the City received 15% of the 
Stanton LCURS funding in September 2023 prior to the October budget 
endorsed by Council, why did the City start spending and receiving funds 
before passing this in any budget?
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Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.

3. Mayor and Councillors, if you are not completely convinced that what is 
about to happen on the ground is what you intended in the decision from 
February 2023, are you willing to lend your support tonight to pass a motion for 
a statement of impact that signals a pause for the impeding traffic modelling 
results?

Response

The Mayor stated that will be a question that is decided soon.

7.05pm Davis moved, Sekulla seconded, that Public Question Time be 
extended.

Carried 7 votes to 0

For:        Davis, Kulczycki, Marks, Rossi, Ryan, Sekulla and Sessions

Against: Nil

5.2.10 Ms J McMahon, Cloverdale

1. Now that my daughter’s name is on the schedule of names, will we be 
notified and possibly given a small ceremony so that we can say a few 
words?

Response
The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that he is sure that will occur.

5.2.11 Ms N Celenza, Redcliffe

1. If the Stanton Road project proceeds, can the Council instruct the City to 
modify a few of the speed cushions to raised pedestrian crossings for the 
safety of the children in the community and the easing of the crossing of 
Stanton road during peak times, specially at locations of Redcliffe Primary 
School, St Maria Goretti’s Primary School, Lakeside nursing home and a 
suitable location closer to Epsom Avenue?
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Response
The Director Infrastructure Services stated that as noted in the report 
the City have been engaging with St Maria Goretti who are putting in 
their own application for a crossing. In relation to the Council 
instructing the City, the City can look at it however it is quite involved 
with liaising with Main Roads in regard to pedestrian crossing. The City 
would have to go through the Children Crossing Unit with the WA Police 
and Main Roads, there are parameters to determine whether the City 
would get a pedestrian crossing or not. Getting one crossing is 
something the City can work towards, pivoting to four would be very 
challenging.

2. Is the lighting upgrading by Western Power part of the LCURS 
reimbursement or is the cost borne by the City?

Response
The Director Infrastructure Services stated that they are City costs.

3. If the lighting upgrade is borne by the city, the City effectively has control 
over the project timing, why can’t the Council just instruct the City to pause 
lighting upgrade until after the traffic modelling and community meeting?

Response
The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the City does not have 
control over Western Power scheduling. Since January, the City has had 
a working group with Western Power to improve communications so 
that the City can know when they are planning the works. The City has 
specifically asked that community safety projects be prioritised by 
Western Power which they have done. It is not a simple matter of the 
City having control of Western Power, the City does not.

4. Many residents feel aggrieved by the City’s interpretation of the Council 
motion in terms of the motion versus the outcome, can the City advise what 
the external body review process is?

Response
The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.

5.2.12 Ms N Brown, Belmont

1. When will the cars that park for over four hours on Hardey Road at the 
Great Eastern Highway end be issued fines?
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Response
The Director Development and Communities stated that Rangers have 
only received complaints about line of sight issues with vehicles being 
parked in that area. The Rangers have not received any complaints 
related to overstaying. If there is a concern with overstaying vehicles 
Ms Brown should contact the Rangers, the Rangers will be happy to 
deal with it.

2. The parking sign that is hidden, can that please be moved?

Response
The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.

5.2.13 Ms J Gee, Cloverdale

1. I sent a letter on the 7 May 2024 about the intersection of Abernethy Road 
and Gabriel Street, why have I still not received an acknowledgement or a 
response?

Response

The Acting Chief Executive Officer stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.

2. Is Abernethy Road a Main Roads road or a City Road?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that it is a City road.

3. Do you have to approach Main Roads, or can you consider making Gabriel 
Street on both sides, left in left out, no right turns?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the City is undertaking 
a traffic study on Abernethy Road and Gabriel Street Junction that is 
ongoing and is considering various options.

4. Will Council instruct the officers to put bollards up?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.
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5. Can the Council look at changing the rat baits?

Response

The Director Development and Communities stated that the question 
would be taken on notice.

6. What would be the cost to residents if they wanted a bigger rubbish bin?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.

5.2.14 Mr L Rosolin, Belmont

1. Was the bitumen surface on First Street inspected, there are tree roots 
lifting the surface?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.

2. Why does the Council not listen when speed humps on First Street and 
Bulong Avenue are not helpful for stopping traffic?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that they are related to the 
First Street and Bulong Avenue intersection and the accidents that 
occurred there last year of which there was one hospitalisation, one 
medical, one major, property damage and one minor property damage. 
They are there specifically to make that intersection safer, they are not 
speed humps, they are speed cushions. Main Roads do not recommend 
speed humps anymore, but they do recommend speed cushions as they 
are safer.

3. What is being done about the rubbish on Hardey road, can we use the City’s 
local laws to fine the residents?

Response

The Director Infrastructure Services stated that the question would be 
taken on notice.
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5.2.15 Ms J Gee, Cloverdale

1. Can I be kept informed with what is happening with the Gabriel Street 
corner?

Response
The Director Infrastructure Services stated whenever the report is 
ready it will be available for public comment.

7.31pm As there were no further questions, the Presiding Member 
declared Public Question Time closed.

6 Confirmation of Minutes/receipt of Matrix

6.1 Matrix for the Agenda Briefing Forum held 21 
May 2024

Officer Recommendation

Davis moved, Kulczycki seconded

That the Matrix of the Agenda Briefing Forum held on 21 May 2024, as printed 
and circulated to all Councillors, be received and noted.

Carried Unanimously 7 votes to 0

For:        Davis, Kulczycki, Marks, Rossi, Ryan, Sekulla and Sessions

Against: Nil
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6.2 Ordinary Council Meeting held 23 April 2024

Officer Recommendation

Sekulla moved, Davis seconded

That the Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 23 April 2024 as 
printed and circulated to all Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate 
record. 

Carried Unanimously 7 votes to 0

For:        Davis, Kulczycki, Marks, Rossi, Ryan, Sekulla and Sessions

Against: Nil

7 Questions by Members on which due notice 
has been given (without discussion)

Nil.

8 Questions by members without notice

8.1 Responses to questions taken on notice

Nil.

8.2 Questions by members without notice

Nil.
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9 New business of an urgent nature approved 
by the person presiding or by decision

Nil.

10 Business adjourned from a previous meeting

Nil.

11 Reports of committees

11.1 Standing Committee (Audit and Risk) held 1 May 
2024 (circulated under separate cover)

Officer Recommendation

Sekulla moved, Kulczycki seconded

That the Minutes of the Standing Committee (Audit and Risk) held on 1 May 
2024 as previously circulated to all Councillors, be received and noted. 

Carried Unanimously 7 votes to 0

For:        Davis, Kulczycki, Marks, Rossi, Ryan, Sekulla and Sessions

Against: Nil
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12 Reports of administration

Officer Recommendation

Sessions moved, Davis seconded

The Officer Recommendations for Items 12.1 and 12.4 be adopted en bloc.

Carried Unanimously 7 votes to 0

For: Davis, Kulczycki, Marks, Rossi, Ryan, Sekulla and Sessions
 
Against: Nil

12.1 Amendment to Approval to Increase Student and Staff numbers at Educational Establishment - Lot 2 (154) Epsom Avenue, Belmont
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12.1 Amendment to Approval to Increase 
Student and Staff numbers at Educational 
Establishment - Lot 2 (154) Epsom 
Avenue, Belmont 

Voting Requirement : Simple Majority
Subject Index : 115/001
Location/Property 
Index

: Lot 2 (154) Epsom Avenue, Belmont

Application Index : 181/2012/DAAM/B
Disclosure of any 
Interest

: Nil

Previous Items : 25 October 2022 Ordinary Council Meeting 
Item 12.2 Petition – Epsom Avenue Shopping 
Precinct – Parking Issues; and
22 August 2023 Ordinary Council Meeting 
Item 12.1 - Amendment to Approval to Increase 
Student and Staff numbers at Educational 
Establishment - Lot 2 (154) Epsom Avenue, 
Belmont 

Applicant : Rowe Group
Owner : A M Wragg and D T W Munrowd-Harris
Responsible Division : Development and Communities

Council role

Quasi-Judicial

When Council determines an application/matter that 
directly affect a person’s right and interests. The judicial 
character arises from the obligation to abide by the 
principles of natural justice. Examples of quasi-judicial 
authority include local planning applications, building 
licences, applications for other permits/licences (eg 
under Health Act, Dog Act or Local Laws) and other 
decisions that may be appealable to the State 
Administrative Tribunal.

Purpose of report

For Council to consider an amendment to Development Approval 181/2012 at 
Lot 2 (154) Epsom Avenue, Belmont. 

The original 2012 approval allowed for an 'Educational Establishment' with five 
staff and 26 students.  The proposed amendments include increasing the 
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Figure 1: Aerial showing the site outlined in red, and DFES parking in blue

Consultation

The original application was advertised from 17 July 2023 until 31 July 2023.

The comments made in the original submissions, together with the officer 
response are summarised and provided in the 23 August 2023 OCM Minutes 
under Attachment 12.1.2.

The amended proposal that includes the shared parking arrangement with 

81-91 Leake Street was not re-advertised.  This is on the basis that what has 
been applied for has not changed, and the amendments proposed since the 
initial advertising period have substantially reduced the potential impacts on the 
surrounding area.

Strategic Community Plan implications

In accordance with the 2020–2040 Strategic Community Plan:

Goal 5: Responsible Belmont

Strategy: 5.5 Engage and consult the community in decision-making.
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Deemed Refusal
Under Clause 75 of the deemed provisions of the Regulations, an application is 
'deemed to be refused' if it is not determined within a 90-day period.

Once this period lapses, the applicant gains the right to appeal the decision.  
Importantly, if the applicant decides not to exercise their right to appeal, the 
City still maintains the ability to issue a determination.

The deemed refusal date for this application passed on 1 July 2023 and the 
applicant already has deemed refusal rights.  The applicant has corresponded 
with the City regarding the Council meeting dates, and has elected not to 
exercise their appeal rights, and instead allow the City to determine the matter.

Right of Review

Is there a right of review?  Yes  No

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

Background

Lodgement 
Date:

20 May 2023 Use Class: D – Education 
Establishment 

Lot Area: 911m 2 TPS Zoning: Commercial

Estimated Cost 
of 
Development:

Nil MRS: Urban

Development Approval (181/2012) for an 'Education Establishment' was issued 
in November 2012.  An amendment was approved in May 2013, which included 
minor modifications to the building.  The original and modified approved plans 
can be found in Attachments 12.1.3 and 12.1.4.

The site currently operates as a 'Trainwest' training facility.  The approved 
facility is two storeys in height and contains two training rooms and amenities 
on the ground floor, with offices and a meeting room on the first floor.  There 
are 12 existing on-site car parking spaces inclusive of one accessible bay.
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It is considered that the 260 metre distance is suitable for students and staff to 
access the site.  This distance falls within the accepted 400 metre catchment 
used for urban planning purposes to determine if a site is within walking 
distance.

Given the above, the proximity of the off-site parking bays to the training 
centre is considered suitable.

Number of parking bays

As the arrangement for off-site bays is considered acceptable subject to 
conditions, it is necessary to consider the appropriateness of the overall parking 
scenario.

Table 1 below shows a breakdown of the on-site and off-site parking bays for 
the training centre.

Parking Location Number of Bays

On Site (154 Epsom Avenue, Belmont) 12 bays (inclusive of 1 accessible bay)

81-91 Leake Street, Belmont 34 bays

Total 46 bays

Table 1 – Breakdown of available parking for the training facility.

The assessment of parking requirements in the 23 August 2023 OCM item 
found that the LPS 15 parking standards of one bay for every four students 
do not reflect the actual parking needs for the land use.  It was considered that 
the realistic parking demand of the training centre was approximately one bay 
per student.

With 46 bays now available across both sites, the parking bays to student/staff 
ratio is one bay per 1.04 students/staff.  Given the previous observations of the 
training facility, it is considered that the proposed 46 parking bays is suitable to 
allow for an increase in students to 48 and staff to nine.

Suitability of parking management measures

The applicant has submitted a revised Parking Management Plan to support the 
increase in numbers and the effectiveness of the shared parking arrangement.  
This plan can be found at Attachment 12.1.6.

The Parking Management Plan includes the following measures:
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Environmental implications

There are no environmental implications associated with this report. 

Social implications

There are no social implications associated with this report.

Attachment details

Attachment No and title

1. Development Plans [12.1.1 - 1 page]
2. Ordinary Council Meeting 22 August 2023 Minutes Confirmed [12.1.2 - 

31 pages]
3. 181 2012 Approved Plans [12.1.3 - 3 pages]
4. 181 2012 DAAM A Approved Plans [12.1.4 - 3 pages]
5. Car Parking Licence Arrangement [12.1.5 - 4 pages]
6. Parking Management Plan [12.1.6 - 6 pages]
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12.1 Amendment to Approval to Increase Student and Staff 
numbers at Educational Establishment - Lot 2 (154) Epsom 
Avenue, Belmont 

Voting Requirement : Simple Majority

Subject Index : 115/001
Location/Property Index : Lot 2 (154) Epsom Avenue, Belmont
Application Index : 181/2012/DAAM/B 
Disclosure of any Interest : Nil
Previous Items : OCM 25 October 2022 – Item 12.2 Petition – Epsom 

Avenue Shopping Precinct – Parking Issues
Applicant : Rowe Group
Owner : A.M. Wragg and D. Munrowd-Harris 
Responsible Division : Development and Communities

Council role

Quasi-Judicial

When Council determines an application/matter that directly 
affect a person’s right and interests. The judicial character arises 
from the obligation to abide by the principles of natural justice. 
Examples of quasi-judicial authority include local planning 
applications, building licences, applications for other 
permits/licences (eg under Health Act, Dog Act or Local Laws) 
and other decisions that may be appealable to the State 
Administrative Tribunal.

Purpose of report

For Council to consider an amendment to Development Approval 181/2012 at Lot 2 
(154) Epsom Avenue, Belmont.  The original approval allowed for an 'Educational 
Establishment' with five staff and 26 students.  The proposed changes include increasing to 
nine staff and 48 students, along with a site plan update (Attachment 12.1.3) to represent 
the current parking layout.

Summary and key issues

�� The 'Educational Establishment' was originally granted Development Approval in 2012 
(181/2012).  This was based on five staff and 26 students using 12 onsite parking 
bays (inclusive of one accessible bay).

�� The current application seeks to amend the approval by inserting a condition to 
increase the number of staff to nine and students to 48, and to update the site plan to 
represent the current parking layout.
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�� The proposal was advertised for public comment, with six submissions received.

�� The officer assessment has found that the onsite parking does not cater for the 
current staff and student numbers.  Accordingly, there is a high level of use of public 
bays in Epsom Avenue.

�� It is considered that the Parking Management Plan (Attachment 12.1.2) would not 
effectively facilitate parking for additional students or staff.

�� It is recommended that Council approve the updated site plan that reflects the current 
parking layout and apply a condition restricting the facility to a maximum of 
26 students and five staff.

Officer Recommendation

That Council approve planning application 181/2012/DAAM/B as detailed in plans dated 
2 May 2023 submitted by Rowe Group on behalf of the owner A M Wragg and 
D T W Munrowd-Harris for the amendment of Development Application 181/2012 at Lot 2 
(No 154) Epsom Avenue, Belmont subject to the following conditions:

1. All conditions of the development approval 181/2012 and 181/2012/DAAM/A dated 
22 November 2012 and 25 January 2013 are to be satisfied, with the exception of 
amended Condition 1 and new Conditions 8, 9 and 10 as follows.

Condition 1 is amended as follows:

1. Development/land use shall be in accordance with the attached approved plan(s) 
dated 22 November 2012 and amended plans dated 25 January 2013 and 2 May 
2023, and subject to any modifications required as a consequence of any 
condition(s) of this approval.  The endorsed plans shall not be modified or altered 
without the prior written approval of the City.

The addition of the following new conditions:

8. There shall be no more than 26 students and five staff on the site at any given time.

9. Prior to commencement of the use, the landowner shall modify the Parking 
Management Plan to reflect that there shall be no more than 26 students and 
five staff on the site at any given time.

10. Prior to commencement of the use, the landowner shall implement the approved 
Parking Management Plan (as well as any subsequently updated and approved 
versions of the Parking Management Plan) to the satisfaction of the City.
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Note:

Cr Davis put forward the following Procedural Motion, in accordance with sections 
11.1(g) and 18.1 of the City of Belmont Standing Orders Local Law 2017. 

Procedural Motion

Davis moved, Sekulla seconded

That the item be referred back to a Council briefing as per sections 11.1(g) and 18.1 of the 
Standing Orders.

Carried 6 votes to 1

For:        Davis, Rossi, Ryan, Sekulla, Sessions and Wolff

Against: Carter

Reason

For the applicant to have discussions with Council officers and other parties in relation to 
parking and then to further brief Council in due course.

Location

The subject site is located on the south-western side of Epsom Avenue, and forms part of 
the Epsom Avenue Commercial Centre.  Figure 1 shows the subject site outlined in red.  
The site is bounded by commercial land to the north-west, and residential land to the south-
west and south-east.
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Figure 1: Aerial showing the site outlined in red

Consultation

The application was advertised for a period of 14 days commencing 17 July 2023 and 
concluding 31 July 2023.  Figure 2 shows the extent of advertising.  Both owners and 
occupiers were included in the consultation process.

Figure 2: Image showing extent of advertising.

During the advertising period a total of six submissions were received, all objecting to the 
application.  The issues raised in the objections include:

�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



  

City of Belmont | Ordinary Council Meeting - 22 August 2023 | 37

�� Parking restrictions

�� Parking of vehicles blocking private driveways

�� Students occupying public bays and the consequent lack of availability of public bays.

The comments made in the submissions, together with the officer response are 
summarised and provided in Attachment 12.1.1.

Strategic Community Plan implications

In accordance with the 2020 – 2040 Strategic Community Plan:

Goal 5: Responsible Belmont

Strategy: 5.5 Engage and consult the community in decision-making

Strategy: 5.6 Deliver effective, fair and transparent leadership and decision-making, 
reflective of community needs and aspirations

Policy implications

There are no policy implications associated with this report.

Statutory environment

Local Planning Scheme No. 15

The proposal seeks an amendment to the development approval for an ‘Education 
Establishment’.  Local Planning Scheme No. 15 (LPS 15) provides the following definition 
for ‘Education Establishment’:

“Education Establishment means premises used for the purposes of education and 
includes a school, tertiary institution, business college, academy, or other education 
centre”.

‘Education Establishment’ is listed as a ‘D’ use within the ‘Commercial’ zone, which the 
subject site is zoned.  A ‘D’ use means that the use is not permitted unless the local 
government has exercised its discretion by granting Development Approval.

Local Planning Scheme No. 15 states that the objective of the ‘Commercial' Zone is:

“The Town Centre and Commercial Zone is intended to provide for the retail 
commercial function and entertainment.”

Clause 4.16 of LPS 15 contains the car parking requirements for uses.  Clause 4.16.4 (1) 
states:

“(1) The number of spaces to be provided in respect of any particular site shall be 
determined by the local government, having regard to the nature of the use and 
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the known or likely volume of goods, materials or people moving to and from the 
site.  Subject to any provision of the Scheme to the contrary the number of 
car parking spaces shall be in accordance with the requirements of Table 2.”

Table 2 of LPS 15 applies the following car parking rate for ‘Educational Establishments’:

“Education Establishment (Other) – 1 space for every 4 students the establishment is 
designed to accommodate.”

Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015

The ability to amend an approval granted is outlined in Planning and Development (Local 
Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (the Regulations).  Schedule 2, Part 9, Clause 77 of 
the Regulations allows an applicant to seek amendments to an approved development.

Clause 77 (1) states the following:

(1) An owner of land in respect of which development approval has been granted by 
the local government may make an application to the local government 
requesting the local government to do any or all of the following:

(a) To amend the approval so as to extend the period within which any 
development approved must be substantially commenced;

(b) To amend or delete any condition to which the approval is subject;

(c) To amend an aspect of the development approved which, if amended, 
would not substantially change the development approved;

(d) To cancel the approval.

Clause 77 (2) states:

(2) An application under subclause (1)-

(a) is to be made in accordance with the requirements in Part 8 and dealt with 
under this Part as if it were an application for development approval; and

(b) may be made during or after the period within which the development 
approved must be substantially commenced.

As the amendment is to be dealt with under Part 8 of the Regulations, the matters listed 
under Clause 67 (2) of the Regulations are to be considered during the assessment of this 
application.

Clause 77 (4) states:

(4) The local government may determine an application made under subclause (1) 
by-

(a) Approving the application without conditions; or

(b) Approving the application with conditions; or

(c) Refusing the application.
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Schedule 2 Part 9 Clause 67(2) of the Planning Regulations states the matters to be 
considered by local government in determining a development application.  In summary, the 
following matters are of particular relevance to this application:

(a) The aims and provisions of this Scheme and any other local planning scheme 
operating within the Scheme area.

(b) The requirements of orderly and proper planning.

(m) The compatibility of the development with its setting including the compatibility of 
the development with the desired future character of its setting.

(s) The adequacy of -

i. The proposed means of access to and egress from the site; and

ii. Arrangements for the loading, unloading, manoeuvring and parking of 
vehicles.

(w) The history of the site where the development is to be located; 

(x) The impact of the development on the community as a whole notwithstanding the 
impact of the development on particular individuals.

(y) Any submissions received on the application.

Deemed Refusal

Under Clause 75 of the deemed provisions of the Planning and Development (Local 
Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015, an application is ‘deemed to be refused’ if it is 
not determined within a 60-day period.

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

The deemed refusal date for this application passed on 1 July 2023 and the applicant 
already has deemed refusal rights.

Right of Review

Is there a right of review?  Yes  No

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

Lodgement 
Date:

2 May 2023 Use 
Class:

D – Educational 
Establishment

Lot Area: 911m2 TPS 
Zoning:

Commercial

Estimated 
Cost of 
Development:

Nil MRS: Urban

Existing Development and Approval Background

Development Approval (181/2012) for the ‘Education Establishment’ was issued in 
November 2012.  An amendment was approved in May 2013 which included minor 
modifications to the building.  The original and modified approved plans can be found in 
Attachments 12.1.4 and 12.1.5.

The site currently operates as a ‘Trainwest’ training facility.  The approved facility is 
two stories in height and contains two training rooms and amenities on the ground floor, 
with offices and a meeting room on the first floor.  There are 12 existing on site car parking 
spaces inclusive of once accessible bay.

This 2012 approval was based on the attendance figures put forward by the applicant at 
that time, which was five staff and 26 students.  These attendance figures complied with the 
LPS 15 parking requirements of one bay per four students on the basis that there was 
five staff bays and seven student bays.

In July 2022, the City notified the operators of evidence that there were more than 
26 students attending the premises.  This meant that there was insufficient onsite parking to 
comply with the LPS 15 parking requirements.

In response, the training centre operator took steps to manage student numbers in 
response to the concerns raised.  Continued monitoring of the situation indicates that the 
training centre now generally operates with a maximum of 26 students.

Public Parking in the Epsom Avenue Commercial Centre

When assessing this proposal, it is necessary to consider the parking context of the Epsom 
Avenue Commercial Centre.  There are currently 59 public car parking bays adjacent to the 
Commercial Centre, within the Epsom Avenue road reserve.

In July 2022 Council received a petition from the community raising concerns about public 
parking availability and length of stay in the Epsom Avenue public carpark.

At the October 2022 Ordinary Council Meeting (OCM), Council resolved to install parking 
sensors and enforce parking time restrictions in the public parking bays within Epsom 
Avenue.  These sensors have now been installed.
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The parking time restrictions are as follows: 

�� Area A (25 bays total) 2hr limit;

�� Area B (14 bays total) 1hr limit;

�� Area C (20 bays total) no time restriction.

These parking restrictions are shown in Figure 3 below:

Figure 3: Image showing the existing public bays along Epsom Avenue

As some of the commercial properties at this Epsom Avenue Centre were historically 
developed with no onsite parking bays, the unrestricted bays (Area C) are intended to cater 
for this.

As part of the motion proposed by Councilors at the 25 October 2022 OCM (Item 12.2) and 
subsequently amended at the 27 June 2023 OCM (Item 13.2.2), officers have been tasked 
with evaluating the impact of the new parking restrictions.  This review will take place 
three months after the installation of the parking sensors.

Parking arrangements for other sites in the Epsom Avenue Commercial Centre

Table 1 below summarises the current approvals of the commercial properties along Epsom 
Avenue, including the parking requirements and availability for each site.
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Table 1: Summary of current approvals and required/provided parking
Address/Site Approved 

Land Use
LPS 15 Parking 
Requirement

Parking 
Availability Onsite

Lot 88 (142) Epsom Ave, 
Belmont (BWS)

Liquor Store Shop – 11.82 (12 
bays required)

5 informal parking to 
rear of building

Lot 85 (146) Epsom Ave, 
Belmont (Jacaranda 
Community Centre)

Community 
Purpose

Office - 8 bays 
required

Nil parking onsite

Lot 86 (148) Epsom Ave, 
Belmont (Pharmacy 
777)

Shop Shop - 12 bays 
required

Nil parking onsite

Lot 87 (150) Epsom Ave, 
Belmont (Super Deli)

Shop Shop – 9 bays 
required

Nil parking onsite

Lot 1 (152) Unit 1 Epsom 
Ave, Belmont (Epsom 
Fish and Chip)

Restaurant/ 
take-away

Restaurant/ take-
away – 3.4 (4) bays 
required

Allocated 3 bays 
onsite

Lot 1 (152) Unit 2 Epsom 
Ave, Belmont (Barber 
Shop)

Shop Shop – 3.4 (4) bays 
required

Allocated 3 bays 
onsite

Lot 1 (152) Unit 3 Epsom 
Ave, Belmont (Office)

Office Office - 9 bays 
required

Allocated 5 bays 
onsite

It is noted that development at 146 and 148 Epsom Avenue have no onsite parking and 
were dealt with as follows.

146 Epsom Avenue

�� Council approved a change of use of this property at the 22 February 2011 OCM 
(Item 12.6).

�� This change of use was for a Community Purpose land use (Jacaranda Community 
Centre).

�� To calculate the parking requirement in this application the Scheme parking rate for 
‘office’ was used.

�� Following this approach, it was considered that eight bays were required for the use.  
A study of the public parking was done during the assessment.

�� It was considered that there was no change in the required number of parking bays 
from the past and proposed use, and the off-site parking bays were sufficient to cater 
for the use. 

148 Epsom Avenue

�� Council approved additions to the existing Pharmacy at this property at the 
20 May 2008 OCM (Item 12.1.1).
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�� Site inspections showed that the requirement for parking within the off-site reciprocal 
use bays was at approximately 48.81% capacity.  It was considered that a minimal 
increase in retail floor area will not significantly impact on the availability of parking for 
other businesses within the Epsom Avenue Commercial Centre.

�� It was considered that the off-site parking bays were sufficient to cater for the use.

Report

To determine the appropriateness of the proposed increase to staff and student numbers, it 
is necessary to consider the following:

�� The LPS 15 onsite parking requirements

�� The suitability of off-site parking

�� The appropriateness of management measures.

These matters are discussed under the relevant headings below.

Local Planning Scheme No 15 Onsite Parking Requirements

While the applicant asserts compliance with the LPS 15 parking requirements in their 
proposal, a more comprehensive review is necessary.  This review should not only focus on 
conformity to LPS 15 parking standards, but also assess the overall suitability of parking for 
the subject use in the context of the locality.  This includes examining the site's history, 
specifically the existing operations based on the 2012 application, and the actual parking 
needs for the proposed use.

Table 2 of LPS 15 categorises the ‘Education Establishment’ land use into several 
subcategories.  The current use falls into the ‘Education Establishment – Other’ category, 
which requires one bay per four students.  It is noted that this rate does not have specific 
requirements for staff parking.  The applicant submits that based on the existing 12 onsite 
bays, the proposed 48 students is compliant with the Scheme’s standard.  While this may 
be the case, it is necessary to consider the actual parking demands for this specific use and 
the adequacy of parking bays to cater for it.  As an amendment application there is the 
benefit of assessing actual operations at the subject property.

The City undertook parking observations over a three week period (from 3 July 2023 – 
24 July 2023).  The following was observed:

�� Officers attended the site on nine mornings over the three-week period at 8.00am.

�� At 154 Epsom Avenue, all 11 onsite bays were occupied consistently, in addition to a 
couple of cars informally parking within the driveway.

�� An average of two students parked within the 1 hour or 2 hour bays public bays.

�� An average of 10 students parked within the 14 unrestricted public bays.
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�� Staff attending the education establishment also park to the rear of 152 Epsom 
Avenue.

�� On eight out of the nine days of observation it was noted that all unrestricted bays 
were occupied before 8.18am.

�� All unrestricted bays were occupied by 8.47am at the latest among the days officers 
attended the site.

�� On average over the nine days, 26 parked vehicles per day were associated with 
people attending the education establishment at 154 Epsom Avenue.

Based on the above, it is considered that the Table 2 parking standards of LPS 15 do not 
reflect the parking needs for the land use at the subject property.  It is considered that the 
observations form the appropriate basis for this assessment.  It demonstrated that the 
onsite bays were fully used, and that there is an unreasonably high dependency on public 
parking bays.  Accordingly, the onsite parking for the use is considered inadequate to cater 
for an increase in students.

Suitability of Off-Site Parking

It is acknowledged that the Epsom Avenue bays are public bays and can be used by 
students.  As shown by the above observations, the current operation already relies heavily 
on the use of public bays to meet its parking needs.

When assessing the appropriateness of using public bays, it is necessary to consider how 
students use them.  Unlike other short visit uses in the precinct (i.e. shop/retail type uses), 
students will typically use bays for an extended time.  In the context of the Epsom Avenue 
bays, this is an issue, as there is only a small number of bays (14 of 59) that allow parking 
longer than two hours.

It is necessary to acknowledge that there are some uses in the Centre that have no onsite 
bays and also rely on public bays.  However, the current student demand for unrestricted 
public bays consistently exceeds the reasonable use of these spaces compared to the 
other properties.

Based on the observations of parking, increasing student and staff numbers would 
exacerbate unreasonable use of public bays, and is not equitable in the context of the 
precinct.  Accordingly, the off-site parking for the use is not considered adequate to cater 
for an increase in students or staff.

Parking Management Plan

Consideration needs to be given to whether parking demand can be managed to the extent 
that an increase in students and staff is acceptable.

The applicant has provided a Parking Management Plan as part of their application 
(Attachment 12.1.2).  The Management Plan aims to encourage students to utilise public 
transport, carpooling and non-car transport options and will inform attendees to the site of 
the parking restrictions and options before they attend the site.
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The continual changeover of students from course to course undermines the effective 
implementation of standing parking management measures.  Moreover, the management 
plan lacks clear implementation strategies to require compliance by students and staff, 
which casts doubt over its effectiveness.  While a Parking Management Plan may assist, it 
is doubted that the plan will reduce parking demand to an acceptable level to justify the 
requested increase in student and staff numbers.

However, given the findings in respect to parking availability and usage for the current 
student and staff numbers, it is considered necessary for the Parking Management Plan to 
be implemented, irrespective of any increase in numbers.

Amended Site Plan

The applicant has also applied to amend the approved site plan.  This amendment seeks 
the following: 

�� To reflect the existing onsite parking layout.  This does not change the overall number 
of bays onsite, but shifts the location of the accessible parking bay from the front of 
the site to its existing central location, and reflects the concrete finish of the bays.  
Figure 4 shows an extract of the amended plan with changes annotated in red.

Figure 4 Extract of the amended plan with changes annotated in red

�� To remove the indicative seating plan from the floor plan.  This appears to be on the 
basis that the indicative seating plan reflected the 26 students that formed the basis of 
the original application.

In respect to the parking plan amendment, this is considered acceptable as it results in 
no changes to the overall number of bays and aligns with the approved building permit.

The removal of the indicative seating arrangement can also be supported.  This is on the 
basis that maximum student numbers are more appropriately dealt with through a condition 
which provides greater clarity.
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Recommended Approach

Based on the above findings, the following is considered appropriate: 

�� The revised site plan reflecting the existing on-site parking arrangements be 
approved.

�� The applicant has requested a condition to accommodate an increase to 48 students 
and nine staff while providing clarity regarding the maximum number of people at the 
site.  However, considering the findings on parking availability and usage, it is deemed 
appropriate for the condition to reflect no more than 26 students and five staff at any 
one time which is consistent with the original approval.

�� Given the findings with respect to parking availability and usage for the current 
numbers, it is considered appropriate for the submitted Parking Management Plan to 
be implemented.  This will require modification to reflect the limit on student and staff 
numbers.

�� It is acknowledged that a review of the parking controls implemented on the Epsom 
Avenue public bays is due three months after the sensor commencing operation.  It is 
noted that further controls to ensure equitable use of the public bays may be 
necessary as a result of the review.

Conclusion

As outlined in this report, based on the parking assessment and observations of the current 
parking demand at the training facility, it is deemed appropriate to apply a condition to limit 
the use to 26 students and five staff.

The revised site plan with amended parking layout that is reflective of the existing parking 
arrangement onsite is supported.

On this basis, it is recommended to approve the amended Development Application subject 
to conditions.

Financial implications

There are no financial implications evident at this time.

Environmental implications

There are no environmental implications associated with this report. 

Social implications

There are no social implications associated with this report. 
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Attachment details

Attachment No and title
1. Submission Table [12.1.1 - 5 pages]
2. Parking Management Plan [12.1.2 - 4 pages]
3. Development Plans [12.1.3 - 1 page]
4. 181/2012 Approved Plans [12.1.4 - 3 pages]
5. 181/2012/DAAM/B Approved Plans [12.1.5 - 3 pages]

�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ �2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J���� �$�X�J�X�V�W�������� �0�L�Q�X�W�H�V
�&�R�Q�I�L�U�P�H�G

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



i~:_,',- f' .... 
,,~:_ Ji 

- 

q ...,_----. =-"", 
,~=- J

Mf~':f-,~J._':<.-.,.._ 
, 

.,...' ..i:._~" 'i'i 
. 

.: :. ~~4i(~ 
'~'" 'A~ 

'r,- -.

LOT 1 

ZONED COMMERCIAL
15M STEP"~",W BOU~DA.lf(V/M.l 

PANEL TO IMPROVE S'GH U~ES

."1' 

;:;"
~,-",,"~_"'",J-- ~~."....~~~,~..

,-

.;{

".,." ;, 
,j\ ,

,\t
d..~~ ~

ITRAINING 

ROOM 1 
1 I.Omx 6.1m 

.7s(im 
(9, DESKS)

:t .'-

:;,

'"

~':

-0_ 'i.,

':

'~

,\ 

:t

/ 

f 0 I SIDIV' WATER PI v.1TH 
_R, "\10 

- 

I TfWTlCAB.E"DAADG'!ATE 

'......_/

1:01' 1 

(9 s.m:::1:
,....--." 

Ill. ,1,00 I STORM WATER PH MTI{ 
\ 

I TRAfFICABLE 110 MO GRATE 

'-_/

~'

.'

" .

'~.-":- .

.'
~... .~---- ~..-l"-F""'"-''''''':''r''' p --.....=-~.

..........J-.-~

{..

,-'.'J- "1" 
"::Ti I'; . 

~- ,," -. 

41. :'lr-' "~~-";"~~~-""". 'ill. 
' 

.".r..:"':;'~....1:" I' 
.!' ~ _ 

-- ''''' 

l' ,,2 I . 
: t 

,. 

.';y','f,l" 
~f,foo G~OUND FLOOR PLAN ;:> Ji: '~ ..'. 

_l.J.:f__ -.. i_ !or '- ~ >~ 1. 
-~ 

\~ _!_:r_. ~~

~ < B- 
. 

..l.....~.r tJt_

"'::~ _.t.

~_,df:$~~~":~'-,. 
,-I 

, ,I 

J 
:'1 
,) 

I,
"' 

;... 

____z.~Y

ZONED RESIDENTIAL 

!"v,-.301
~ :'\ \, 

-;; 
'.:1 
"

, 

3 BqlCK lfffiRBQX Ii S CABINET 
RENDERED Ii PAlNfED FJ; S S, 

STREET NO_ OFFSEl DIIf'I 

Jt 

. i1 ' 

_ 

__......w..!-,_

....' 
. 

",.'

-!r , I 

,- "-' 
~~\~--_._.- ~. ,_

CITY OF BELMON1 

PLANNING CONSENT GRANTFD 

22 NOV 20\1 

SUBJECT TO lHf:: G0NDITIONS OF- 
_. 

p~NNlNo ~~~OICl\'fftt-

o DETAIL 
SCALE 1:10

o

TRAINING ROOM lA

2M HIGH PaMlER COATED 

STEEL fABRICATED N

NID HINGED MANUAL GATE

2M HIGH I'aMlER COATED 

STEEL fABRICATED fENCl' 

L 
POST v.1TH lATCH TO MANUAl 

HINGEDGAfE 

o 

2M HIGH I'aMlER AUTOMATK 

SU(ljNG GATE CEmER UNEo

TRAINING ROOM 2 DIVIDED OPTION 
SCALE 1:100

o

o

COUNCIL COpy

NOTE:

PRQPOSD DESIGN ~ ONLY CONCEPllJAL

DESIGN ~ SUBJECT TO RlRTHER DESIGN DEVElOPMENT Ii 

TO AUTHOmTIES APPROVAlS Ii OTHER REQIlREO 
CONSUlTANTS'INP\JTS,

PLANNING INFORMATION:

LOT AAfA 9OSm'

ZONING (OMMEROAl

GROUND fLOOR AAfA 

fiRST fLOOR AREA 

TOTAl BUIlDING AREA (GfA)

376m~ 
211m' 
587m'

C
t-
Z

W 0
'" :2

>
-

C) _J
-

~
W

W ::--. m
0

0 --
LL

W (V') 0
""'" >-

~ 1-

0

c:

~.2
-

e (!)

'2'
0:::

CO
0
0

80
c _.

1M ElEV~ STREET TREE & SQWif OWfGES AW 

5(ATllX AM(ttltOTS IIW 

ISSILD FOR aIHTSIjU OFF 'Pl.NIt.N N'PfN. AW 

Gf , FF 0fSKiN FO~ Cl,[NT AfWW 

MlRROItCFb56Sl10rORQ.ltf"=!fVIEW 

OPlIOH"AIX(D 

ACCESSWAYDEDOPfD6

01/11/12 
]OJl0/!l 

18110/12 

AW I?/lOM 

IIW 18109112 

AW 13/09112 
AW )'!OSI1Z

H WMl""", AW 15/03112
, SUfiYEYtf"CJF.MATION&ELfVATrMADDED AW 06/01/1Z
f OCB Nt:HOCD AS PeR (L(NT"S COM'UfTS. AW 16106112
, OCDAKNOCOA$P(RClDT'SCOM"ClfS. .. \'/06112

0 OCD,lKNOCDAS P(RCl,IJITSCOM'1:HTS. AW 2Z10511Z

( OC~ AMO<<D AS P(R irKW. AW 22104/12
. ORA'Mtj(jSlf.[IAK..HClO.AlRW.I'tClIO '" 00/021"

SACJ((,RIJlIOOAOI)(O.

, ISSOCO fOR PREtlMrWlY =lWW. '" 16fOl/ll

- _.- . ,..

~'''IHI Drlllh

PROPOSED NEW TRAINWEST 

OFFICE + TRAINING CENTRE 

LOT 2 (NO.154) EPSOM AVENUE 

BELMONT, WA 6104

Qrl_i'iT,tlt

CONCEPT SITE & GROUND 

FLOOR PLAN 

TRAINWEST

". 
(1 ~'tr I, /+' j 

t ~_m WILLIAMS 

I I COMMERCLIl I'WlNIJ<<; Ii DESIGN 

PROIECT MANAGEMENT + 

FAClUTlES MAltlTEtwKE MAtWJEMENT

44~STJIDQml'tAm 'lltSTtfl!t~IW.Jo\WJ6 

n:lfptqlfI5lUl(i~1 ftoCSlMlf'6'S').?41olOG" 

(........~.ftvId.1II 

OOtKITSCAltFROHTtI5IW.'mHG. ClCOf'YRlGKf 

TlGch"'"9lSb,cIdlrlgJlU'postS n.s.'III'IgISU,e toCo"i"t.t
O~lTMldw bt,udillcOllfllldicn I'lUStnotbere!.ined,ctlFieclOIIMd 
."oIher"~.spcdic.lbons wiI!Iou:priorWf4e:lA1#lorityItcln 
"inWudionsissued...tlctl,tlttello "6AM"il.lj,l,MS.~dII 

tNsPfO,<<l ~iDe$l9'lC(lllw:tiI'U'

Or..R'
AW AS SHOWN

Ouoed'AW _......4
IW

5ta
AI

".Jen N, (I...;~, ..

1122

SK.01 ~
JAN 2012

0

QIS,II.rr<<.t

�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ ������ �������� �$�S�S�U�R�Y�H�G�3�O�D�Q�V

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����



I'

FUlURE SIGNAGC TO 

SEPARATE APPlICATION

-r'; Ci. c~ PAM DF ,.. -.r- ,-. ...-._,- - 

APPUCANT TO LIAIS!' WITH arrs COMMlJtilY 
SAfElY OFfiCER Willi RBPECT TO INI TILT-UP COlIC. PN-IELS 

BOUNDARY ViAll COLOUR SOiEME SEALED CONCRETE FINISH

r~~_~"_'-'",,''- ..-..,,-,....,..,-,. .-.r'.,....." "-'-r..~r -.; r-r",-. ~___._.....,......,..".... --v...".-.... ......-,.-.r. r~' "" ,._,.-v...... ..-,-.,-,-...- - "-"-"'-'.' ''-'_-.-,-,,'_.-r,,-~';' .__.. ,-','-,

( NOImlBOUNDAAY 
. -+- 8l.II_oit HEOO- .IJ_ ~... 

J-~-----~------- --------l-----~-

l~f"~< l 
Ii. :JI..n..) -'-~f~~tc ! t::::::! 

I 
, l !"'STFl C:;:;;]__.Jc. } 't..:.cc.:.:.:..~..:..:.:.c.c-:.:.:.-ct-------j-------- ~=~ ["'~:~l~::_.;;,:_~ > :~~ ~_____~_______ 

"0""'" 
. r:: :. 

. 

1<:: 
--1-.:..:... -...-

~ SOOIH""''''''IIWING....' 

I!
----+-

''IO\IlIIR.

V'

-------t----=._-- -~--=----=-~------+---------- =t----------+--------- -jG-_RH,-a- 
------- 

-----~- -------r-------- -----------r---------__jt~-==r 
~ 

~!!

.J:

STREET ELEVATION (NORTH/EAST) 
SCALE 1:100

'w<o")7 t=!i 
I.SM STEP IN tNl ~ 

PAJHTEDFlIl5tIT08OJ't'DAf!YPAttrr 
BOUNDARY WAlL PANEL 

TO IMPRIM ~GHT UNES 

NORTH/WEST ELEVATION 
SCALE 1:100

U" ,uOCO<KRI'1fBCUIlARY'W ,II PAhflS -+

..._.._._......,i-./'_...__~ ,̂ _.-'_ .~.~'...r'........,; 
_ 

_.., ..-...... "'_ -J_,....... "-;..J ." _.-.' __, .J ....'_.._,,_,.., _.' _-""" _.......,.., ....._. _.' _..._.~__,.._, .-....-.."'__ ..~..-_,;..__,_"____,, ...._.. .,'" __ ......_.,. .~......_,......................_....., __.. ~ ,~. ...._. ",,̂ , ,_, _' ...... ._I_ .__. ...._,.

TILT.UPCQN(. PN-IELS
PAlN'TEO CF{ ClADOING WITH fUlURE ~GNAGE TO 

! 
EXPRESSED IOItiTS SEPARATE

BOLlAAO TO DISABLED TlLT.lJP CONe. PANElS 

PARKING SHARED ZONE PAINTED fiNISH

SOUTH/WEST ELEVATION 
SCALE 1:100

SOUTH/EAST ELEVATION 
SCALE 1:100

"11i

ZOS90 
~ 

,-

~ 
1

a.Om;( 3.9m 

3'sqm

NW REV" STREET TREE & Skif~ 0WfGES 
ISSl(DfORClUfTSl:;Horr &PlNHNGII'PfN 

Gf&FfDCSIjHfO!IQ..[NTfOtlW

AW 01/11/12 

AW 11110112 

AW 12110112
, HIUIOR Cf'lQ 5IS.9. D FORQ.EN" 'IEVlW Ioli 18109111
, OPTKlN4AlUD AW 11109112
, ACCISS'tIAYOCSIGNOPTKIHS Ioli 31/O 12

H LNIJSCAPEI'lNIAmJ) Ioli tSf08l12
G SlJF.V[YNFOI!MA.Tk)t,&rlCYAT(WSAOOCD "" 06I07/1l
, D(S!6HN4I:NOCDASPl:RClLNT'S(()MIo(NTS A'N 16/0 ll2
, DE~A/ofNDEOASPfRClINrsCOHV S. AW 1'106112
D DES(,HAt-lHtiOAS PfRClIHrSCOM"Et

.

AW 22/015112
. ISSt(OHlRPRtIJMNARY:oI(W. AW GaIOlII~

-- ~~~ ~ ~.OPEN OFFICE 

AREA ~'Ol..t OUllts

79tnx52m 

41sqm

PROPOSED NEW TRAINWEST 

OFFICE + TRAINING CENTRE 

LOT 2 (NO.154) EPSOM AVENUE 

BELMONT, WA 6104

Orl.HiTllte

CITY OF BELMONT 
PLANNING CONSENT GRANTEO

CONCEPT FIRST FLOOR 

PLAN + ELEVATION 

TRAINWEST

2 Z NOV 2017
l 'I \ II .1 l , 

I. ' '+ 
[aam WILLIAMS I 

I I COMMERCIAl PlN-INING & DESIGN 

PROIECT MANAGEMENT + 

FACIlJTIES MAINTENANCE MAlIAGEMENT

SU6JECT TO THE CONDITIONS OF- 
PI.,ANNIN AI"''''''I:\\.I,I\.I.

BOONONIY"S.O

~I 
;1 ~

COUNCIL COpy

~ [TOIl ~TiUT 'rn POmt W(ST[tN AISTlWJ,I. iOO6 
mfPI *61IWQ4(M1 rACSIMI.E."1~4~~ 

E-Wf.; orf91lnbtM.. 

DO I<<)T sa.u FRO'" TlI5 OAAlflG. ~ COf"YRGff 
Tlws awtglSbre6drlgpwp;rstt: T1not ISSI-tI,ealoCo"fl4lt& 

O'i~TM' shillbele.dfl~ rutl'OlberetMled,topledorl&d 
wth.other1h"""9S,specifiu.1IDn$ 'llittctutpnor'Mtte"llllhlnt)'tor. 
MId nstruc1ionslssued-..hdl rdtlelo 'ESAMWI.lJ,I,MS.CotMtttcill 
INspro,<<t PIImer5&DntgnConsubtt$" 

0..... AW Selte. AS SHOWN

IW Sin 
AI

L
FIRST FLOOR PLAN 

SCALE 1:100

ll!l!! III..!!!'J. (hH~d AW

1".iHllh ~""I~, ~.

1122 SK.02 ~

fES 2012 
~

o

�$�W�W�D�F�K�P�H�Q�W������������ ������ �������� �$�S�S�U�R�Y�H�G�3�O�D�Q�V

�2�U�G�L�Q�D�U�\�&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�0�H�H�W�L�Q�J
�7�X�H�V�G�D�\���� �0�D�\�������� �3�D�J�H�_����


































































































































































































	1  Official Opening
	2  Apologies and leave of absence



