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DISCUSSION PAPER:  POLICY ON SMOKE-FREE OUTDOOR AREAS 

BACKGROUND 

There is substantial evidence linking exposure to second-hand smoke with a range 
of serious and life threatening health impacts including heart disease, cancer, 
asthma and other respiratory problems.  

While most evidence relates to indoor exposure, there is emerging evidence on how 
smoking affects air quality in outdoor locations. A recent study which measured 
cigarette smoke levels in a variety of outdoor locations showed that a person sitting 
near a smoker in an outdoor area could be exposed to levels of cigarette smoke 
similar to the exposure of someone sitting in an indoor area. Therefore, the second-
hand smoke in outdoor areas where people tend to congregate such as sports 
stadiums present a real health risk to patrons and staff.  

In addition to the health impacts, cigarettes are an environmental issue. Cigarette 
butts take up to five years to break down and they are consistently one of the most 
common items found during Clean Up Australia Day.  

Community attitudes towards smoking have changed over time. Due to the mounting 
evidence showing the harmful effects of passive smoking, and also because of 
litigation, by the mid-1990s smoke-free workplace policies had been introduced 
extensively in both public and private sectors.   

There is strong public support for better and more wide-reaching tobacco control 
activities. A survey of residents in NSW found overwhelming support for smoking 
restrictions in the following areas:  

• 92 % support bans in children’s playgrounds 

• 85% support bans outside workplace doors/entrances 

• 80% support bans in sports stadiums 

• 69% support bans in outdoor dining areas 

• In addition, 65% say they would avoid places where they may be exposed to 
other peoples smoke.  

There is also evidence to suggest that smoking bans support smokers who are trying 
to quit as well as reduce overall cigarette consumption.  
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EXISTING LEGISLATION  

The current legislation includes the Tobacco Products Control Act 2006 (the Act) and 
Tobacco Products Control Regulations 2006 (the Regulations).  

The Act makes the following references to smoking in outdoor areas:   

107B. No smoking in outdoor eating areas 

(1) A person must not smoke in an outdoor eating area unless the place in 
which the person is smoking is a smoking zone. 

Penalty: a fine of $2 000. 

107C. No smoking near playground equipment 

A person must not smoke within 10 m of children’s playground equipment that  

(a) is in a public place or a part of a public place; and 

(b) is not in an enclosed public place. 

Penalty: a fine of $1 000. 

 

 The Regulations make it an offence to smoke in enclosed public places:   

10. Prohibition on smoking in enclosed public places 
 
(1) A person must not smoke in an enclosed public place. 

 
Penalty: a fine of $2 000. 

 
COUNCIL POLICY – SMOKING, OTHER DRUGS AND ALCOHOL 

Council’s current policy on Smoking, Other Drugs and Alcohol states:  
 

• Smoking is prohibited in all Council owned/leased buildings.  
 
• The Shire of Chittering upholds the right of an individual to work in a smoke-
free environment.  
 
• There is no provision for the designation of smoking-permitted rooms or 
areas in buildings controlled by the Shire of Chittering.  
 
• Smoking is not permitted within five metres of entrances to buildings or ten 
metres from an air-conditioning unit.  
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• Smoking is banned in all Shire of Chittering vehicles.  
 
• The Shire of Chittering smoking policy is recognised as an Occupational 
Health and Safety responsibility.  
 
• All job applicants to the Shire of Chittering shall be informed of the policy in 
regard to smoking in the workplace. It is the responsibility of the department 
concerned to advise all potential employees and volunteers of the non-
smoking policy.  

 
The above policy is focussed on achieving a safe workplace within the Shire for 
employees so therefore it is not suited to modification to cater for outdoor areas 
generally used by the public.  With regard to smoking in outdoor areas it would be 
more appropriate to have a separate policy.  
 
SUMMARY 

Council has a role in advocating better public health for its residents. Council has 
existing smoking bans in place – all Council buildings are smoke-free to protect both 
the health of Council staff and members of the public. Health organisations are now 
urging stronger smoking bans in public places not yet covered by legislation. The 
majority of people are in favour of increasing control in outdoor areas for the 
protection of themselves and their children.  

The existing legislation and policy does well to ensure that people are protected in 
enclosed public places and other high risk locations such as children’s playgrounds. 
However there is a lack of control in outdoor public areas such as outside halls, 
offices, pavilions, sporting grounds and ovals where people congregate and can be 
affected by second-hand smoke.   

 

RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that a policy be developed that requires specific outdoor areas in 
public places to be nominated where smokers can and cannot smoke. The policy 
would have to take into consideration the following points:  

•  Where there is a lease agreement in place designated areas would need to 
be agreed between the Council (the owners) and the club lessees. 

• Provision would need to be made for butt disposal bins. It would be Council’s 
responsibility to supply and maintain the bins but it would be the clubs’ 
responsibility for emptying and cleanup of the bins on a day to day basis 
within their leased area.  
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• Designated smoking and non-smoking areas would need to be appropriately 
signed.  It would be the Council’s responsibility to supply and maintain the 
signs.   

• Except in locations governed by law (e.g.  enclosed public places, 
playgrounds and outdoor eating areas) there would be no provision for legal 
enforcement. Therefore the clubs would have to monitor the situation 
themselves.  

 

Attached is a draft policy for consideration.  

It is appreciated that there are some cost implications for Council if the policy is 
adopted and implemented. At this stage these costings have not been undertaken as 
this discussion report is submitted for the consideration of the Executive 
Management Team before proceeding further.  

 

 

 

 

GLENN SARGESON  

PRINCIPAL ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH OFFICER  

 

8 January 2013 
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DRAFT POLICY: SMOKE- FREE OUTDOOR AREAS 
 

OBJECTIVES:   

The objectives of the Shire of Chittering in banning smoking in various Council areas 
not covered by legislation are to:  

• Improve the health of community members; 

• Improve public amenity and maintenance of Council property; 

• Raise community awareness of issues associated with smoking; 

• Provide community leadership in taking measures to protect the health and 
social wellbeing of the community; 

• Minimise cigarette butt pollution on Council owned properties.  

POLICY  

1. Smoking is banned  within the following outdoor public areas: 

a. On all playing fields and  sporting grounds  including  peripheral 
seating and standing observation areas; 

b. Within five (5)   metres of entrances/ exits to buildings including 
covered areas of those buildings such as verandas and patios;  

c. Within ten (10) metres of air conditioning units;  

d. Within Council carparks; 

e. In all  Council parks and reserves;   

Unless in designated outdoor smoking areas. 

2. In leased premises the location of designated outdoor smoking areas must be 
agreed between the Council (owner) and the lessee of the premises. 

3. Designated outdoor smoking areas are to be appropriately signed with 
“SMOKING AREA” signs and include sufficient cigarette butt disposal bins. 

4. Outdoor areas where the public tend to congregate are to be signed with “NO 
SMOKING AREA" signs.  
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5. The Council is responsible for the provision of signs for smoking and non 
smoking areas and cigarette butt disposal bins.  

6. It will be the responsibility of the lessee for emptying and cleaning of cigarette 
butt disposal bins within the leased area  

7. It will be Council’s responsibility for emptying and cleaning of cigarette butt 
disposal bins within Council managed land.  

8. The Council will not be responsible for monitoring or enforcement action 
related to non-compliance with this policy.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Item 9.1.1 Attachment 1

Page 6



 

 

 

 

 

 

SHIRE OF CHITTERING 

 

 

 

 

TOWN PLANNING SCHEME No. 6 

 

AMENDMENT No. 49 
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PROPOSAL TO AMEND SCHEME 

 

1. Local Authority:  Shire of Chittering 

2. Description of Scheme: Town Planning Scheme No. 6 

3.  Type of Scheme:  District Zoning Scheme 

4. Serial No. of Amendment: Amendment No. 49 

5.  Proposal:  

1. Amend Schedule 1 – Dictionary of Defined Words and Expressions 
as follows: 
 
a) Delete the existing definitions of ‘Transport Depot’ and 

‘Commercial Vehicle’. 
 

b) Include in appropriate alphabetical order definitions as follows: 
 
Commercial Vehicle means a motorised vehicle or a non-
motorised vehicle designed, used or intended to be used for 
carrying goods or persons for hire or reward or for earthworks 
or construction. 
 
Note: Without limiting the generality of the above definition: 
 
a) Examples of a motorised vehicle include a van, truck, 

prime mover, tractor, grader or a mobile crane; and 
 

b) An example of a non-motorised vehicle is a trailer. 
 

Commercial Vehicle Parking means premises used or 
intended for use for the parking or garaging of no more than 
one motorised commercial vehicle and/or no more than one 
non-motorised commercial vehicle, but does not include the 
maintenance or repair of any such vehicle. 
 
Transport Depot means premises used or intended for use for 
the parking or garaging of two or more motorised commercial 
vehicles or two or more non-motorised commercial vehicles or 
more than one each of motorised and non-motorised 
commercial vehicles, and the use includes maintenance and 
repair of vehicles so parked or garaged on the land but not of 
other vehicles. 
 

2. Amend Schedule 2 – Zoning Table to include a Use Class for 
Commercial Vehicle Parking with the following permissibilities and 
renumber the use classes in Schedule 2 accordingly: 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Overview 

The purpose of this Amendment is to strengthen and clarify the measures of 
the Scheme regarding anomalies between the definitions for Transport Depot 
and Commercial Vehicles and the lack of a definition and use class within the 
Zoning Table for Commercial Vehicle Parking.  

1.2 Background 

The Development Services Department has been receiving a number of 
Applications for Planning Approval requesting parking for Commercial 
Vehicles or the Transport Depot land use on a variety of properties 
throughout the Shire of Chittering. This is a land use that is not well guided 
throughout the Scheme or through the policy documents of the Shire of 
Chittering. 

1.3 The Proposal 

This Amendment seeks to undertake the following amendments to the 
Scheme: 

• Include a definition for Commercial Vehicle Parking; 

• Amend the definitions of Transport Depot and Commercial Vehicle; 

• Include a use class and permissibilities for Commercial Vehicle 
Parking within Zoning Table; 

• Renumber the Zoning Table accordingly. 
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2. AMENDMENT DETAILS 

2.1 Definition for Commercial Vehicle Parking 

This Amendment seeks to define and include a definition for Commercial Vehicle 
Parking within the Scheme. The need for the definition arises from the following: 

• The Scheme includes a definition for Commercial Vehicles, but this is not a 
Use Class included within Schedule 2 – Zoning Table of the Scheme;  

• Even though a site may be used for a Transport Depot type use, it may not 
fall within this definition within the Scheme, as it may only contain one (1) 
motor vehicle, with a larger number of trailers and attachments. As the 
definition of Transport Depot does not contain a reference to Commercial 
Vehicles, but rather Motor Vehicles (which although not defined by the 
Scheme, one assumes they contain motorised propulsion, which 
trailers/attachments do not). This means that the use would be assessed as a 
Use Not Listed within the Scheme; and 

• A definition for Commercial Vehicle Parking would clarify the requirement for 
landowners within the Shire of Chittering to seek approval from Council for 
the parking of Commercial Vehicles on their properties. 

The proposed definition for Commercial Vehicle Parking to be included in the 
Scheme is: 

“Commercial Vehicle Parking means premises used or intended for use 
for the parking or garaging of no more than one motorised commercial 
vehicle and/or no more than one non-motorised commercial vehicle, but 
does not include the maintenance or repair of any such vehicle.” 

This definition outlines that Commercial Vehicle Parking is to be for up to one (1) 
motorised Commercial Vehicle and/or one (1) non-motorised Commercial Vehicle, 
being any proposed trailers or attachments to be parked or garaged on the property. 
If more than one (1) motorised and one (1) non-motorised vehicle are proposed to be 
stored on the property, this will be required to be assessed as a Transport Depot, as 
defined by the Scheme. 

2.2 Inclusion of Commercial Vehicle Parking within the Zoning Table 

This Amendment seeks to include the Commercial Vehicle Parking Use Class within 
Schedule 2 – Zoning Table of the Scheme. The following permissibility’s will be 
applicable to the Use Class: 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 T
o
w

n
s
it
e
 

L
ig

h
t 

In
d
u
s
tr

ia
l 

A
g
ri
c
u
lt
u
ra

l 
R

e
s
o
u
rc

e
 

R
u
ra

l 
R

e
s
id

e
n
ti
a
l 

R
u
ra

l 
S

m
a
llh

o
ld

in
g
s
 

R
u
ra

l 
R

e
tr

e
a
t 

R
u
ra

l 
C

o
n
s
e
rv

a
ti
o
n
 

R
e
s
id

e
n
ti
a
l 
R

2
 

 USE CLASS         

22 Commercial Vehicle Parking A P P A A A A A 

Within any residential living environment, it has been chosen to include Commercial 
Vehicle Parking as an A use within Schedule 2 - Zoning Table of the Scheme, which  
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“means that the use is not permitted unless the Local Government has 
exercised its discretion by granting Planning Approval after giving special 
notice in accordance with clause 9.4.” 

This is due to the following concerns that Council may have in regards to Commercial 
Vehicle Parking: 

• It may impact on the surrounding properties through noise or visual impact. It 
would be beneficial for Council to take into consideration the comments of the 
surrounding land owners and those on proposed transport routes, especially in 
the case where it is proposed to park prime movers on residential or rural 
residential lots; 

• Appropriate roads being used for access. Council will be required to consider 
whether vehicles will have appropriate permits for use of Shire of Chittering 
roads, particularly in the case where low volume or unsealed roads are 
proposed to be used for access; and 

• The proposed hours of operation. Council needs to consider the hours of 
operation of Commercial Vehicles and whether it would likely eventuate in 
noise complaints in the locality. 

Each application for Commercial Vehicle Parking is to be assessed on its merits, 
taking into consideration the comments received during the advertising process. 

Within the Light Industrial and Agricultural Resource zones of the Scheme, 
Commercial Vehicle Parking will be a ‘P’ (permitted) use. These types of land uses 
are inherently used for Commercial Vehicle Parking, which is ancillary to the 
predominant use of the land.  

2.3 Amending the Definition for Transport Depot 

The current definition for Transport Depot is as follows in the Scheme: 

“means premises used for the garaging of two (2) or more motor vehicles, 
used or intended to be used for carrying of goods or persons for hire or 
reward, or for the transfer of goods or persons, and includes maintenance 
and repair of the vehicles, used but not for other vehicles.” 

As previously discussed, the current definition results in applications being lodged 
with the Shire of Chittering proposing one (1) motorised vehicle with an unlimited 
number of non-motorised attachments. This would have to be assessed as a Use Not 
Listed by Council for Commercial Vehicle Parking. This Amendment proposes to alter 
the definition slightly to include reference to Commercial Vehicles and specifying 
them being either motorised or non-motorised, as follows 

“Transport Depot means premises used or intended for use for the 
parking or garaging of two or more motorised commercial vehicles or two 
or more non-motorised commercial vehicles or more than one each of 
motorised and non-motorised commercial vehicles, and the use includes 
maintenance and repair of vehicles so parked or garaged on the land but 
not of other vehicles.” 

The Amendment to the definition ensures that applications for transport depots can 
be assessed in the following format: 

• A transport depot proposing two (2) or more motorised vehicles, with any 
number of non-motorised trailers or attachments; and 

• A transport depot proposing one (1) motorised vehicle, with two (2) or more 
non-motorised trailers or attachments. 

This will provide clarity to Council and Shire of Chittering staff as to the appropriate 
land use to be applied when assessing applications for either Transport Depot or 
Commercial Vehicle Parking. 
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2.4 Amending the Definition for Commercial Vehicle 

The current definition for Commercial Vehicle is as follows in the Scheme: 

“means a vehicle whether licensed or not which is used or designed for 
use for business, trade or commercial purposes or in conjunction with a 
business, trade or professions and without limiting the generality of the 
foregoing includes any utility, van, truck, trailer, tractor and any 
attachment to any of them or any article designed to be attached to any of 
them, and any bus or any earthmoving machine whether self propelled or 
not. The term shall not include a vehicle designed for the use as a 
passenger car or any trailer or other thing most commonly used as an 
attachment to a passenger car, or a van, utility or light truck which is rated 
by the manufacturer as being suitable to cart loads of not more than 1.5 
tonnes” 

As previously discussed, the current definition results in applications being lodged 
with the Shire of Chittering proposing one (1) motorised vehicle, with an unlimited 
number of attachments (which are non-motorised, hence not covered by the above 
definition). This would have to be assessed as a Use Not Listed by Council. This 
Amendment proposes to alter the definition slightly to include reference to 
Commercial Vehicles, being either motorised or non-motorised, as follows 

“Commercial Vehicle means a motorised vehicle or a non-motorised vehicle 
designed, used or intended to be used for carrying goods or persons for hire or 
reward or for earthworks or construction. 
 
Note: Without limiting the generality of the above definition: 
 
a) Examples of a motorised vehicle include a van, truck, prime mover, tractor, 

grader or a mobile crane; and 
 
b) An example of a non-motorised vehicle is a trailer.” 

The Amendment to the definition of Commercial Vehicle removes the existing 
confusing definition and ensures that all commercial vehicles are accommodated 
within the definition. 
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3. LOCAL PLANNING POLICY FOR COMMERCIAL VEHICLE PARKING 

AND TRANSPORT DEPOTS 

This Amendment seeks to clarify the requirements of the Scheme in relation to 
Commercial Vehicle Parking and the Transport Depot land uses in the Shire of 
Chittering. It is likely that the Amendment will also prompt the development of a Local 
Planning Policy which provides more detailed guidance on the following minimum 
requirements for these land uses: 

• Minimum lot size required for either Commercial Vehicle Parking or Transport 
Depots; 

• Likely conditions to be placed on an Planning Approval for Commercial 
Vehicle Parking or Transport Depot including, but not limited to: 

o Screening; 
o Vehicle Wash Down and Maintenance Facilities; 
o Construction requirements for Hard Stand Areas; 
o Minimum Access Requirements. 

• The need for surrounding and locality land owners to be notified of the 
Application for Planning Approval for either Commercial Vehicle Parking or 
Transport Depot and the minimum requirements for advertising 

The development of this Local Planning Policy may mean greater land use control for 
these sometimes contentious land uses in the Shire of Chittering. 
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4. CONCLUSION 

This Amendment seeks to implement the following modifications to the Scheme: 

• Include a definition for Commercial Vehicle Parking; 

• Include Commercial Vehicle Parking as a Use Class in Schedule 2 – Zoning 
Table a renumber the table accordingly; 

• Modify the definition of Transport Depot and Commercial Vehicle. 

The Amendment will remove any confusion for Councillors and staff when assessing 
an Application for Planning Approval that proposes the parking of one motorised 
vehicle and a number of attachments on residential type properties within the Shire of 
Chittering. It will also cross-reference definitions for Commercial Vehicle and 
Transport Depot within the Scheme. This connection has been lacking and has led to 
the aforementioned inconsistency in the Scheme, in which a Commercial Vehicle can 
be parked on a residential type property with a number of attachments, subject to 
Council issuing its approval.  
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 

RESOLUTION DECIDING TO AMEND A LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 

SHIRE OF CHITTERING 

TOWN PLANNING SCHEME No. 6 – AMENDMENT No. 49 

In pursuance of section 75 of the Planning and Development Act 2005, 
Council RESOLVED to initiate an amendment to the Shire of Chittering Town 
Planning Scheme No. 6 by: 

1. Amend Schedule 1 – Dictionary of Defined Words and Expressions 
as follows: 
 
a) Delete the existing definitions of ‘Transport Depot’ and 

‘Commercial Vehicle’. 
 

b) Include in appropriate alphabetical order definitions as follows: 
 
Commercial Vehicle means a motorised vehicle or a non-
motorised vehicle designed, used or intended to be used for 
carrying goods or persons for hire or reward or for earthworks 
or construction. 
 
Note: Without limiting the generality of the above definition: 
 
a) Examples of a motorised vehicle include a van, truck, 

prime mover, tractor, grader or a mobile crane; and 
 

b) An example of a non-motorised vehicle is a trailer. 
 

Commercial Vehicle Parking means premises used or 
intended for use for the parking or garaging of no more than 
one motorised commercial vehicle and/or no more than one 
non-motorised commercial vehicle, but does not include the 
maintenance or repair of any such vehicle. 
 
Transport Depot means premises used or intended for use for 
the parking or garaging of two or more motorised commercial 
vehicles or two or more non-motorised commercial vehicles or 
more than one each of motorised and non-motorised 
commercial vehicles, and the use includes maintenance and 
repair of vehicles so parked or garaged on the land but not of 
other vehicles. 
 

2. Amend Schedule 2 – Zoning Table to include a Use Class for 
Commercial Vehicle Parking with the following permissibilities and 
renumber the use classes in Schedule 2 accordingly: 
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Dated this …………………. day of ……………….. 20….. 

 

………………………………… 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005  

SHIRE OF CHITTERING 

TOWN PLANNING SCHEME No. 6 – AMENDMENT No. 42 

The Shire of Chittering under and by virtue of the powers conferred upon it in 
that behalf by the Planning and Development Act 2005 hereby amends the 
above local planning scheme by: 

1. Amend Schedule 1 – Dictionary of Defined Words and Expressions 
as follows: 
 
a) Delete the existing definitions of ‘Transport Depot’ and 

‘Commercial Vehicle’. 
 

b) Include in appropriate alphabetical order definitions as follows: 
 
Commercial Vehicle means a motorised vehicle or a non-
motorised vehicle designed, used or intended to be used for 
carrying goods or persons for hire or reward or for earthworks 
or construction. 
 
Note: Without limiting the generality of the above definition: 
 
a) Examples of a motorised vehicle include a van, truck, 

prime mover, tractor, grader or a mobile crane; and 
 

b) An example of a non-motorised vehicle is a trailer. 
 

Commercial Vehicle Parking means premises used or 
intended for use for the parking or garaging of no more than 
one motorised commercial vehicle and/or no more than one 
non-motorised commercial vehicle, but does not include the 
maintenance or repair of any such vehicle. 
 
Transport Depot means premises used or intended for use for 
the parking or garaging of two or more motorised commercial 
vehicles or two or more non-motorised commercial vehicles or 
more than one each of motorised and non-motorised 
commercial vehicles, and the use includes maintenance and 
repair of vehicles so parked or garaged on the land but not of 
other vehicles. 
 

2. Amend Schedule 2 – Zoning Table to include a Use Class for 
Commercial Vehicle Parking with the following permissibilities and 
renumber the use classes in Schedule 2 accordingly: 
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005  

FINAL APPROVAL 

SHIRE OF CHITTERING 

TOWN PLANNING SCHEME No. 6 – AMENDMENT No. 49 

Adopted for final approval by resolution of the Shire of Chittering at the 

Ordinary meeting of Council held on the …………… day of …………… 

20..….. 

COMMON SEAL of the Shire of Chittering was hereunto affixed by authority 

of a resolution of the Council in the presence of: 

 

………………………………… 
PRESIDENT 

 

………………………………… 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

RECOMMENDED/SUBMITTED 

FINAL APPROVAL 

………………………………… 
DELEGATED UNDER S.16 

OF THE P&D ACT 2005 

 

………………………………… 

DATE 

FINAL APPROVAL GRANTED  

………………………………… 
MINISTER FOR PLANNING 

 

………………………………… 
DATE 
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Attachment 1 – Cycling Route Plan 
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Locality Plan 

Lot 111 (RN 138) Valley View Drive, Chittering 
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Consultation Plan 

Lot 111 (RN 138) Valley View Drive, Chittering 
 
 

 
 

Figure 1: Consultation Plan – Lots coloured in were notified and given 14 days to respond. One landowner 
issued approval for the proposed building envelope modification and outbuilding. No further comments were 

received during the referral period. 
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Schedule of Submissions – Respite Retreat – Lot 111 (RN 138) Valley View Drive, Chittering 

 Submission Comments Applicant Response Comments (Completed 8/313, prior 

to submission of additional information) 

Officer Response Comments 

Public Submission - A 1. Objects to the proposal. 

2. The information provided by the applicant is limited; 

 

 

 

 

 

3. As nearby resident and land owners, we have never been 

formally advised or consulted on any such proposal; and 

 

 

 

 

4. The way we were made aware of the proposal was both 

inadequate and poorly executed by the Shire of Chittering. 

 

2. Additional information can be made available as 

requested and as demonstrated in response to the public 

submissions, remembering that this project is subject to 

acquisition of suitable land - the subject of this 

application. 

 

3. We believe it is appropriate to follow the due process 

established by council in all regards to this matter.  

1. Noted. 

2. Noted. Following the comments raised by submissions, 

additional information was requested from the applicant 

outlining the type of participants, and application matrix and 

the withdrawal of those participants who are drug addicted 

and or recovering from drug addiction.   

 

3. The proposal was referred to the surrounding landowners of 

the subject property for comment as shown on the 

Consultation Plan. A sign was placed on the corner of 

Valley View Drive and Chittering Road to advertise the 

proposal to the public for a period of 14 days. 

 

4. As per response in A3. This process met the requirements of 

the Scheme. 

Public Submission - B 1. Opposed. 

2. Is the proposed use financially viable and sustainable? It 

would seem a very expensive way to “treat” such a small 

number of people. 

 

 

3. Are there clearly defined deliverables for such a project? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4. Is there documented evidence to clearly demonstrate that such 

a development delivers sustainable benefit to the attendees? 

 

 

 

5. How are the attendees going to be selected? Will they be 

police cleared? 

 

 

 

 

 

6. If attendees can come and go at their discretion, what happens 

if 20 turn up at the same time? Do they turn them away into 

the street? 

 

7. Has a full risk assessment been completed? i.e. traffic 

 

2. The project has received tax office endorsement as a 

tax exempt Public Benevolent Institution.  This process 

involved the tax office considering the proposed 

activities, funding and outcomes of the project. 

 

 

3. Details are contained in the program overview.  After a 

6 week program that runs in a prescribed format from 

7:30am to 10:00pm each day there is a reassessment by 

each individual to review continuation (if appropriate) 

onto other parts of the program. 

 

4. The program has been run successfully for over 30 

years and has seen thousands of peoples lives changed. 

 

 

 

5. Attendees are selected from formal detailed (22 page) 

applications and require referrals and recommendations 

from recognised organisations. 

 

 

 

 

6. Whilst the program is voluntary, once accepted into 

the program participants do not have the discretion to 

come and go as they please.   

 

7. Preliminary planning has been completed.  All 

1. Noted. 

2. Noted. The financial viability and sustainability of the 

proposal is not the responsibility of the Shire of Chittering. 

Should the proposal not be financially viable, this would 

then be the responsibility of the organisation running the 

proposed ‘Respite Retreat’. 

 

3. Noted. The preliminary details of the program are provided 

in the program overview. 

 

 

 

 

4. Noted. Details have been provided additional to the 

application demonstrating the benefit to the attendees, 

particularly in regards to the Esther Foundation and One80 

TC.  

 

5. Noted. All participants will be required to be referred to 

the program, with an extensive screening procedure. An 

assessment matrix has been provided as additional 

information for the application detailing the exact 

assessment criteria required for entry to the ‘Respite 

Retreat’. Participants attend at their own will and expense. 

 

6. Dismissed. Attendees will not have the discretion to enter 

or leave the property at will. All transport will be 

organised by the operator. 

 

7. Noted. Should Council choose to approve a proposed 

Item 9.1.4 Attachment 4

Page 60
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management and parking, fire, security, etc. 

 

 

 

 

8. What are the support requirements for those attending the 

facility, i.e. medical (emergency, psychology etc), security, 

counselling, public transport (if attendees are homeless will 

they have cars?), vocational opportunities (will they depend 

on local business or would they have to drive back to the 

city?) Etc? 

 

9. Are there support services available in the area? 

 

 

 

 

10. There is no doubt that such a development would be seen as a 

significant risk to existing and potential residents which when 

combined with the Buddhist development across the road 

starts to take on the look of an undesirable place to live; 

 

11. Property values are likely to fall even further, time taken to 

sell will increase dramatically, existing residents may choose 

to relocate anyway leaving properties vacant and theft and 

vandalism may increase; 

 

 

12. Whilst it is not wished to stand in the way of important care 

for those people who deserve it, there is no reason to believe 

that such a development would in fact deliver important care 

to those who need it; 

 

13. Mental health care and substance dependency are complex 

condition and care is better provided in purpose built 

facilities, located purposefully and that are run by 

professionals that know what they are doing. 

documented risk assessments will be completed and all 

legal, including council requirements will be addressed. 

 

 

 

8. Medical services are provided offsite.  Transport will 

be provided to participants as part of the program. Local 

vocational opportunities do not form part of the program, 

however following the program assistance will be 

provided to find placement (normally expected to be 

outside the Shire). 

 

9. Most support services are expected to be provided 

from major city centres. 

 

 

 

10. The activities and facilities on the site are expected to 

enhance the value and together with property 

improvements will not detract from the area. 

 

 

11. The property, like a number in this area has struggled 

to realise a high value in its current state. Infrastructure 

and site development is expected to increase the value of 

this property which would flow onto to increased 

property values of the area.  

   

12. The proposed program has been successfully operated 

for over 30 years in other parts of the country. 

 

 

 

13. The program is to be run under a demonstrated 

leadership with many years experience and employing 

staff who are fully trained.  In relation to people affected 

by drugs (which does not apply to all participants), this 

project is about taking people who are motivated and 

well on their way to change and not those people who 

would require high medical supervision.  

 

‘Respite Retreat’, it should be required that the applicant 

complete a Risk Assessment and Management Plan, with 

implementation of the plan upon the operation of the 

facility – Condition recommended. 

 

8. Noted. Medical assistance will be provided off-site. The 

management of emergencies will be the responsibility of 

the site manager. 

 

 

 

 

9. Noted. Support services are expected to be provided from 

the Perth Metropolitan Region and will be organised and 

paid for by the applicant. No additional support burden 

will fall to the Shire of Chittering. 

 

10. Noted. 

 

 

 

 

11. Property values are not a consideration of the planning 

process.  

 

 

 

 

12. Noted. Participants must show a willingness to change and 

will be attending at their own expense. This is not an ‘open 

house’ rehabilitation centre. 

 

 

13. Noted. The purpose of the facility is to help young men in 

need and re-establish purpose in their life and not as a 

‘rehabilitation clinic’ as first defined. Furthermore, the 

facility will not be receiving those people addicted or 

recovering from addiction to drugs. Participants that have 

greater needs than the facility provides will be referred to 

other facilities and will not be accepted. 

 

Public Submission - C 1. Opposed. 

2. Valley View Drive is a dead end gravel road offering poor 

access particularly in the case of fire or flood; 

 

 

 

 

2. The road is more than adequate for the low volume of 

traffic proposed with this project. There is no additional 

impact on the road in relation to either fire or flood from 

the project. 

 

1. Noted. 

2. Noted. Advice from the Technical Services Department of 

the Shire of Chittering is that the road is suitable for the 2 -

4 movements per day proposed in the initial stage of the 

‘Respite Centre’. Subsequent applications for the 

expansion of the facility may require road upgrading but 
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3. The proposed land use is not in keeping with the TPS6 zoning 

for the area and owners and purchasers in the vicinity would 

be let down by the Shire if it were to allow a ‘thin wedge of 

the edge’ development to erode their community; 

 

4. A drug rehabilitation clinic will impact negatively on the 

safety and amenity of the local community.  

 

 

 

3. Agricultural activities are proposed to be pursued on 

nearly all of the land and the low level proposed activity 

is not inconsistent with TPS6. 

 

 

4. There could be a misinterpretation of the activity 

proposed on the site.  The description as a “clinic” 

potentially causes additional unnecessary concern as it is 

not descriptive of the sort of facility and activity proposed 

for the site.   See also D4. 

will be assessed at the time such applications are received 

by the Shire of Chittering. 

 

3. Dismissed. The applicant intends to retain the remainder of 

the farm in use. The use of ‘Respite Centre’ will be 

confined to future residential buildings and ancillary areas 

only. 

 

4. Noted. The facility will not be accepting those persons 

addicted or recovering from addiction to drugs. 

Public Submission - D 1. Opposed. 

2. Moved to the location for solitude and the quiet farming life. 

A rehab clinic (or any such development) is at complete odds 

with this; 

 

3. Prior to purchase of our farm we investigated the area and 

ascertained that our house was the only permanently inhabited 

place in the street. We understood that Lot 111 had transient 

use by its owner and that, as it was advertised for sale, there 

may eventually be a permanent owner moving in to live there. 

The concept of an institution housing unknown numbers of 

drug addicts and staff nearby would have certainly stopped us 

from buying and would certainly have a negative effect on 

property values if allowed; 

 

4. In August last year we had a burglary at our house. The police 

advised it was almost certainly carried out by drug addicts. 

My wife and stepdaughter were traumatised by the event and 

we’ve had to work hard to achieve a relaxed and happy 

lifestyle again. A clinic potentially treating people would be 

very hard for us to deal with to the extent that we would be 

obliged to sell up and move. 

 

 

 

 

 

5. The “country life” in Australia is not generally associated 

with high fences and locked gates – we would certainly have 

to adopt these security measures should this proposal go 

ahead. 

 

 

6. Valley View Drive is not a particularly well made or 

 

2. Farming activities are still proposed for the site and the 

low level of activity proposed for a site of this size and 

position is not at odds with farming life. 

 

3. There will not be an unknown number of people on the 

site. There is no basis for assuming property values would 

decrease.  Indeed as we will be improving the property 

the value of the subject property (and thereby 

neighbouring properties) will in fact increase.   

 

 

 

 

 

4. An increase in the presence of people in the area will 

actually improve security and would contribute to a 

reduction in burglaries.  There appears to be a 

misunderstanding of the nature of the activities proposed 

on the site by the use of the word “clinic” and “treatment” 

of people.  The participants on the program will have 

already been through a rigorous application process and 

will be pre qualified including their non use of drugs and 

alcohol. Importantly we are seeking to help people so that 

they do not get to the point of committing crime and can 

rather live healthy, productive lives. 

 

5. This has not been found to be necessary in other places. 

 

 

 

 

 

6. The road is more than adequate for the low volume of 

1. Noted. 

2. Noted. The proposal does not seek to remove the farming 

land from use, but to have a small portion of the property 

for the purposes of a ‘Respite Retreat’.  

 

3. Dismissed. Property values or vacancy are not a 

consideration of the planning process. The transient or 

unoccupied nature of the surrounding properties is not a 

consideration of the planning application. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4. Noted. The assessment matrix of the ‘Respite Retreat’ has 

excluded those participants with drug use. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5. Noted. The application does not propose additional 

security measures. The fencing and security of surrounding 

properties are the choice of the individual property owners. 

The purpose of the facility has been redefined from a 

‘Rehabilitation Clinic’ to a ‘Respite Centre’. 

 

6. Dismissed. Advice has been received from the Technical 
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maintained road with several soggy area along it length. 

Increased traffic would probably create quite significant 

problems with the road. Indeed, we’ve seen increasing traffic 

on the road over the past several months with an associated 

level of damage already. 

 

7. We also note that there must be a likelihood of urgent medical 

support being required at such facilities far more often that in 

usual. This area is not well supported in that capacity.  

traffic proposed with this project. Any demonstrable 

increase in traffic on the road in the past several months 

has not been by our organisation and we would be 

interested to understand the nature of this activity if it is 

being ascribed to our proposal.  

 

7. There is no increased likelihood of emergency medical 

support other than by virtue of more people to be 

expected on the site than has historically been the case.  

Emergency medical support is not expected as part of the 

program and again raises a concern that there has been a 

misinterpretation of the proposed activity on the site.  The 

program is not run for those who would require 

immediate medical support – the people in the program 

are typically people who require assistance and direction 

as they become re established in community – this is not a 

detox facility. 

Services Department that the road is of sufficient standard 

to support the 2 – 4 proposed vehicle movements per day. 

 

 

 

 

7. Noted. The nearest medical support is the St John 

Ambulance Sub-Centre located in Bindoon. The detail of 

those participants using the facility has misconstrued 

public submissions. However, the applicant should be 

required to undertake a Risk Assessment and Management 

Plan should Council choose to issue approval as 

recommended. 

Public Submission – E 1. Opposed 

2. There is no security proposed for the property, the patients 

can come and go at will as they are voluntary, so at anytime 

they decide to leave the program they can go through houses, 

steal a car and head to Perth to get another hit. There is a 

strong probability that these patients could be violent, 

especially if they are strung out. We live here in virtual 

seclusion with pretty much all absentee owners, we did have 

an occasion recently to call 000 for urgent police assistance 

and it took 55 minutes for the police to arrive. This was our 

first instance in 18 years, should this rehab be approved I’m 

sure it could be the first of many. The isolation of the location 

and few residents means the danger of being by yourself is 

real and no-one can guarantee our safety. 

 

3. The patients will get to know which properties are absentee 

owners and I’m sure the opportunity will be hard to resist. 

One of those properties we caretake across the road and I 

don’t fancy doing the rounds and checking the property and 

coming across an intruder. We realise it does happen in the 

area from time to time but the percentage will certainly be 

increased dramatically. Even if the people proposing the 

rehab state that they will install security, on a property of that 

kind you would never notice someone missing, so this would 

not be acceptable. 

 

4. We bought this property for its beauty, peace and tranquillity 

and have never been happier but if you allow this to go 

through we will live with fear and anxiety and I don’t feel that 

any of you would want that. 

 

2. Reference is being made to being “strung out”.  This is 

not the condition of the people who are participating in 

the program. See also C4 and D7. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3-4. There are many inaccurate assumptions in this 

submission around the issue of safety, property theft and 

the like.  See also D4. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. Noted. 

2. Noted. Should Council choose to approve the application, 

the applicant should be required to provide a Risk 

Assessment and Management Plan addressing security 

concerns and putting in place procedures in the event of an 

emergency. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Dismissed. Whilst safety and protection of life and 

property is partly the responsibility of the Shire of 

Chittering, it is the responsibility of individual landowners 

to ensure suitable security and that their properties are 

suitably supervised. Secondly, it cannot be assumed that 

the participants are thieves. 

 

4. Noted. Due to the information provided with the proposal 

and classification as a ‘Rehabilitation Clinic’ in the first 

instance, there has been some confusion as to the facility, 

its participants and the operation of the facility. The 

purpose of the facility is to provide a ‘Respite Retreat’ 

with programs on offer to young men who wish to find 

new direction in their life. 
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5. We paid good money for this property and should the rehab 

go through our property value would plummet as lets face it 

nobody would want to pay a reasonable price to live next to a 

drug rehab. 

5. There is no basis for assuming property values would 

decrease.  Indeed as we will be improving the property 

the value of the subject property (and thereby 

neighbouring properties) will in fact increase.    

  

5. Dismissed. Property values are not a consideration of the 

planning process.  

 

Public Submission - F 1. Opposed 

2. The Chittering Shire Council with their rate payers should not 

be responsible for services for an organisation which has 

minimal benefits for people living in the Shire.  

 

 

 

 

 

3. Resident security within the vicinity is feared. 

 

2. The Shire should treat all ratepayers equally and any 

additional services paid on a fee for service basis (such as 

the fee for this application). 

 

 

 

 

 

3. See D4. 

1. Noted.  

2. Dismissed. The Shire of Chittering would not be 

responsible for the operation of the facility, only ensuring 

that it complies with relevant laws and requirements of the 

Shire of Chittering. It is the right of a landowner to apply 

for the development of land for a use not listed in the 

Town Planning Scheme and for the Shire of Chittering to 

consider that use in accordance with its requirements.   

 

3. Noted.  

Public Submission - G 1. Opposed 

2. Rehabilitation is not a process that happens ‘over-night’. 

Rehabilitation for drug users is a long slow process usually 

entailing many relapses. More often than not, there can be 

mental disorder/illness affecting drug users, like bi-polar or 

schizophrenia, which may be underlying and can be 

exacerbated by drugs or the use of drugs causes these 

illnesses to develop. No doubt you will have witnessed the 

drug-fuelled antic of celebrities and well known sports stars 

of recent. This is not something that we, as residents of the 

Chittering area, would want to deal with. 

 

3. A large majority of properties near the proposed centre are 

unoccupied for varying lengths of time. Easy pickings for 

those that may be inclined. 

 

 

4. We applaud those wishing to better themselves and undergo 

rehab, but drug users can be very volatile, violent and 

unsociable.  

 

2. The program is designed to help people over a defined 

period.  However the people participating in the program 

are voluntary participants who have already detoxed and 

reached a point of capacity to commit to the program and 

have been assessed as appropriate for the program 

through a strict assessment process.  There will also be 

24/7 supervision. 

 

 

 

 

3. The participants in the program are subject to referral 

and recommendation and there is a strict vetting process 

at the time of application. 

 

 

4.  See G2 and G3. 

1. Noted.  

2. Noted. The level of detail provided in the application was 

such that the details of the participants and how they 

would be vetted was not verified. The applicant has 

confirmed that program participants will not be ‘detoxing’. 

However, there is still some risk presented from these 

participants relapsing into previous lifestyles. As 

previously outlined, the applicant should be required to 

provide a Risk Assessment and Management Plan, as 

recommended, should Council choose to approve the 

‘Respite Retreat’. 

 

3. Noted. Safety is a relevant planning consideration. 

However, unoccupied properties are the responsibility of 

their owners. As previously mentioned, it cannot be 

assumed that the participants are thieves.  

 

4. Noted. The applicant has ensured that those persons 

addicted or recovering from addiction to drugs will not be 

accepted at the facility. 

 

Public Submission – H 1. Opposed 

2. Whilst we appreciate the necessity for places of this kind to 

be available for people who are wishing to overcome 

addiction we are concerned about the possibility of the 

residents leaving the facility and possibly becoming a 

nuisance or threat to neighbours. 

 

 

3. If one or more residents decided to leave they would 

obviously be looking to find transport and therefore 

neighbours could be at risk of theft or motor vehicle(s), 

 

2. See B6 and G2. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Transport is provided for the participants.  When a 

participant leaves the program they are transported from 

the site. 

1. Noted. 

2. Noted. The details of the application did not outline how 

people are vetted prior to entering the program, which has 

now been clarified through the submission of an 

assessment matrix. Transport will be provided to 

participants, as well as medical and other services being 

provided off-site.  

 

3. Noted. As above, the applicant has stated that the transport 

will be provided to and from the facility. As previously 

outlined, should Council choose to approve the 
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burglary and bodily harm etc. It should be noted that should 

the police be called it could take as much as 45 minutes for 

them to arrive which may be too late if a crime is being 

committed. We feel that the proposed facility should be closer 

to a policy station or prison so that any ‘escape’ can be dealt 

with quickly without disrupting the locals. 

 

4. We do not feel that a use such as this is in keeping with the 

mainly agricultural usage of the surrounding area and may 

detract from the value of these properties and inhibit their 

future saleability. Not many buyers would willingly buy a 

property where their neighbours are rehabilitating drug 

addicts.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4. See C3 and E5. 

application, the applicant should be required to provide a 

Risk Assessment and Management Plan to alleviate 

community concerns. Also, participants will attend at their 

own will and expense. 

 

 

 

4. Noted. The agricultural use of the property will continue 

should the change of use be approved by Council. The use 

‘Rehabilitation Clinic’ would be confined only to the 

residential buildings and ancillary buildings of the facility. 

Property values are not a relevant planning consideration. 

As previously mentioned, the applicant has ensured to 

persons addicted or recovering from addiction to drugs 

will not be accepted at the facility. 

Public Submission - I 1. Opposed 

2. The practice of allowing changes to the land uses as defined 

under the current Town Planning Scheme should be only 

followed on the basis of rare exception, hence upholding the 

principals and overall intentions of the scheme itself. The 

approval of the Buddhist establishment and the current 

application are linked in that every time there is an approved 

change of use, the value of the Planning Scheme is eroded, 

and precedents are set. 

 

3. The particular proposed use for 138 Valley View Drive seems 

totally inappropriate. The current rural usage should be 

upheld. 138 Valley View Drive is an isolated broad acres 

property with rudimentary facilities and as such, is unsuitable 

for the proposed use. 

 

4. Additionally, the presence of addicted young people 

unfortunately presents a potential security threat to local 

residents and their properties. 

 

2. This is a matter for the Shire.  The proposed use is in 

line with other permitted uses on this type of land within 

the Shire. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. See C3. 

 

 

 

 

 

4. See C4. 

 

 

1. Noted. 

2. Dismissed. Where a use is not considered to reasonably 

fall within the use definitions listed in the Scheme, it is 

considered a ‘Use Not Listed’ by the Scheme. These are to 

be considered in accordance with the requirements of 

Clause 4.2 of the Scheme, as this application has. 

 

 

 

 

3. Noted. The agricultural use of the property will continue as 

a result of the application. The need for additional facilities 

on-site is not deemed an issue, as these will be provided by 

the applicant. 

  

 

4. Noted. The assessment matrix has been provided by the 

applicant, along with information removing those addicted 

to drugs from the program.  

Public Submission - J 1. Northern Compassion Inc. does not state their church 

affiliation….this seems unusual. Residents are more likely to 

look favourably on a credible project that has a proven, 

successful track record from a reputable organisation than on 

an untried newly established organisation. This knowledge 

needs to be available to make an informed decision. 

 

 

2. Another issue which I feel needs to be addressed is the 

potential problem of a residential facility with a high 

percentage of smokers. The clientele, by reason of their prior 

addictive habits, are more likely to be “smokers”. The 

proposal to have initially 8 (with development up to 30) 

1. Northern Compassion Inc. is a Public Benevolent 

Institution incorporated in Western Australia.  It’s 

members and management committee comprise people 

from all different backgrounds and experience who have 

a common goal to see young men become healthy family 

leaders and contributors to the community. 

 

 

2. Smoking will only be permitted in restricted areas.  

This is an issue which is well managed in other locations 

that are located in a high fire danger area. 

 

 

1. Noted. Northern Compassion Incorporated is a Public 

Benevolent Institution incorporated in Western Australia. 

Although the applicant has not operated a facility of this 

nature before, NCI is working with assistance from the 

Esther Foundation (a similar body for young women 

operating in South Perth) and One80TC, a program that 

successfully operates in NSW. 

 

2. Noted. Smoking and danger from smoking is an issue that 

can be resolved through responsible site management. 
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residents living and continuing the existing agricultural 

activities on the property, makes for difficult supervision (in 

both paddock and home) and the potential for heightened fire 

risk. 

 

3. I feel that this needs to be looked at with procedures in place 

to ensure that the safety of home and surrounding land is 

maintained.  

 

 

 

 

 

3. All legal requirements will be complied with.  All 

activities and procedures are to be conducted in 

accordance with approved policy and guidelines.    

 

 

 

 

 

3. Noted. As previously outlined, should Council choose to 

approve such an application, a Risk Assessment and 

Management Plan should be provided by the applicant to 

address security concerns. 

Public Submission – K 1. Opposed 

2. The proposed use is inconsistent with the rural local 

environment. 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Security risks. 

 

4. Opposition by current land owners and residents. 

 

 

 

5. Increased fire risk. 

 

 

 

6. Lack of information regarding the proponents qualifications 

and experience to safely and successfully manage similar 

operations in similar locations. 

 

2. See C3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. See D4 

 

4. There appears to be substantial misinterpretation of the 

nature of the participant and the program reflected in 

many of the submissions. 

 

5. There is no basis for this concern except by virtue of   

increased in activity on the site in comparison to the 

current unoccupied basis. 

 

6. This facility will be properly managed by experienced 

and trained supervisors.  This is also a matter for other 

authorities and agencies. 

1. Noted. 

2. Noted. The rural use of the land will be continued. The 

proposal does not have a significant impact on the amount 

of productive agricultural land available for use. The 

consideration of the use of ‘Respite Retreat’ as a ‘Use Not 

Listed’ is in accordance with Clause 4.2 of Shire of 

Chittering Town Planning Scheme No.6.  

 

3. Noted. As per response in J3. 

 

4. Noted. The objections and comments of the public are 

considered by Council when considering the proposed 

change of use. 

 

5. Dismissed. The property is cleared and the fire risk would 

be similar for the development of normal residential 

housing associated with farming. 

 

6. Noted. As per response in J1. 

Public Submission - L 1. Opposed 

2. Addiction rehabilitation involves assistance to irrational (in 

this case men), back into an accepted social society. 

 

3. Intentions of goodwill by compassionate assistance are well 

meaning, however rehabilitation results are far from reliable 

and clinics should not be located in an area distant from 

accepted services. 

 

4. There is risk from the proposal due to lack of immediate 

medical and police assistance.  

 

5. Absconded men increase risk to neighbouring residents of 

theft and assault, particularly women alone while partners are 

away. 

 

6. Visitors and services will increase dust hazard to neighbours 

 

2. See C4. 

 

 

3. See D7. 

 

 

 

 

4. See C4 and D7.  

 

 

5. See G2 and G3. 

 

 

 

6. Traffic movements are expected to be low as the 

1. Noted. 

2. Noted.  

 

 

3. Noted. The purpose of the facility is to provide a ‘Respite 

Retreat’ for young men offering course and guidance in 

life controlling issues and providing new pathways in life. 

 

  

4. Noted. As per response in J3. 

 

 

5. Noted. Participants will not be able to come to a leave the 

facility at will. As per response in J3. 

 

 

6. Noted. Advice from the Technical Services Department is 
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on this quiet no through road. 

 

 

 

 

7. Services for homeless 18-35y/o men with mental, physical 

and life problems have no place in the Rural Residential 

environment of the Chittering Valley, no matter how well 

supervised, as just the presence of this remedial centre will 

entail extra security and apprehension within the community. 

 

8. Indicated expenses are for 6 participants. Is this the proposed 

capacity? It would not be economic to run a rehabilitation 

clinic for this number. What are the plans for further 

expansion to enable economic operation? 

program is a residential program and visitation occurs 

offsite. 

 

 

 

7. A quiet rural setting is the very place that people can be 

helped to overcome issues and the activities will be 

managed to ensure a quiet rural setting is maintained. 

 

 

 

8. Any increase or expansion in activity would only be 

proposed on the demonstrated success of the program.  

However an ultimate maximum of 30 participants is 

envisaged, for program maximums rather than economic 

reasons. 

that the road is of sufficient capacity to service the first 

stage of the development. Should any additional stages be 

considered, this can be appropriately conditioned at that 

time to ensure the road is sufficient. 

 

7. Noted. As per response in L3. 

 

 

 

 

 

8. Noted. The initial stage of the facility is for up to 8 

participants. Should this prove successful, the facility 

would be expanded by stage 2 and 3 to accommodate and 

ultimate goal of 30 participants, which is to be considered 

by Council as part of this application.  

Public Submission – M 1. Opposed 

2. Having had a close association with an alcoholic for several 

decades, I know how unpredictable and antisocial they can 

be. In my view, a pristine location such as Valley View Drive 

can only suffer from such a facility being located there. 

 

 

 

3. In addition, I live about a kilometre from the proposed site 

and feel extremely uncomfortable at the prospect of such a 

facility being located nearby. I would be unable to deal with 

the almost inevitable confrontations with either reformed drug 

addicts or their families and friends, various treatment 

specialists, ambulances etc., as they travelled up and down 

Valley View Drive, Chittering Road and (probably as they 

took the wrong turn) Lewis Road.  

 

2. There is no expected impacted on the pristine location 

from the project.  All infrastructure is to be established 

sympathetically with the land, and further the activities 

are not expected to adversely impact on any other 

properties with the continuation of minor agricultural 

activities. 

 

3. Visitation is to be offsite.  Specialist and other medical 

services are expected to be delivered off site.   See also 

B8 and B9. 

1. Noted. 

2. Noted. The proposal has excluded those considered to be 

recovering drug addicts. The assessment matrix ensures that 

participants are willing and able to be included in the program. 

 

 

 

 

3. Noted. Advice from the Technical Services is that the road is 

of sufficient capacity to service the proposal. Also, participants 

are not able to enter of leave the site, unless being transported 

to and from the Perth Metropolitan Region.  

Public Submission – N 1. Opposed 

2. My husband is often away on business, my children and I will 

be home alone. This is the very reason we moved up here, to 

get away from the threat, perceived or real of burglary. If this 

proposal go ahead it will impede greatly on feeling of security 

and enjoyment of this beautiful valley. Our house has had one 

incidence already. 

 

3. Rehabilitation centres are more suited to an area with more 

support, the unlikely is almost inevitable and the surrounds of 

the position are isolated, will we get a full time Police 

presence in Bindoon. 

 

4. I would like to see the costing’s of the Shire for the support 

you will need to allow for this project, or would you receive 

 

2. See D4. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. See M2.  

1. Noted. 

2. Whilst the security of residents is a concern to be considered 

by the Shire of Chittering, the ‘perceived’ and ‘real’ threat 

can sometimes vary. Should Council choose to approve the 

application, it should require that the applicant submit a 

Risk Assessment and Management Plan to address the 

security concerns of residents. 

 

3. Noted. As per response in N2. 

 

 

 

 

4. Dismissed. The Shire of Chittering will not be responsible 

for the operation of the facility, maintenance or the like. No 
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an allowance from their budget. 

 

5. Lot 111 Valley View Road is within view of our home and 

we would be one of the closest full time residents to this 

location, we should not have heard about this by word of 

mouth, 3 days before closing for comments. 

costs will be incurred by the Shire as a result of this 

proposal. 

 

5. Noted. The proposal was referred to the surrounding 

landowners for comment as shown on the Consultation Plan. 

A sign was placed on the corner of Valley View Drive and 

Chittering Road to advertise the proposal to the public for a 

period of 14 days. 

 

 

Public Submission - O 1. Opposed 

2. The vehicle traffic on Valley View Drive would increase 

beyond that which could be expected from the present 

agricultural resource zoning of the area. Vehicles of staff, 

Shire, Government, cleaners, service personnel, social and 

medical workers, ambulances etc., could result in 30 or more 

vehicle movements per day. These could be at any hours, 7 

days a week. 

 

3. The location of such a clinic would be more practical on a 

main road for vehicle access. 

 

 

4. Valley View Drive is a gravel road passing within metres of 

an existing residence. 

 

5. Valley View Drive is a ‘no through road’ with a basic river 

bridge. This offers poor escape from fire or flood disasters for 

the dozens of people at a clinic on the road. 

 

6. In an ‘addiction’ clinic you are dealing with patrons who may 

not be rational or respectful of a community. This is not the 

same as with a monastery or retreat. 

 

 

7. Whilst the intention of such a facility is to operate with 

willing and responsive patrons, the reality is that 

rehabilitation success rates are far from perfect. There are 

going to be failures. These may well be at the expense of the 

local community. 

 

8. This exposes the local community to wandering patrons, 

break-ins and theft. There is a risk also from visitors and 

associates of patrons, some of whom will still be at the pre-

rehabilitation phase. 

 

9. Considering the above points and given the proposed clinic is 

 

2. The submission reflects an excessive estimate of traffic 

movements.  The program is residential, participants 

would normally be transported in groups to avail 

themselves of services.  Ambulances - this comment may 

reflect a misunderstanding of the proposed participants.  

See also C4. 

 

 

3. A main road location is not necessary for this project 

and the level of traffic movements associated with it. See 

also O2 and C4. 

 

4. See D6. 

 

 

5. See C2. 

 

 

 

6 - 10. See C4 and G2. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. Noted. 

2. Noted. As per response in M3. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Noted. The purpose of the ‘Respite Retreat’ is to provide a 

secluded location for the operation of the program.  

 

 

4. Noted. As per response in M3. 

 

 

5. Noted. As per response in M3. 

 

 

 

6. Noted. The purpose of the ‘Respite Retreat’ is not for drug 

addiction, as has been specified by the applicant and 

established in the assessment matrix, which was submitted 

as part of the additional information. 

 

7. Noted. Should participants wish to leave the facility for any 

reason, it will be the responsibility of the facility to transport 

these participants back to their place of residence or another 

facility. 

 

 

8. Noted. As per response in J3. The facility will not used for 

rehabilitating drug addicts. 

 

 

 

9. Noted. As per response in J3. Should Council choose to 
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for males, there is a particular concern to women, often home 

alone in the area. 

 

 

10. The location of a rehabilitation clinic will cause the 

community to react with increased security measures. This 

pressure on lifestyle is not a good reflection on Shire 

Planning. 

 

11. A person who purchases into the area knowing full well the 

zoning and expected land use should be able to rely on the 

Shire to uphold their rural and lifestyle expectations and not 

have change of use applications jeopardise their community. 

 

12. Town Planning Scheme No.6 identifies the land for 

‘Agricultural Resource’ zoning. This proposed change of use 

would simply designate the land as ‘use not listed’. The Shire 

Rating structure for the property would remain the same (i.e. 

UV). Given the property would involve multiple dwellings 

and likely place more demands on Shire services than other 

properties in the area, it would seem that the community 

would be subsidising the clinic through their rates. Examples 

here being road upgrade costs and even this proposal 

processing. 

 

13. Using this location for an addiction clinic may be out of site 

and mind for the city where its patrons come from, however it 

will not be out of mind for the community in which it is 

placed. 

 

14. Northern Compassion Inc. is an incorporated association in 

Western Australia (Sept 2012). The community should be 

able to view the constitution of such a not for profit 

association that seeks a Shire planning change. A copy of this 

constitution should be provided to Shire for community 

reference. 

 

 

 

 

15. If the proposal has the backing of Government or Church 

groups then this information should form part of the 

application to the Shire for a change of use so the community 

can be assured of genuine intention and make further 

enquiries. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11. See D2 and E5. 

 

 

 

 

12. There is very little additional impact on Shire services 

expected from this project. The example given is a case in 

point as there is no expectation that the road would 

require any upgrade.  See also C2 and D6.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

13. See B13 and C4. 

 

 

 

 

14. The Rules of Northern Compassion Inc. are 

essentially the template Rules published by the 

Department of Consumer Affairs.  These Rules have been 

approved by the Department of Consumer Affairs, 

reviewed by the Australian Tax Office and can be made 

available to the Shire, and any party that would like to see 

them.  Given that the Rules are standard Rules it may be 

more useful to understand the specific concerns if not 

raised within the 15 matters herein.    

 

15. See J1. 

approve the ‘Respite Retreat’, the applicant should be 

required to provide a Risk Assessment and Management 

Plan. 

 

10. Noted. As per response in J3. 

 

 

 

 

11. Noted. As per response in F2. 

 

 

 

 

12. Noted. The majority of the land will continue to be 

utilised for agricultural pursuits. The operation of the facility 

will not be subsidised by the Shire. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

13. Noted. As per response in J3. The applicant has 

expressly removed the inclusion of those patients addicted 

or recovering from addiction to drugs to address community 

concern. 

 

14. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

15. Noted. Northern Compassion Incorporated is a Public 

Benevolent Institution incorporated in Western Australia. 

Although the applicant has not operated a facility of this 

nature before, NCI is working with assistance from the 

Esther Foundation (a similar body for young women 

operating in South Perth) and One80TC, a similar program 

that operates in NSW. 
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Public Submission – P 1. Opposed 

2. It goes without saying that such a clinic will attract some 

individuals with issues that challenge security and order. 

Concerns are held as to what security measures/restrictions 

will be installed by the clinic and Council. Bearing in mind 

we are talking about a remote location where the security of 

surrounding residents cannot rely on swift police or neighbour 

assistance. What security measures will the Council enforce? 

 

3. Security measures are not addressed in the Northern 

Compassion Inc (NCI) submission, nor are they budgeted 

separated. 

 

 

4. What is the status of NCI? From limited research it appears 

they do not have a web site and no publically available 

details. Who is NCI and who are they responsible to? It 

appears they are not a government body or an entity governed 

by directors that have “corporate responsibilities”. With this 

in mind who oversees and ensures compliance with relevant 

health and security requirements as normally defined by 

government bodies and applicable to various health 

departments and entities. We absolutely oppose any 

rehabilitation clinic, however one that is not responsible to a 

recognised health institution and that as a consequence is not 

subject to rigid health and security guidelines and the security 

of complete government funding of other hospitals, should be 

totally opposed. A fall in income (i.e. donations) will see 

items such as personal security and land security (i.e. fire 

breaks) fall away. 

 

5. Chittering Valley is a fragile rural environment that depends 

on residents being of rural mind and sympathetic to a farming 

community. It appears some residents of the clinic may be 

emotionally vulnerable and in combination with a lack of 

supervision and understanding of the rural environment, a 

recipe for disaster. One discarded cigarette butt and we have a 

potential nightmare. These are risks that can be controlled to a 

certain extent by a simple Council objection. Again, what 

supervision/controls exists? Who will accept responsibility 

for resulting damage? 

 

6. Are NCI in a position, both financially and from a corporate 

sense, to be responsible in a Rural sense? (i.e. fire breaks, 

fencing and water management). They are in a rural zone 

surrounded by livestock and other farming interests and 

should be good farming neighbours. Again there appears no 

 

2. See C4. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. This project is not one which requires additional 

security measures.  This expectation could come from 

assumptions of the nature of the individuals participating 

in the program.  See also C4. 

 

4. See C4 and J1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5. See C3, D2, and J2. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

6. The level of farming activity on the site has been very 

limited.  Water samples have been taken to establish the 

level of agriculture that can be supported on the property.  

However boundary fences will be maintained and Shire 

and other requirements in relation to fire breaks will 

1. Noted. 

2. Noted. The Shire of Chittering will not be responsible 

for the security measures of the facility. However, 

should Council choose to approve the facility, it is 

recommended that it require a Risk Assessment and 

Management Plan to be prepared and implemented. 

 

 

 

3. Noted. As per response in P3. 

 

 

 

 

4. Noted. As per response in O15. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5. Noted. The majority of the property will remain in 

agricultural use. Should Council choose to approve the 

proposed ‘Respite Retreat’, it is recommended that 

Council require the preparation and implementation of a 

Risk Assessment and Management Plan. Any damage 

resulting from the facility will not be the responsibility 

of the Shire of Chittering. 

 

 

 

 

6. Noted. The majority of the property will continue to be 

used for agricultural pursuits. The management of the 

property will be the responsibility of the property 

owners in accordance with the Shire of Chittering 

requirements. Furthermore, when any prospective 
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budget for, or mention of these types of expenses. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7. Why would Council accept “other than farmlets” in such a 

pristine area? It appears to fly in the face of everything 

Council is trying to achieve in the valley. 

 

 

8. As you appear well aware from our phone discussion, there 

will be a reduction in surrounding land values should this 

proposal be approved. This comes at a time when rural land 

holders are “doing it tough” due to many other factors and 

convincing them to stay on the land is becoming tough. 

Surely Council must attempt to do all things possible to 

encourage rural land pursuits particularly in the Chittering 

Valley. 

 

9. A reduction in land values will also, according to our 

understanding, produce a fall in the value of rateable property 

and a subsequent reduction in rates. Less revenue to Council. 

 

10. Can a “change of use” as proposed, of a rural area be ratified 

by the Chittering Shire without the approval of the 

landowners and does this ‘change of use’ only apply to the lot 

in question (i.e. Lot 111)? Will a change in use approval 

result in our land (Lot 108) being subject to land tax?  

 

11. Chittering Valley is a “Rural” and to our knowledge has been 

strictly kept that way, particularly along the Chittering Valley 

Road, to retain the farming ambience and ‘Iconic’ drive and 

tourism attraction. A decision to allow such a clinic in the 

Valley can only being detrimental to attracting rural owners 

and subsequently retaining a truly rural appearance. From our 

perspective, firstly we had to put up with the approval and 

construction of the inappropriate Buddhist property directly 

over the road and now this proposition directly behind. 

Should this application be approved Council is going about 

destroying the ambience it has spent so many resources trying 

to uphold. 

 

12. Finally, we are elderly owners that above all fear for our 

security should this proposal be approved, not to mention 

clearly be maintained.  On the assumption that the current 

low level of farming activity is continued the costs are 

expected to be largely met by livestock sales hence a 

detailed budget has not as yet been prepared for the 

current level of activity. 

 

 

 

7. See D2. 

 

 

 

 

8-9. See B10 and B11. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

10. Not appropriate to comment. 

 

 

 

 

 

11. The description of “clinic” seems to have resulted in a 

number of assertions of the style of facility and the 

participants in the program.  Any infrastructure to be 

added to the site will be constructed sympathetically to 

the surrounding properties and the footprint, height etc, 

will be minimal in comparison to the surrounding land 

area.  See B10. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

12. See D4 and G2. 

 

purchaser is buying a property, there is no individual 

vetting process to ensure the purchaser would be a 

responsible ‘farming neighbour’ other than the 

requirements of the Shire of Chittering and other 

relevant authorities and it would be unfair to enforce 

such compliance in this instance, given the agricultural 

use of the property will remain. 

 

7. Noted. As per response in F2, Council has the ability to 

consider a ‘Use Not Listed’ in accordance with Clause 

4.2 of the Shire of Chittering Town Planning Scheme 

No.6. 

 

8. Dismissed. Land values are not a planning 

consideration. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

9. Dismissed. Land values are not a planning consideration 

and rates are subject to the land value assigned to the 

property by the Valuer General. 

 

10. Noted. The change of use applies only to Lot 111 (RN 

138) Valley View Drive, Chittering.  

 

 

 

 

11. Noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

12. Noted. Refer to response in J3.  
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those concerns detailed above. We enjoy having our children 

and grandchildren stay on a regular basis and the granting of 

approval would certainly jeopardise the idea of a secure 

destination. 

 

13. We would suggest that the Council’s general charter is to 

maintain the amenity and security of the Shire of Chittering 

for the use of ratepayers. An approval of this application is in 

total contradiction to this charter. This is not a simple “Rural 

Health Retreat” that can be approved and simply be forgotten 

by Council. 

 

14. Our questions above I have put forward to you for future 

consideration against the proposal and for presentation at your 

future Council meetings. 

 

 

 

 

 

13. There is no loss of amenity or security in the Shire to 

result from the project. 

 

 

 

 

 

13. Council can consider the amenity of the area in 

determining an application. Consideration of matters are 

listed in Clause 10.2 of the Shire of Chittering Town 

Planning Scheme No.6. 

 

 

 

14. Noted. 

Public Submission – Q 1. Oppose 

 

2. Who is Northern Compassion Inc? 

 

3. Who are the people involved? 

 

4. Do they understand the responsibilities of owning a rural 

property? Fire breaks, fire danger, noxious weed control etc. 

A rural mind set not a medical mind set. 

 

 

 

5. Are they adequately funded? As we don’t want a change of 

use and then problems if the project is not completed 

properly. 

 

 

 

6. What security guarantees are there? 

 

 

7. Is the proposed development high security or walk in walk 

out? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

8. It seems that the change of use is the thin edge i.e. get the 

change start then expansion as I note there is planned rapid 

 

 

2. See J1. 

 

3. See J1 and Q4. 

 

4. Whilst this is not relevant to the application there is 

representation on the management committee of Northern 

Compassion Inc. who live in the Shire of Chittering and 

are capable of managing a rural property. 

 

 

5. The activities of Northern Compassion are to be largely 

funded by government grants, public donation and 

corporate sponsorship.   

 

 

 

6. No guarantees are proposed – as a minimum legal 

requirements must be met. 

 

7. See B13 and G2.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

8. A master plan has been provided and the Shire will be 

asked to approve each building in the master plan as, if 

1. Noted. 

 

2. Noted. Refer to response in J1. 

 

3. Noted. 

 

4. Noted. A landowners responsibility to ‘running’ the 

land can only be controlled by the Shire requirements 

i.e. firebreak notice etc. General operation of the land is 

up to the owner and does not form part of this 

application. 

 

5. Noted. The funding of NCI is not the responsibility of 

the Shire of Chittering. This organisation will have to 

ensure that it has adequate funding to run the program 

and maintain the property to the satisfaction of the Shire 

of Chittering. 

 

6. Noted. See response in J3. 

 

 

7. Noted. The development will not have additional 

security measures. However guests will not be able to 

enter and leave the facility. If they do choose to leave 

the facility, this will have to be done using the transport 

of the facility. Should Council choose to approve the 

application, it is recommended that it is required that the 

applicant submit a Risk Assessment and Management 

Plan. 

 

8. Noted. The application proposes up to 30 participants to 

be accommodated on-site, with a number of staff. 
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increase to 30 residents from initial 6-8. At what level does it 

stop? I draw your attention to the one building that was 

approved for the Buddhist Monastery and the number that 

there are now. 

 

9. Is it prudent to have people with mental and health issues 

living close to isolated properties? 

 

 

 

10. Residents need to understand the danger of fire in a rural 

setting and to what actions need to be carried out in an 

emergency. If these people are ill it is not the correct setting 

for a proposal of this nature given these sorts of dangers in the 

country. 

 

11. It would be extremely dangerous to put a higher density of 

people living in a dead end road and a fire was to come from 

the south west. This could leave the Shire open to litigation as 

there may not be adequate egress in an emergency. 

 

12. The proposal would not be in accordance with what I 

understand are the uses in the agricultural zone under the 

town planning scheme. Does the zoning also have to be 

changed? 

 

13. This change of use/zone would be a blight and detrimental to 

the land values so do we get compensated or get an upgrade 

in our use/zoning under the Town Planning Scheme. 

 

 

14. Ad hoc land uses in an agricultural setting cannot be good 

town planning and I believe that Council has stated it wishes 

to concentrate development in modules at Muchea/Bindoon 

etc for better use of infrastructure. This is obviously contrary 

to that aim. 

 

15. I acknowledge that some of the queries raised have nothing to 

do with land ownership but all of the above points are 

relevant to the proposed change of use. 

and when it is appropriate to expand.  The maxim number 

of participants would not be expected for several years. 

 

 

 

9. See B13 and G2. 

 

 

 

 

10. This is not an issue for the participants of the 

program.  The participants are fully capable of responding 

appropriately in an emergency – it is not a “clinic”.  See 

also Q11. 

 

 

11. There would be a fire plan established for the site and 

training provided to assist with safe egress.     

 

 

 

12. See C3. 

 

 

 

 

13. See B10 and E5. 

 

 

 

 

14. There is nothing inconsistent with the use of this land 

for planning purposes.  Indeed, almost all of the land will 

be used for agricultural purposes.  And the nature of the 

other proposed activities is sympathetic to rural life. 

Should the number of participants at the facility be 

proposed to be increased, this will be required to be 

approved by Council. 

 

 

9. Noted. As this is a ‘Use Not Listed’, it is required to be 

considered by Council in accordance with the 

requirements of the Shire of Chittering Town Planning 

Scheme No.6. 

 

10. Noted. See response in J3. 

 

 

 

 

 

11. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

12. Noted. The zoning of the property is not proposed to 

change. As this is a ‘Use Not Listed’ by the Scheme, 

Council is required to consider the proposal in 

accordance with the requirements of the Scheme. 

 

13. Noted. As per response in Q12. Compensation can only 

occur through ‘injurious affection’ to land (i.e. 

reservation of land, etc.) This is not the case for the 

subject proposal. 

 

14. Noted. As this is a ‘Use Not Listed’, the proposal must 

be assessed in accordance with the requirements of the 

Scheme. 

 

 

 

15. Noted. 

 

Public Submission – R 1. Oppose 

2. In my opinion, the establishment of such a facility will cause 

an increase to individuals travelling to the shire that are 

experiencing difficulties in managing their lives. It is well 

known that the behaviour of such individuals can often 

include theft of items that are more easily sold. That is in 

general, items often seen in establishments like Cash 

 

2-6. See D4 

 

1. Noted. 

2. Noted. Participants go through assessment process and 

participate at their own will and expense. It cannot be 

accused that theft will occur as a result of this proposal. 
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Converters. The rural life style relies on a reasonably healthy 

distance between such behaviour of individuals that is more 

prevalent in the darker areas of the city. This therefore leads 

to a level of ‘rural’ security on the basis of less risk due to 

distance. 

 

3. Ads to the property’s proximity to mine is close by way of 

transport route, a portion of these individuals will be passing 

by my and my neighbours properties while travelling down 

Blue Plains Road (since the sealing of Blue Plains Road there 

has been a marked increase of through traffic to-and-from 

Great Northern Highway and Chittering Road). As I have to 

work away from my property is unattended. This makes for 

easy pickings to individuals that feel the opportunity is worth 

the risk. Besides the feeling of violation of being robbed, 

there comes the increased costs of insurances, infrastructure 

and maintenance of mechanical and electronic security 

systems. Of note on insurance of tools. My policy only 

includes tools that have been used to gain income in the last 

12 months. This means my tools are not covered as they are 

not used to gain an income. It takes a lifetime to acquire tools 

and it is an onerous task to try and replace them after so many 

years. 

 

4. On the occasions where my wife is the sole resident I am 

particularly worried as she is deaf of light frame, and would 

not be aware, or able to defend herself or protect our property. 

This is a worrying thing for the man of the house when 

working away. It follows that such a facility will, by 

definition, add to the level of my stress as there is the thought 

of heightened potential of undesirable activity taking place. 

The concern is that there are people travelling in the shire that 

may have a low level of respect for other people and their 

property. This undermines the appeal of living here and must 

ultimately affect property prices. 

 

5. It is fortunate that the chance of restitution from such crime is 

low on the basis of the ability to pay is also low. So who 

picks up the cost? In the short term it is the people and 

eventually the Shire of Chittering itself that loses out. 

 

6. I am of the opinion that the benefits of having the facility be 

far less than the risk associated with the operation of such 

facility for dealing with what is a difficult social problem. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Noted. In addition to above. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4. Noted. In addition to above. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5. Noted. The applicant is required to bear all costs of the 

development and operation of the facility. 

 

 

 

6. Noted. 
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Schedule of Modifications 
Chittering Local Planning Strategy 

 
 

 
Local planning strategy modifications 
 
General Format 
 
1. It is recommended that the structure of the document be reviewed to improve the ease of 

future reference and application. 
 

The Strategy report structure has elements of repetition and results in some difficulties in 
application.  

 
Sections 1.0 to 7.6 appear to be the sections containing the background analysis and 
issue identification. 
 
Sections 8.0 to 11.5 appear to contain the actions and strategies for guiding 
development but are approached from 3 different ways leading to Section 8 containing 
“Development Strategies”, section 9 being “Strategies for Progressive Development and 
Subdivision” and section 10 being “Development Requirements” and all three containing 
relevant points for considering in future land use decisions. 
 

2. Spell check headings and undertake general punctuation and text review. 
 
Local Planning Strategy Report 
 

1. Insert a table into section 2 or 4 summarising the available land supply for residential and 
rural residential uses in the Shire.  

The inclusion of the table will assist in justifying statements in the Strategy such as that 
found on pg 16 claiming that Bindoon can accommodate 2,000-3,000 people and will 
help justify the timing of the proposed New Town. 

2. Amend the population projection table in section 2.2 using WA Tomorrow 2012 figures to 
expand the projections past 2016. 

As stated in the Time Horizon of the Strategy, the Local Planning Strategy is intended to 
guide the Shire for the next 10-15 years. As such the quoted population projections 
should also stretch to a 10-15 year time horizon. 

3. Amend references in the report and accompanying plans to the Perth-Darwin Highway to 
ensure the most contemporary route is used. Figures showing the former alignment 
should be updated accordingly. For example Section 6.3.2, Figure 5, Figure 6, Figure 8, 
Figure 10 and the Local Planning Strategy map. 

The former alignment for the Highway may be useful as background context but is no 
longer relevant to the current strategic aims. The rationale for the use of the former 
highway alignment to be used as the western extent of the Bindoon townsite expansion 
in Section 9.1.1 should also be elaborated upon or redefined if the alignment has been 
abandoned and no longer represents a logical boundary or constraint. 

ATTACHMENT 3 
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4. Amend section 7.1.1 – Biodiversity Strategy – to ensure it is consistent with the amended 
section 9.10 relating to Rural Conservation and the amended local planning strategy 
map (refer to attachments 1, 2 and 3). Also, to ensure this section is clear that the aim is 
indeed to retain the great majority of Local Natural Areas (LNA) to achieve the 
Biodiversity Strategy target as it currently implies significant discretion by Council. 
Further, this section should also note that LNA’s can still be retained in whole on 
Agricultural Resource land and within Rural Retreat or Rural Residential land through 
appropriate subdivision design resolved at the rezoning and Development Plan stage. 

The section on the Local Biodiversity Strategy is not particularly clear on the nexus 
between the Local Biodiversity Strategy and the Local Planning Strategy (LPS) and how 
the LPS will achieve the targets. Assistance from the Department of Planning can be 
provided on a suggested wording of this section. 

5. Amend sections 6.1.2, 7.2.1 and 9.6.1 to delete reference to allowing subdivision where 
there is a demonstrable evidence of suitable soils and water supply and references to 
25ha minimums. Note that these three sections of the report are also repetitious. 

All evidence, and advice from DAFWA, suggests that there are already ample smaller 
lots available, as well as opportunities for boundary realignments to create alternative 
small lot configurations, throughout the agricultural areas in Chittering and that the 
creation of even more will undermine the longer term viability of agricultural businesses. 
There is no evidence to suggest that subdivision is a prerequisite to more intensive 
agricultural pursuits being undertaken or that doing so will improve sustainable or more 
economically viable agricultural practices. 

6. Amend section 7.2.1, 3rd point, to delete reference to requiring land to be rezoned to prior 
to supporting subdivision and development for intensive agriculture. 

Intensive agriculture is already a permitted use in the Agricultural Resource zone, as 
such, rezoning is not required prior to development for such a use. SPP2.5 (or DC3.4) 
also does not suggest that rezoning is required prior to subdividing for intensive 
agricultural purposes, but rather that prior to subdivision of agricultural land, the land 
must first be identified as suitable for closer development in the Strategy and zoned 
accordingly. The role of the local planning strategy therefore is to identify those areas 
suitable for closer development (eg rural smallholdings) and is not to imply that all 
Agricultural Resource land may be open to rezoning and subdivision proposals. 

Note also that the Strategy’s proposal to enable the ability to subdivide Agricultural 
Resource land does not reflect, nor differentiate between the different Local 
Geographical Units and the aims listed within section 6. 

7. Amend section 8.8.2, 6th point, to delete reference to allowing subdivision of Agricultural 
Resource zones where land is non-productive. 

The reference to “non productive” is open to discretion and can be taken out of context. 
Landowners seeking to subdivide agricultural land for rural lifestyle purposes can usually 
demonstrate that the land is not productive and ad hoc lifestyle blocks may then result 
across the Shire in an unplanned manner contradictory to State Policy and other 
references in the Strategy regarding concentrating development around existing areas, 
protecting landscape values and protecting agricultural areas. Further, lesser productive 
farming areas may still have value for scenic, tourism, revegetation, buffering, 
environmental protection, grazing or alternative farming pursuits in the short or longer 
term. 
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Instead subdivision of Agricultural Resource areas shall be consistent with the 
exceptions provided for under WAPC Policy DC 3.4. 

8. Amend section 8.10.1 to explain why the two nominated light industrial development 
sites have been chosen. For example the Chittering site is presumably strategically 
located midway between Bindoon and Muchea and adjoins an existing service station 
site along a key transport route. 

So as to provide some rationale for the land uses reflected onto the Strategy map given 
that the Strategy shall likely form the background to future rezoning proposals and 
planning decisions. 

9. Amend Section 8.11.1 “New Town Area” to delete the reference to Rural Residential and 
Rural Living subdivision potentially occurring in the interim. 

Also, amend Section 8.11.2 to delete the current aim and replace with “To retain the 
opportunity for the development of the New Town area in the long term”. 

As acknowledged in Section 2.4 of the Strategy, land supply for the lifetime of the 
Strategy can readily be accommodated in and around the Bindoon town precinct and the 
nominated rural residential areas and that doing so is the preferred direction of growth in 
the Shire. The need for a New Town remains a long term prospect outside the lifetime of 
the Local Planning Strategy. The State government may review or update the NE 
Corridor Extension Strategy, particularly in the context of Directions 2031 and SPP 3 
(and the alignment of the Perth-Darwin Highway) which both promote consolidation of 
urban areas. The findings of the State Government review can then be reflected into any 
subsequent local planning strategies or strategy amendments. 

Instead the nominated new town site can continue to be reflected in the Local Planning 
Strategy so as to protect it from incompatible development and to continue to identify it 
as a long term prospect. The site can continue to be used for its current rural purposes 
which ensures a status quo is maintained and does not undermine the ability for the land 
to subsequently be converted to a more intensive land use if later found warranted. 
Subdividing the land into smaller rural lifestyle lots in the interim would result in 
difficulties in land coordination, staging, infrastructure provision and land owner 
expectations at the time of then converting to an urban use. 

The WAPC’s previous decision to refuse the advertising of an amendment to commence 
the structure planning for the New Town area sets direction of the WAPC’s position on 
the timing and need for the New Town. 

10. Amend Section 8.9 to include reference to State Planning Policy 2.4 – Basic Raw 
Materials and Council’s own Local Planning Policy relating to the same issue. Also, add 
an aim under Section 8.9.2 referring to the need to protect basic raw material resource 
sites from being developed for incompatible land uses which could limit future 
exploitation. 

To maintain consistency with State and Local policy and to provide a guiding statement 
on how to consider rezoning proposals in proximity to known basic raw material sites. 

11. Include reference in Section 8.9 relating to the ability for basic raw material extraction to 
be considered in the Light Industrial or General Industrial zones as may be the case. 
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To provide guidance in scenarios such as the example of the Council depot rezoning 
proposal and Austral Bricks extractive industry occurring within the same zone, noting 
that ‘Industry-extractive’ is not a permitted use in Council’s scheme. 

12. Add another dot point under section 9.1.1 to refer to encouraging a more sustainable use 
of reticulated water infrastructure by promoting infill development and consolidation. 

To translate the strategies mentioned in sections 7.5.1.4 and 7.5.2 relating to reticulated 
water into the Bindoon townsite strategy. 

13. Add another dot point under section 8.1 or 9.1 to explain the relationship between 
Council’s Local Planning Policy No.1 relating to the Bindoon townsite and the Local 
Planning Strategy or whether the Policy will be reviewed or rescinded upon preparation 
of the Development Plan. 

To ensure consistency between the Strategy, the Policy and any future planning. 

14. Add another dot point under section 8.2 or 9.2 to explain the relationship between 
Council’s Local Planning Policy No.2 relating to the Muchea Village and the Local 
Planning Strategy or whether the Policy will be reviewed or rescinded upon finalisation of 
the Strategy. 

To ensure consistency between the Strategy, the Policy and any future planning 
proposals. 

15. Amend section 9.7.1 to add a new dot point requiring consideration to environmental 
assessment and vegetation protection and also to ensure it is clear that any areas of 
High Conservation Value are to be identified and retained, either through POS, ceding or 
sale to DEC, volunteer covenanting or rezoning to ‘Conservation’ or ‘Rural 
Conservation’, or excluded from the rezoning area altogether as may be appropriate. 
Also that the protection, interface and separation to such areas are to be addressed as 
part of the preparation of the Development Plan. 

To ensure the recommendations of the Local Biodiversity Strategy are achieved and in 
recognition that some mapped areas of High Conservation Value (HCV) or other 
environmental value are within areas also identified for Rural Residential but that this is 
not to imply that the HCV areas are to be developed for Rural Residential purposes but 
are to be protected for conservation reasons.. 

16. Amend Section 7.1.1 and 9.10 to explain the difference between LNA’s and Indicative 
Areas of High Conservation and the rationale behind those areas then included in the 
“Conservation” land use category on the Strategy map. 

These sections do not explain the link between the LNA’s in the Biodiversity Strategy 
and those areas then identified as Indicative Areas of High Conservation on the Local 
Planning Strategy map and then why some are nominated for inclusion in the ‘Rural 
Conservation’ land use and some are not.  

Also, the two sections, plus the reference to the Biodiversity Strategy on pg 11, could all 
be better combined into just one or two sections to avoid repetition and to avoid the 
opportunity for some aims to be overlooked during implementation. 

17. Delete section 9.10 “Rural Conservation” and replace with the attached suggested 
wording (refer Attachment 1). 
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To provide improved protection of the areas of high conservation value and therefore 
better achieve the targets contained in the Biodiversity Strategy. 

To improve guidance for rezoning proposals and the Development Plan preparation and 
assessment process. 

18. Amend section 9.8 to also include reference to the need to consider the slope analysis 
plan attached to the Strategy; to identify and consider any landscape values of the site; 
to the need for a bush fire hazard assessment to be undertaken; to the protection of 
vegetation on site including areas of High Conservation Value; and to ensuring a potable 
water supply can be demonstrated for future dwellings as part of a rezoning proposal.  

The current list of matters to consider prior to, or as part of, a rezoning proposal do not 
adequately reflect the objectives of the Rural Smallholdings Zone in the Local Planning 
Scheme nor other aims of the Strategy such as landscape protection, conservation of 
vegetation, protection against bush fire risk, or the provisions in SPP 2.5. 

19. Amend section 9.9.1 to delete reference to prevailing lot sizes. 

Prevailing lot size is not a useful guide to the suitability of a site for rezoning particularly 
when the locality may vary in zoning, land use classification, topography, vegetation 
coverage, land capability etc 

20. Amend section 9.9.1 to delete the reference to “whether subdivision in the area west of 
the former Perth-Darwin Highway alignment represents efficient use of existing 
infrastructure and services…etc”. 

The above provision may create confusion in interpretation and application. Instead the 
Strategy should be clear that land more remote from infrastructure and services is 
unlikely to be suitable for closer development during the lifetime of the Strategy and sites 
that are more remote are to be removed from the Rural Retreat areas. Instead a new dot 
point can be added referring to the need to maximise the efficient use of existing 
infrastructure and services through logical staging and clustering of development. 

21. Amend section 9.9.1 to insert a new dot point referring to the need to demonstrate the 
integration (or separation if appropriate) of the rezoning site with adjoining land and land 
uses. 

To ensure consideration is given to appropriate road connections, buffering to any 
nearby agricultural activities, separation distances are achieved to any vegetated areas 
on adjoining properties/zones and so on. 

22. Amend section 9.9.1 to elaborate on the “environmental assessment and vegetation 
protection” to ensure it is clear that Indicative Areas of High Conservation are to be 
identified and retained, either through POS, ceding or sale to DEC, or rezoning to 
‘Conservation’ or ‘Rural Conservation’ or excluded from the rezoning area as may be 
appropriate. 

To ensure the recommendations of the Local Biodiversity Strategy are achieved and in 
recognition that some mapped areas of High Conservation Value (HCV) are within areas 
also identified for Rural Retreat but that this is not to imply that the HCV areas are to be 
developed for Rural Retreat purposes. 

23. Amend section 9.11 to delete “Light” from the title. 
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So as not to imply that the Muchea Employment Node is only for light industrial purposes 
but shall also include general industrial uses in accordance with the Muchea 
Employment Node Structure Plan. 

24.  Amend section 9.11.1 and 9.11.2 to elaborate on the strategic importance of the 
Muchea Employment Node and its impact on the locality. 

Progress is continuing on implementation of the Muchea Employment Node Structure 
Plan. Once development occurs, the Node will likely result in attracting people to the 
area. Some additional commentary on the importance and likely impact of the Node is 
relevant and useful.  

25. Update section 10.2 as it is understood that the Shire has commenced preparation of a 
District Structure Plan. The section should also make it clear that rezoning proposals, 
and any accompanying Development Plan, are to have regard to the District Structure 
Plan so as to address connectivity, interface, staging etc. 

To ensure that the Strategy is as up to date as possible and that the connection between 
district level planning and the more local Development Plan and rezoning proposals are 
emphasised. 

26. Amend section 10 to also include reference to the Scheme requirement and Council 
policy on the need for a Development Plan (structure plan) to accompany or support 
rezoning proposals, and that subdivision is generally in accordance with the 
Development Plan. References to the Development Plan process should also be 
consistent throughout the Strategy text. 

For ease of reference and application, it would be useful to identify the required 
Development Plan layer of the planning process in the Local Planning Strategy. 

27. Delete the draft Development Contribution Plan from an appendix to the Strategy and 
any references to its inclusion eg section 10.6. 

The inclusion of draft statutory documents into a strategic document is not appropriate. 
Also, as the DCP is subsequently amended and updated, the appendix will become out 
of date and therefore misleading. 

 
 

Local planning strategy appendices 
 
 

 
1. Appendix 2 – Local Planning Strategy map  
 Change ‘Possible Future Urban Node Investigation Area’ label to ‘Possible Future 

New Town Investigation Area’ and reinstate an indicative boundary. 
 

To maintain consistency with the wording in the Strategy report and to provide an 
indicative boundary to the area. 

 
2. Appendix 2 – Local Planning Strategy map 

Remove the former Perth-Darwin Highway alignment from off the plan. 
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The former alignment is no longer relevant to land use planning. Its removal from the 
plan will also maintain consistency with the statement on pg 11 of Strategy text 
referring to its removal. 
 

3. Appendix 2 – Local Planning Strategy map 
Add a notation to the Muchea Employment Node to make the area more legible. 
 
The current boundary on the plan is difficult to read and could be improved by 
notating the plan with “Muchea Employment Node” or a similar approach. 
 

4. Appendix 2 – Local Planning Strategy map 
Remove the “Future Investigation Area” labels located north and south of the Muchea 
townsite off the plan.  
 
The need for the investigation areas are not justified or explained in the Strategy 
report. 
 

5. Appendix 2 – Local Planning Strategy map 
Add the location of the proposed community nodes/primary school/POS site located 
along Muchea East Road within Maryville and along Gray Road in Bindoon, and any 
other similar locations.  
 
To strategically identify the focus for future community/council investment in the area. 
 

6. Appendix 2 – Local Planning Strategy map 
Improve the legibility of the Landscape Protection area around the Chittering Valley 
area either by way of amending the legend or adding a notation. Ensure that the map 
correlates with the Strategy report in this regard. 
 
To identify the value of the Chittering Valley area and its landscape protection focus 
as well as its importance as a tourist drive and focus for tourism ventures. 
 

7. Appendix 2 – Local Planning Strategy map 

• Delete the following properties from the ‘Rural Conservation’ classification and 
instead colour ‘Agricultural Resource’: 

 (refer Attachment 3) 
 
• Delete the following properties from the ‘Rural Conservation’ classification and 

instead colour ‘Rural Retreat’: 
 (refer Attachment 3) 

 
• Delete the following properties from the ‘Rural Conservation’ classification and 

instead colour ‘Rural Residential’: 
 (refer Attachment 3) 

 
 
To ensure that only those properties, or portions of properties, suited to the Rural 
Conservation zone are included in the Rural Conservation classification in the 
Strategy. The attached criteria is provided as a guide to the rationale for the above 
modifications (refer Attachment 2). 
 

8. Appendix 1 – Water Corporation water supply map 
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Replace the plan with a more recently dated plan or seek written confirmation from 
the Water Corporation that the 1999 plan is still contemporary. 
 
To ensure the most up to date information is contained within the Strategy. 
 

9. Appendix 4 – Scheme Amendment No. 29 
Remove the appendix from the document. 
 
The inclusion of draft statutory documents into a strategic document is not 
appropriate. Also, as the DCP is subsequently amended and updated, the appendix 
will become out of date and therefore misleading. 

 
10. Appendix 3 – Staging Plan 

Remove the appendix from the document.  
 
Staging will likely be guided by developer intentions, market demand and access to 
servicing infrastructure. Instead references in the text to encouraging consolidation 
and more efficient use of services may assist in guiding staging of development. 
 
The Staging Plan also contains guidance on lot sizes which the title of the plan does 
not elude to and the rationale for the lot range is not well explained in the Strategy 
report. The nexus between the Rural Conservation lots and the staging plan is now 
also to be amended, making the staging plan less relevant. 
 
 
 
. 
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Process for identifying lots in the Rural Conservation category in the LPS Map  
 

1. Identify Rural Residential, Rural Retreat, Rural Small Holdings areas in 
old local planning strategy that contain High Conservation Value Areas 
(as mapped in Local Biodiversity Strategy). 

 
2. Remove those areas already zoned for rural residential, rural retreat, rural 

small holdings (too late for them and down zoning is not proposed).  
 

Note that those already zoned will still have provisions relating to 
vegetation identification and protection requirements in LPS, but they 
won’t be included in the Rural Conservation on the LPS Map. 

 
3. Remove any lots that are not considered suitable for closer development 

due to other constraints or inconsistency with State Planning Policy or 
other provisions in the Local Planning Strategy (for example remote from 
settlement – SPP3 and infrastructure, within a landscape protection area, 
nearly 100% extreme bushfire hazard coverage – Planning for Bushfire 
Protection, nearly 100% HCV coverage). 

 
4. Remove any lots that are not considered suitable for closer development 

if previously advised in previous planning decisions. 
 

5. Of those properties left, remove any that have less than about 50% 
(estimate only) HCV, or good quality vegetation coverage as might be 
mapped elsewhere, because the conservation to development ratio is too 
much in the development favour and in which case rural residential or 
rural retreat might be a more befitting classification, noting that the HCV 
can still be protected by normal POS/appropriately sited development 
type measures as outlined in the LPS. 

 
6. Round the Rural Conservation classification to cadastral boundaries 

where HCV is irregular in shape for ease of application but note that not 
all of the land within may ultimately be suitable for inclusion in the ‘Rural 
Conservation’ zone of the Local Planning Scheme but will be dependent 
on findings of vegetation survey and Development Plan preparation. 

 
7. The resulting lots are to be included in the Rural Conservation category to 

which the Rural Conservation provisions of the Local Planning Strategy 
will then apply (see below).  

 
*Note those excluded from Rural Conservation category in the LPS does not 
mean they don’t also have some conservation value or HCV but just that they do 
not meet the intent/aim of the Rural Conservation zone. 
 
** Note that no new areas (ie no land previously identified for Agricultural 
Resource) should be included into the Rural Conservation because there are 
sufficient opportunities for Rural Residential or Rural Retreat purposes already 
and it is undesirable to create enclaves of development remote from settlements. 
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9.10 Rural Conservation (suggested rewording for insertion into LPS text) 
 
In areas identified for ‘Rural Conservation’ no further subdivision shall be supported 
other than where the land is zoned ‘Agricultural Resource’ and the purpose of the 
subdivision is for boundary rationalisation or excising a conservation lot in 
accordance with WAPC Policy DC 3.4. 
 
Other forms of subdivision proposals first require the land to be appropriately 
rezoned to the ‘Rural Conservation’ zone or part ‘Rural Conservation’ and part 
alternative zone reflective of the land use within. 
 
Prior to seeking rezoning, the proponent is to undertake a site specific environmental 
investigation, including flora/fauna survey, by a suitably qualified consultant(s) in 
accordance with EPA Guidance Statement No. 51. 
 
The results of the above environmental investigation will determine and refine the 
extent of the mapped ‘Indicative High Conservation Value’ (HCV) area, the extent 
and quality of other vegetation types/categories and the bushfire risk assessment 
rating(s) of the site. This will then form the basis for identifying and informing any 
areas potentially suitable for closer subdivision/development and areas warranting 
greater conservation protection and/or covenanting. 
 
Following the environmental investigation, any proposed significant reductions to the 
Indicative ‘HCV’ as hatched on the Local Planning Strategy map will first require 
Council approval, on advice of the Department of Environment and Conservation and 
Landcare. 
 
Rezoning proposals are encouraged to include any adjoining land parcels also 
identified for Rural Conservation to maximise the creation of vegetation corridors and 
to achieve a coordinated and feasible approach to any development. 
 
A Development Plan, prepared in accordance with the Scheme provisions, must also 
be submitted with the request for rezoning and shall inform the extent of the zone(s) 
boundary, including which areas of the land are suitable for the ‘Rural Conservation’ 
zone and which is more suited to ‘Rural Residential’, ‘Rural Retreat’ or ‘Residential’. 
 
The Development Plan, among other matters as listed in the Scheme and Council 
Policy(s), is to consider: 

• The extent and quality of HCV and vegetation types; 
• The extent and implications of any ‘extreme’ bush fire risk rating; 
• The impact of implementing Planning for Bush Fire Protection requirements 

on the vegetation and on future development; 
• The location and interface of vegetation and proposed development with 

adjoining land, with the objective of maintaining vegetation corridors or HCV 
areas in large protected parcels; 

• The interface and separation distances between development (includes 
building envelopes, roads, fences) and the areas for conservation; 

• The targets and recommendations contained in the Council’s Biodiversity 
Strategy; 

• The ability to establish a conservation covenant over the nominated 
conservation lot(s), or other alternative, to achieve the vegetations protection 
in perpetuity; 
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• Other conservation, ecological or landscape values on, or immediately 
adjoining, the subject land as may be relevant. 

 
The lot sizes and yields proposed in a Rezoning proposal, Development Plan and 
subdivision application are to be guided by, and assessed against, the following: 
 

• Site specific vegetation mapping; 
• Bush fire protection and any fire hazard reduction implications; 
• Land capability for the proposed development (including appropriate access, 

provision of a suitable water supply and onsite effluent disposal 
infrastructure); 

• Existing lot pattern and sizes in the immediate locality and proximity to urban 
areas; 

• Emphasis on suitably sited clustered development generally to a minimum of 
5,000m2 (guide only); 

• Within the agreed site specific HCV areas, the creation of only one or two 
‘Conservation lots’ of a size suitable for achieving conservation (as may be 
guided by the DEC or National Trust covenanting officers). 

 
 
Development within the ‘Conservation lot’ is to be limited to the construction of a 
single dwelling only and land uses compatible with conservation, as also outlined in 
the Local Planning Scheme. 
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Re: Residential Shed on Lot 817, 8 Haslam Street, Muchea WA 6501 

 

We would like the proposed shed erection to be reviewed with the following additional information: 

 

 

SIZE 

The shed needs to be a large shed to store items including but not limited to: 

- HJ Panel Van 

- HQ One Tonner  

- 1951 Matchless Motorcycle 

- 1990 Kawasaki Ninja Motorcycle 

- Family MG 

- Family’s motor vehicles and motor bikes at time to time for maintenance and storage if 

needed 

- Other items such as ride-on lawnmower and tools  

- 4WD will be parked in shed as will take up too much space in carport 

 

HEIGHT 

The height of the shed is required to be taller as there will be a hoist installed. The hoist will be used 

to keep abovementioned vintage motor vehicles and motor cycles at a respectable level. The shed 

will not be used for commercial purposes. 

 

We request the removal of condition 10 of the planning approval for the proposed shed erection at 

Lot 817/8 Haslam Street in Muchea WA which restricts the size to 150sq metres and the height to 

4.2metres.  

 

We will liase with the Shire regarding what native plants should be used to screen the shed from the 

road.  

 

Feel free to contact either of us should you require further information. 

 

 

Brett Stokes 0417090084 

April Stokes 0407423428  
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1

Scott Penfold

Subject: FW: Sheds - Haslam Street, Muchea

From: Jo and Glenn DaviesTaylor [mailto:jag5463@gmail.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, 10 April 2013 2:38 PM 
To: Scott Penfold 

Subject: Re: Sheds - Haslam Street, Muchea 

 

 

 

On Tue, Apr 9, 2013 at 3:47 PM, Jo and Glenn DaviesTaylor <jag5463@gmail.com> wrote: 

From: Glenn Taylor 

          PO Box 154 (RN 4 Haslam St) 

          Muchea 6501 

Re:     Request for re-submission to council of original shed application on the above property 

Dear Scott, 

As per recent discussions with yourself and Alex Douglas, we would like to submit additional information 

to assist Council in re-considering approval of the original shed application. 

1.  The height is required to allow the use of a hoist to service & maintain my vintage   cars.  

2.   The height is also intended to reduce the build up of heat in the shed by way of e-vents & cross flow 

ventilation, reducing the impact on the environment by eliminating the need for powered cooling systems. 

3.   We are prepared to "cut in" further than originally planned, approx 2 metres, on the northern side, thus 

reducing visual impact. 

4.   Further to the planting which has already taken place for screening, major planting of large native shrubs 

& trees will occur immediately after construction to avoid damage by machinery.  

 

5.  The size of the shed is required because of my large collection of memorabilia, cars, tools and trailers, 

that all need to be kept under cover and secure. 

 

I wish to thank Councillor Robert Hawes personally for taking the time on a Sunday to travel from his home 

in Quinns Rocks to visit my property and discuss all aspects the overall concept. 

Yours sincerely 

Glenn Taylor 

Mob 0428335560 

9.3.2013 
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