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1 OPENING AND WELCOME

The meeting opened at 7:09 p.m.

Appointed Chairperson - Mayor, Cr. Bev Colomb

1.1 Acknowledgment of Traditional Land Owners

(Read by Cr. Celi)

“In the spirit of respect, the Mornington Peninsula Shire acknowledges the Boon wurrung/Bunurong,
members of the Kulin Nation, who have traditional connections for the land on which Council meets.”

1.2 Prayer

(Read by Cr. Hearn)

"Almighty God, we humbly seek Thy blessings upon this Council. Direct and prosper its deliberations
to the advancement of Thy glory and the true welfare of the people of the Mornington Peninsula
Shire. Give us the strength and courage to make wise decisions with grace and dignity. Amen.”
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2 PROCEDURAL MATTERS

Present

Mayor, Cr. Bev Colomb (Chairperson)
Cr. Simon Brooks
Cr. Antonella Celi
Cr. Rosie Clark
Cr. Hugh Fraser
Cr. David Gill
Cr. Sam Hearn
Cr. Frank Martin
Deputy Mayor, Cr. Bryan Payne
Cr. Kate Roper

Mr. Carl Cowie, Chief Executive Officer

2.1 Apologies

Cr. Julie Edge

2.2 Disclosure of Conflicts of Interest Pursuant to Section 79 of the Local Government Act
1989

Nil.

2.3 Confirmation of Minutes

RECOMMENDATION

That the Minutes of the previous Special Council Meeting held on 24 January, 2017 and Council
Meeting held on 30 January, 2017 be confirmed.

COUNCIL DECISION

Moved: Cr. Martin
Seconded: Cr. Payne

That the recommendation be adopted.

Carried
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2.4 Assembly of Councillors

Assembly of Councillors - 24 and 30 January, 2017

RECOMMENDATION

That Council receives and notes the record of Assembly of Councillors for 24 and 30 January, 2017.

COUNCIL DECISION

Moved: Cr. Celi
Seconded: Cr. Clark

That Council receives and notes the record of Assembly of Councillors for 24 and 30 January,
2017, with Cr. Roper to be marked as present on 24 January, 2017.

Carried

VIEW ATTACHMENT 1

2.5 Councillor Briefing Sessions

Matters discussed at Councillor Briefing Sessions (other than those matters designated to be of a
confidential nature) are reported on at ordinary Council meetings.

Nil.

2.6 Committee

The purpose of this section is to ratify Committee recommendations from recent Audit Committee
Meetings and Forward Planning Committee Meetings.

Nil.
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2.7 Petitions and Joint Letters

Mornington Community Animal Shelter

A petition containing 114 signatures has been received from residents regarding the operations of
the Mornington Community Animal Shelter. Residents request that the shelter be open to the public
for a minimum of three hours per day without a requirement of making an appointment, that a proactive
adoption program be implemented utilising various marketing methods, the adoption process be
simplified, a volunteer foster care program be implemented, full transparency of monthly statistics
and that adoption prices for senior dogs be reduced.

Immediate Comment

The Mornington Peninsula Shire operates the Community Animal Shelter in Watt Road, Mornington.
The operation of the facility is governed by State legislation (Domestic Animals Act 1994) and the
Shire’sDomestic Animal Management Plan. The Shire seeks to rehome all suitable unclaimed animals
through our partnerships with over 50 community foster care network groups. In addition, the Shire
is an active member of ‘PetRescue’, which is a national network for the rehoming of pets, supported
by over 950 volunteer groups.

The Shire’s current policy is to seek to rehome all suitable pets, however, those animals which cannot
be safely rehomed because of behavioural or health issues are humanely euthanized by our local
veterinary partners. This is done in accordance with the Code of Practice for the Management of
Dogs and Cats in Shelters and Pounds.

The Community Animal Shelter is open seven days per week, 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Monday to
Friday and 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Saturday and Sunday. It is closed on Christmas Day and Good
Friday, however, staff are rostered every day to care for the animals. Attendance is by appointment
only as the facility has a high volume of animal releases back to owners. All visitors must be
accompanied by a staff member at all times as the facility is not intended to operate as an animal
retail business.

The construction of a new cattery and customer service area has commenced and will ensure the
ongoing excellent performance of the service. The Shire’s quarterly report to the community includes
all relevant statistical data on the operation of the Community Animal Shelter.

The Domestic Animal Management Plan is due for review in 2017 and this will afford the community
an opportunity to comment on the standards currently in place.

Action Officer: John Rankine, Interim Manager – Environment Protection

RECOMMENDATION

That Council receives and notes the above petition and refers it back to the appropriate Council officer
for action or to report back to Council on the matter.
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COUNCIL DECISION

Moved: Cr. Hearn
Seconded: Cr. Roper

That the recommendation be adopted.

Carried

2.8 Public Question Time

Questions from the public shall be dealt with at commencement of the meeting.

The aim of public question time is to provide an opportunity for the public to ask general questions
at Council Meetings requiring routine responses. Questions are received without notice and are
responded to without research or reference to Council records.

Questions must be in writing, with the person submitting the question to be in the public gallery at
the time.

Questions which contain material that relates to specific people or properties will be summarised at
the discretion of Council.

Responses to public questions answered at the meeting, will be general in nature, provided in good
faith and should not exceed two minutes. These responses will be summarised in the minutes of the
meeting.

Questions requiring research or a detailed reply will be provided a written response as soon as
possible following the meeting from the nominated officer. These written responses will be collated
for each meeting and available via the Shire’s website.

This segment does not substitute for appeal or other formal business procedures with the Council.
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Southern Peninsula Aquatic Centre (SPA)

Ms. Katrina Newman, a resident of McCrae, asked the following question: … “Will the Shire consider
a public private partnership to get the SPA project re-commenced?”

The question was answered by Ms. Alison Leighton, Chief Operating Officer, who responded that
Council’s position is based on its current resolution, and that is that a pool for Rosebud be expedited.
There is also funding within our Capital Works Program to progress that project and the new Council
has asked for a briefing on the work that has been completed so far. That briefing will be arranged
as quickly as possible and it’s quite certain that the options for delivery of that project, including private
partnerships, will be part of that briefing.

Ms. Esther Revens, a resident of Capel Sound, asked the following question: … “When will SPA be
built in Rosebud? The majority of the community want and need SPA. Hastings has Pelican Park.
Rosebud was to be the second of these centres to be built, then Mornington? It has been held up
for too long. With a new Council it is time for a change. Less talk, more action. We are tired of
waiting.”

The question was answered by Ms. Alison Leighton, Chief Operating Officer, who responded that
the importance of the pool to the community was a common theme and that has been conveyed back
to Council, and that is why Council has requested a briefing as soon as possible.

Mrs. Roslyn McLean, a resident of McCrae, asked the following question: … “When will the SPA be
on the agenda for community information?”

The question was answered by Ms. Alison Leighton, Chief Operating Officer, who responded that as
per my previous response, Council has asked for a briefing as soon as possible on the work that has
already be completed for it to be considered again.

Ms. Jillian Nutbean, a resident of Sorrento, asked the following question: … “Where does it sit with
this Council’s priority in regards to SPA, now that State Government has made it mandatory for
primary school children to go to swimming lessons with proper facilities?”

The question was answered by Ms. Alison Leighton, Chief Operating Officer, who responded that in
terms of priority, Council is yet to determine that through its budget processes and the development
of the Council Plan, but Council is very keen to understand the work that has been done to date and
deliberate on the next steps it would like to take in regards to that matter. The briefing should take
place in March.

Mrs. Betty Preston, a resident of Capel Sound, asked the following question: … “I draw Councillors'
attention to the following: 1. Council Offices to be relocated toWannaeue Place. 2. Rosebud Hospital
to take over the Besgrove Council Chambers. Note: Wannaeue Place land was purchased as a
possible location for SPA. The community needs information and clarity. When can we get it?”

The question was answered by Mr. Carl Cowie, Chief Executive Officer, who responded that Council
spent last weekend with senior officers developing the Council Plan for the next four year term of this
Council, and when the Council Plan is out for public exhibition, you will be able to look at the timelines
of these projects if Council chooses to include them in the Plan.

Mrs. Betty Preston, a resident of Capel Sound, asked the following question: … “In 1999, Council
commissioned an ‘indoor pool feasibility study’ (page 6 SPA Assessment Report) over 18 years ago.
How much money has been spent on consultant fees, reports etc. for a project which has not
eventuated, despite the continuing community need for an aquatic facility for year round use?”
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The above question was not answered at the meeting and therefore taken on notice. A written
response will be provided by Ms. Alison Leighton, Chief Operating Officer, in due course, and a
summary of the response will be made available on the Shire’s website.

Planning Application P16/1791 – Construction of Boat Ramp, Jetty, Renewal of Existing
Boat Ramps and Associated Works

Mr. Bob Martin, a resident of Rye, asked the following question: … “Interested to establish who on
Council/family members etc. own a boat/personal water craft in regards to revested interests in
applications approval?”

The question was answered by Mr. Joe Spiteri, Manager – Governance, who responded that both
Councillors and senior officers, under the Local Government Act 1989, are required to complete
ordinary returns on a periodical basis, however the ownership of a boat in itself in relation to this item
would not be construed as a conflict of interest.

Building and Planning Departments

Mr. Antonio Telera, a resident of Dromana, asked the following question: … “On 2 February, 2017,
I personally delivered to your office documentations regarding the unusual and dubious procedures
of the planning department at the Mornington Peninsula Shire, in granting a permit to build a dwelling.
We did have some feedback from a Councillor but have not received any official reply from you in
acknowledging our request. Please, we would like to know what is your position in regards to this
matter?”

The above question was not answered at the meeting and therefore taken on notice. A written
response will be provided by Mr. Carl Cowie, Chief Executive Officer, in due course, and a summary
of the response will be made available on the Shire’s website.

Melbourne Water Land

Ms. Doris Campbell, a resident of Rosebud, asked the following question: … “Were Councillors aware
that the Shire was offered ‘a first right of refusal’ by Melbourne Water on 28 July, 2015? Why was
this rushed through without community consultation, who wish it kept as the passive recreation reserve
that they have used for decades? Sixteen months was sufficient time to organise this.”

The question was answered by Mr. David Bergin, Executive Manager – Planning Services, who
responded that with regards to the land that was offered by Melbourne Water, that was circulated to
a number of officers within the Shire, including our Recreation Planners and Social Planning team,
and as was divulged at the Planning Hearing Committee on Friday, there was no interest to Council
at that time to purchase the land. Part of the Fast Track Process is undertaken by the State
Government, and we, like yourselves, are only submitters to such a process. The Planning Scheme
Amendment or the Fast Track Process has not been run by Council, and we had to make a submission
on Friday. Council is briefed on any land that is made available.

Peninsula Pet Expo

Mr. Malcolm Campbell, a resident of Rosebud, asked the following question: … “Is the Shire aware
that this is an important event for the pet rescue groups, who take most of the Shire’s animals for
rehoming? They have stalls there that recruit foster carers, and animal adoption enquiries, and
donations. They inform the public about who they are, and raise awareness for responsible pet
ownership.”
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The question was answered by Mr. Carl Cowie, Chief Executive Officer, who responded that this item
has been withdrawn in order to provide Councillors with further information in regards to this event.
Councillors are well aware of its value, and this report will come back to a further Council Meeting
but things will remain as they are now.

Shire Community Animal Shelter

Mrs. Doris Campbell, a resident of Rosebud, asked the following question: … “Why hasn’t the Shire
listed all pets available for adoption on the Pet Rescue website? Two new cats were added on 1
February, 2017 but up until 13 February, 2017 no other cats or dogs have been added by the Shire
to this website. Is there really only two new animals suitable for adoption in the past fortnight?”

The question was answered by Mr. Matthew Green, Chief Financial Officer, who responded that as
we spoke about two weeks ago, I confirmed with our team that all animals which are suitable for
rehoming, are being listed on the websites. A very large number of cats which have gone through
our facilities have been classed as feral and not suitable for rehoming. Any animals which are suitable
for rehoming, and haven’t been rehomed through other channels, are listed on the Pet Rescue website.

Wannaeue Place, Rosebud

Mr. Barry Robinson, a resident of McCrae, asked the following question:… “I note that the site owned
by the Shire and formerly tenanted by IGA has now been vacant for approximately six months. Is
any action on the drawing boards to turn what seems to be in retrospect, a loss leading decision into
a positive outcome? If so, what is proposed?”

The question was answered by Mr. Carl Cowie, Chief Executive Officer, who responded that our
Council Plan is actively being worked on now and will be available shortly to obtain further information
on that site. The Council Plan will go on public exhibition around 23 March, 2017.

Compliance with Council By-Laws

Mr. Barry Robinson, a resident of McCrae, asked the following question: … “Some years ago I
suggested at a Council Meeting that the Shire offer rewards for information that leads to the prosecution
of a person, or persons, who did not comply with any Council bylaws, including the cutting/removal
of vegetation from the foreshore. The answer at the time was an unequivocal NO. In view of the
continuing non-compliance in many instances, will the Shire now give further consideration to my
suggestion?”

The question was answered by Mr. David Bergin, Executive Manager – Planning Services, who
responded that with regards to illegal vegetation removal, that is a matter which our Planning
Compliance team will investigate and I know that our community is very vigilant when advising us
that vegetation is being removed. There are a number of exemptions within the Planning Scheme
to allow certain vegetation to be removed, even on the foreshore, and that is why the Planning
Compliance Team is responsible for monitoring that. We appreciate the community’s input into that
but in regards to an award, under the Planning and Environment Act, we can’t actually offer an award
for nominating illegal actions or illegal vegetation removal but as I say, I think our community is very
vigilant and we respond immediately.
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3 STATUTORY PLANNING REPORTS

3.1 Planning Application P16/1791 – Construction of Boat Ramp, Jetty, Renewal of Existing
Boat Ramps and Associated Works

Vanessa Graley, Senior PlannerPrepared By

Chief Operating OfficerAuthorised By

Clydie Brewer, Team Leader – Nepean/Red Hill (Planning
Services); and David Bergin, Executive Manager – Planning
Services

Presented at Council By:

A7041422Document ID

YES (5 public, 1 confidential)Attachment(s)

P16/1791Application No.

The construction of a boat ramp, a jetty, renewal of the existing
boat ramps and the reconfiguration of the existing reversing
lanes and associated works (including dredging).

Proposal

Public Conservation and Resource ZoneZoning

168 D3Melways Reference

Mornington Peninsula Shire CouncilApplicant

15 September, 2016Date Received

This report was considered as the third item.

PURPOSE

This report seeks Council’s view with respect to the approval of a Planning Application for the
construction of a boat ramp, a jetty, renewal of the existing boat ramps and the reconfiguration of the
existing reversing lanes and associated works (including dredging) at the lank known and described
as the ‘Rye Boat Ramp’.

A critical assessment of the application has identified that the proposed development satisfactorily
responds to the relevant State and Local Planning Policy, in particular, the Purpose and Decision
Guidelines of the Public Conservation and Resource Zone (PCRZ) and the Objectives and Decision
Guidelines of the Environmental Significance Overlay – Schedule 25 (ESO25).

The development is considered to be compatible with the context of the site being the Rye foreshore,
including the existing infrastructure as the proposed construction works are located to the east side
of an existing boat launching facility.

The concerns of the objectors are addressed in this report.

It is recommended that the planning application be supported and a Notice of Decision to Grant a
Planning Permit be issued.
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The construction of a boat ramp, a jetty, renewal of the existing boat
ramps and the reconfiguration of the existing reversing lanes and
associated works (including dredging).

Proposal

Zoning and Overlays PCRZ; and
ESO25.

Permit Triggers Clause 36.03: PCRZ – A Planning Permit is required for ‘Buildings
and Works’; and
Clause 42.01: ESO25 – A Planning Permit is required ‘to construct
and building or construct and carry out works’.

Advertising has been undertaken by placing five signs on site, including
three signs along Point Nepean Road and letters have been sent to the
owners/occupants of shops/dwellings located opposite the existing boat
ramp. Notification was also provided through the local newspaper.

Advertising

A total of 175 submissions have been received to date.Submissions

Although no formal consultation has been undertaken as part of the
subject planning process it must be noted that the consultation process
involved in the preparation of the Rye Recreational Boating Precinct
Plan (which won the Victorian Coastal Council Award for Excellence in
Planning and Management) included the following elements:

Consultation

Online survey – April 2012 (64 respondents);
Questionnaires (200 letter boxed);
Two Peninsula-Wide articles – May 2012 and online survey (64
respondents);
Agency workshop;
Precinct stakeholder workshop;
Boating users workshop;
Rye community meeting;
Meeting with Rye’s Up Community & Traders Association – August
2013;
Meeting with Southern Peninsula Angling Association – general
meeting 2013; and
Public exhibition in June/July 2013 (17 submissions received
including one objection).

The key issues arising from this application are considered to be:Key Issues
Whether the proposed ‘buildings and works’ are appropriate in the
PCRZ;
Whether the proposed ‘buildings and works’ comply with the
Objectives and Decision Guidelines of the ESO25;
Whether an additional boat ramp, jetty and associated works are
necessary; and
Consideration of objections.
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That Council resolves to issue a notice of decision to grant a planning
permit subject to conditions.

Recommendation

BACKGROUND

Previous Permits

There are no recent planning decisions that are relevant to this application.

Existing Conditions

The subject site is located on the north side of Point Nepean Road and is commonly known as the
‘Rye Boat Ramp’. The existing boat launching facilities which include three boat ramps and a western
jetty are located to the north east side of the existing car parking area positioned adjacent to the
intersection of Point Nepean Road and Dundas Street in Rye.

To the east and west sides of the existing boat launching facilities are foreshores areas which include
sand dunes and ground level shrubbery and sea grasses. There is no significant vegetation located
in close proximity to the existing boat launching facilities.

The existing boat launching facilities comprise of the three boat ramps, three associated turning lanes
and a jetty known as the ‘western jetty’. The existing jetty is located alongside the westernmost boat
ramp and contains a length of approximately 40 metres. The foundations of the existing boat ramp
include an existing rock wall which extends into the water located to the east and west sides of the
existing ramps.

The existing boat ramp is accessed from the Rye car parking area via a two lane access road which
provides for a turning circle that extends around the foreshore area.

The Rye Boat Ramp is the closest public access point on the Mornington Peninsula to popular boating
destinations such as Capel Sound and Middle ground.
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Surrounding Land

The existing boat launching facilities are located approximately 80 metres west of the Rye Pier and
are setback 130 metres north of Point Nepean Road. The subject site is defined by the waterways
to the north, the foreshore to the east and west and the access road and car parking area to the
south.

The area of the coast where the subject site is located comprises of a section of the Rye foreshore
which is characterised by a white sandy beach, with minimal vegetation and which is absent of beach
boxes. The existing beach located to the west side of the boat ramp has a modest width of
approximately 30 metres when compared to the beach located to the east side of the Rye pier which
has a width of approximately 65 metres dependent on the tide.

The Rye foreshore extends approximately 2.6 kilometers between the Whitecliffs to Camerons Bight
Foreshore to the west and Capel Sound Foreshore to the east and is an area of high conservation
value which includes significant patches of vegetation, sandy beaches and is an area characterised
by its scenic and landscape qualities. Rye is a popular recreation beach due mainly to the facilities
and infrastructure that are located around the Rye Boating Precinct and the Rye Pier.

The foreshore surrounding the existing facilities contains a gradual slope down towards the water.
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The car parking area located to the south west of the existing boat launching facilities includes an
area of approximately 10,000 square metres and contains approximately 127 car parking trailer spots.

Located on the opposite side of Point Nepean Road is Commercial zoned land known as the Rye
Activity Centre which contains a mixture of commercial uses including retail premises and food and
drink outlets.

The streetscape of Point Nepean Road found opposite the subject site is generally low scale with
most buildings containing a height of less than 8 metres and confined to the ground floor level.

PROPOSAL

Please refer to the following Attachments:

Attachment 1 – Zone and Overlay Plan;
Attachment 2 – Town Planning Drawings;
Attachment 3 – Planning submission;
Attachment 4 – Dredging information;
Attachment 5 – Planning Scheme and Policy Response; and
Confidential Attachment 6 – Copy of submissions.

The proposal (prepared by the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council) as shown in Attachment 2 to
this report, includes the following:

The construction of a fourth boat ramp located to the eastern side of the existing ramps which
includes both an approach ramp and grooved surface launching ramp which contains a length
of approximately 37 metres;
The construction of an eastern jetty comprising of two parts, with one part of the proposed jetty
located alongside the proposed boat ramp including a length of 22.8 metres and the second
part aligned at a 45 degree angle from the first part of the jetty including a length of 17.5 metres;
The surface of the jetty will be constructed in FRP decking, prefabricated deck modules and
recycled plastic fenders. The below surface part of the jetty will comprise of steel tubular piles
with concrete infill;
The existing boat ramps are to be widened by approximately 300 millimetres, lengthened by 6
metres and re-surfaced including grooves angled at 45 degrees in order to improve the migration
of sand off the surface;
The reconfiguration of the existing reversing lanes including widening and the addition of a fourth
reversing lane to the east side of the existing lane, to adjoin the proposed boat ramp lane; and
Dredging to an area of approximately 3,000 square metres with an average depth of 1 metre.
The dredging works are located to the north-east and west sides of the existing boat launching
facilities and extend into the bay outward of the proposed facilities. The sediment proposed to
be removed includes 3,000 cubic metres.
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NOTIFICATION AND CONSULTATION

Notification

Advertising has been undertaken by way of the following:

Placing five signs on site, including three signs along Point Nepean Road;
Letters have been sent to the owners/occupants of shops/dwellings located opposite the existing
boat ramp on the south side of Point Nepean Road; and
A notice has been provided within the local newspaper.

Although no formal consultation has been undertaken as part of the subject planning process it must
be noted that the consultation process involved in the preparation of the Rye Recreational Boating
Precinct Plan (which won the Victorian Coastal Council Award for Excellence in Planning and
Management) included the following elements:

Online survey – April 2012 (64 respondents);
Questionnaires (200 letter boxed);
Two Peninsula-Wide articles – May 2012 and online survey (64 respondents);
Agency workshop;
Precinct stakeholder workshop;
Boating users workshop;
Rye community meeting;
Meeting with Rye’s Up Community and Traders Association – August 2013;
Meeting with Southern Peninsula Angling Association – general meeting 2013; and
Public exhibition in June/July 2013 (17 submissions received including 1 objection).

Submissions

Please refer to Confidential Attachment 6.

A total of 175 submissions have been received. Below is a summary of the points raised:

The proposal will result in more jet skis/boats using the water;
The proposal will result in more jet skis who pollute the water, cause noise and nuisance;
The proposal will result in the construction of more car and trailer parking within the foreshore
area;
Money being unnecessarily spent on the boat ramp which is only busy for a few months each
year;
Concern about the money being prioritised for the subject application over other more important
things;
The impact to the surrounding environment and foreshore as a result of the proposed works;
The proposal will detrimentally affect the ‘picturesque’ area of Rye;
The proposal will increase noise levels, traffic levels and odour (from petrol fumes);
Concern about the safety of swimmers, driver and snorkelers;
Lack of consultation and community involvement;
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Concern about the environmental impact of dredging and associated works; and
Objection to the application on the basis that money should be spent on other things including
the beach launching facilities between Rosebud and Sorrento.

Consultation

There was no formal consultation process carried out as matters raised by the submissions are not
considered to be concerns readily meditated and that extensive consultation was carried out with
community members through the preparation of the Rye Recreational Boating Precinct Plan.

REFERRALS

External Referrals

Referral ResponseReferral

A referral was undertaken to DELWP on 28
September, 2016.

Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning (DELWP)

DELWP requested further information regarding
the proposed dredging, disposal methods and
proposed spoil site from the applicant on 25
October, 2016 who responded on 15 November,
2016.

On 15 December DELWP provided final
comments to the application providing the
following written consent:

“I consent to the proposed use and development
subject to the conditions in the attached consent
notice.”

Internal Referrals

Referral ResponseReferral

Council’s Coastal Planner has offered no
objection to the proposal stating that:

Coastal Planning

“Coastal Planning has no objection to this
proposal.”
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Council’s Engineering Department has offered
no objection to the proposal subject to the
following condition forming part of any planning
permit issued by Council:

Engineering Department

“Fourteen days prior to the commencement of
any works for this development, a project specific
Environmental Management Plan (EMP) using
the standard EMP template found on the
Mornington Peninsula Shire’s website must be
submitted to and approved by the Responsible
Authority. When approved the plans will be
endorsed and will then form part of the permit.
The approved EMP must be implemented to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority prior to
and during construction of the works.”

RELEVANT PLANNING POLICIES

Planning Policy

11.14: Localised Planning StatementState Planning Policy
Framework (SPPF)

12.02-1: Protection of Coastal Areas

12.02-2: Appropriate Development of Coastal Areas

12.02-3: Coastal Crown Land

12.02-4: Coastal Tourist

12.02-5: Bays

12.04-1: Environmentally Sensitive Areas

13.01-1: Coastal Inundation and erosion

15.03-2: Aboriginal Cultural Heritage

21.02: Municipal Strategic StatementLocal Planning Policy
Framework (LPPF)

21.08: Foreshore and Coastal Areas

22.5: Aboriginal Cultural Heritage

Zone and Overlay

Clause 36.02: Public Park and Recreation ZoneZone
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Clause 42.01: ESO25Overlays

Clause 42.01-2: Buildings and works and vegetation removal.

Vegetation Protection Overlay – Schedule 2

Particular/General Provisions

Clause 52.06-3: Car ParkingParticular Provisions

Clause 65: Decision GuidelinesGeneral Provisions

CONSIDERATION

The following key issues arising from this application are discussed below:

Whether the proposed ‘buildings and works’ are appropriate in the PCRZ;
Whether the proposed ‘buildings and works’ comply with the relevant Objectives and Decision
Guidelines of the ESO25;
Whether an additional boat ramp, jetty and associated works are necessary; and
Consideration of objections.

Whether the Proposed ‘Buildings and Works’ are Appropriate in the Public Conservation and
Resource Zone

The Mornington Peninsula Shire Planning Scheme defines a boat launching facility as: “land used to
launch boats into the water and to retrieve boats from the water”.

A planning permit is not required for the use of the site as the site is already used as a boat launching
facility and has existing use rights.

Pursuant to Clause 36.03-2 a planning permit is required to “construct a building or carry out works”
if the works are not carried out by or on behalf of a Public Land Manager or Parks Victoria.

The PCRZ contains a number of objectives and decision guidelines, each of which has been responded
through this application as follows.

Objectives

To implement the State Planning Policy Framework and the Local Planning Policy Framework,
including the Municipal Strategic Statement and local planning policies.

The proposed development will increase the boating capacity of the existing boat launching facility
and will encourage more tourists to visit the area which is encouraged by both the SPPF and LPPF
whilst being a suitably restrained design form which ‘mirrors’ the existing boat ramp facilities. The
upgrade of the facility will enable the demands of the boating community to be met over the summer
months which currently experience long queuing times in an out of the water at certain times.
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To protect and conserve the natural environment and natural processes for their historic, scientific,
landscape, habitat or cultural values.

The proposed boat ramping facilities have been sited to the eastern side of the existing boat launching
facilities which include three boat ramps and a western jetty. The proposed development for the most
part includes the construction of an additional ramp and an ‘eastern’ jetty which will include an overall
length of 40.3 metres. The works have been appropriately sited alongside the existing facilities rather
than being alternatively located in a new location along the Rye foreshore which would result in the
further fragmentation of the coast by infrastructure which is not encouraged by State or Local Planning
Policy. The expansion of the existing boating facility minimises impact on the natural environment
and coastal landscape.

To provide facilities which assist in public education and interpretation of the natural environment
with minimal degradation of the natural environment or natural processes.

The proposed facilities are considered to foster the increased use and functionality of the existing
boat ramp. Additionally the proposed realignment of the reversing lanes is considered to be an
important element of the proposed works which will greatly improve the functionality of the existing
ramps.

To provide for appropriate resource based uses.

The proposed development will result in an enhanced boat launching facility in an area already defined
as a ‘boating area’ within the Rye Recreation Boating Precinct Plan.

Decision Guidelines

The comments of any public land manager or other relevant land manager having responsibility
for the care or management of the land or adjacent land.

The application has been referred to DELWP who have offered their consent pursuant to Section 40
of the Coastal Management Act 1995 to the ‘development of Crown Land’ subject to conditions.
DELWP have also offered their consent pursuant to Section 55 of the Planning and Environment Act
1987.

The conditions proposed by DELWP have been included as part of the recommendation contained
below.

Whether the development is appropriately located and designed, including in accordance with
any relevant use, design or siting guidelines.

As discussed above the proposed ramp and associated ‘eastern jetty’ are located to the east side of
the existing boat launching facility in an area of the foreshore already used as a boat launching facility.
The proposed development is therefore considered to be appropriately located in order to avoid the
construction of an additional boat launching facility elsewhere along the coastline which would result
in the development of more coastal infrastructure and possibly car parking within the foreshore area.
Therefore, the design and siting has attempted to minimise the impact to the natural environment
and coastal foreshore.

The additional reversing lane and reconfiguration of existing reversing lanes provides a more practical
and safer access to and from the water. The proposed realignment is considered to be an important
element of the proposed works which will greatly improve the functionality of the existing ramps.
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Whether the ‘Buildings and Works’ Comply with the Objective and Decision Guidelines of the
Environmental Significance Overlay – Schedule 25

Clause 42.01: ESO25 relates to the Port Phillip Coastal Area and a planning permit is required ‘to
construct a building or construct or carry out works’.

The relevant Statement of Environmental Significance for the ESO25 states:

“The Port Phillip coastal area and adjoining offshore areas contain some of Victoria’s most significant
cultural and natural features, including sites of ecological, archaeological, geological, geomorphological,
aesthetic and cultural heritage value. These places are of cultural, scientific and educational value
to current and future generations.”

The relevant Environmental Objectives to be achieved when assessing an application include the
following:

To protect and enhance the natural features, vegetation, ecological diversity, landscape quality,
heritage values and recreation opportunities of the Port Phillip Bay coastal area and associated
intertidal and marine habitats;
To promote excellence in design of buildings, facilities and structures in the coastal area; and
To promote coordinated management of the Port Phillip coastal area.

The relevant Decision Guidelines to be considered before deciding on an application are as follows:

The environmental objectives of this schedule;
The existing use and development of the land;
The degree to which the proposed development is dependent on a coastal location;
The ability to reduce the number of buildings and other structures by combined use or reuse of
existing buildings;
The appropriateness of a condition requiring the relocation or removal of inappropriate structures
as part of an application;
Whether any proposed structure or works, including the planting or removal of vegetation, is
likely to cause any deterioration of the Port Phillip Coastal Area by virtue of erosion or the
deposition of sand or silt or any other reason; and
The Victorian Coastal Strategy 2014, Siting and Design Guidelines for Structures on the Victorian
Coast (May 1998) and Landscape Setting Types for the Victorian Coast (May 1998).

The application has been assessed against the Environmental Objectives and Decision Guidelines
found above and is considered to achieve compliance with the relevant provisions based on the
following grounds:

The proposal does not include the removal of any vegetation and is sited in a location where
disturbance to the natural environment as a result of buildings and works is minimal as the site
is already used and operated as a boat launching facility. Although the proposed development
includes construction works, including the demolition and replacement of the existing rock wall
which is required to stabilise the proposed development the works will only encroach marginally
within the foreshore area located to the east side of the existing boat ramp;
The construction associated with the proposed development is considered to be somewhat of
a low impact to the environment as the piles for the new jetty will be driven into the sand, avoiding
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the need for drilling which would result in increased ground and water disturbance and high
levels of turbidity;
The works associated with the upgrade in facilities are located to the east side of the existing
boat ramp in an area currently occupied for the most part by an existing rock wall which stretches
into the water by an approximate distance of 14 metres depending on the tide. The works have
been confined to an area which is already heavily modified by existing infrastructure and
associated stabilising structures and only encroach marginally within the foreshore area located
to east, not impacting upon the natural landscape which includes vegetation and the dune
revegetation area located to the south and further east of the site;
The proposed ‘eastern jetty’ which contains a length of 40 metres is considered to be of a low
physical scale and will ‘mirror’ the form of the ‘western jetty’ located to the west side of the
existing boat ramps. The jetty is considered to incorporate an environmentally sensitive design
including recycled elements complying with the objectives of the ESO25 which encourages
‘excellence in design of buildings in the coastal area’;
The proposed development which includes an additional boat ramp and the construction of an
‘eastern jetty’ is entirely dependent on the coastal location providing an access point for boats
to ingress and egress from the water. If not permitted in the current location it is considered that
the development of more boat launching facilities may need to be considered elsewhere along
the foreshore which is considered to pose an increased risk and fragmentation of the natural
environment;
The Mornington Peninsula Shire Council recognises the importance of the sustainable
management of the coastal zone and engaged BMT to undertake a coastal processes study for
the Rye foreshore area. The Rye foreshore Coastal Processes Study (2013) has found that
most of the existing shoreline has been extensively modified from its natural state. The Study
also includes an analysis of the historical maintenance dredging which has been undertaken in
relation to the existing boat ramp and has found that frequent clearing of the boat ramp is carried
out by Council (multiple times per week during summer) and the volume of sand that is being
removed from the boat ramp through these clearing works is estimated to be at least 1,000 cubic
metres per year. Although this document does not discuss the proposal which for the most part
includes the construction of an additional ramp and jetty it does state that one approach to
dealing with sedimentation at the existing boat ramp facilities is through maintenance dredging
works which would be carried out in association with the proposed development on a routine
basis as it is now.

Given the assessment provided above the proposed development is considered to comply with the
Objectives and Decision Guidelines of ESO25.

Whether an Additional Boat Ramp, Jetty and Associated Works are Necessary

The applicant has submitted a number of supporting reports as part of their submission to the planning
department to support the subject planning application, including the Rye Boat Ramp Master Plan
which has been prepared by AW Maritime Pty Ltd and the Rye Recreational Boating Precinct Plan.

The Rye Boat RampMaster Plan provides some background to the subject application and discusses
the current issues associated with the existing boat launching facility which include long launch and
retrieval queuing times, poor alignment of reversing lanes, poor configuration of approach lanes
resulting in queue jumping, lack of queuing escape route and general poor legibility of access and
circulation within the Rye recreation boating precinct. In response to the current issues being incurred
listed above AW Maritime Pty Ltd has recommended throughout the report that the following is
required:
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An additional fourth boat ramp lane is required;
Additional boat layby facilities are required in to relieve on-water boat congestion; and
The manoeuvering area at the top of the ramp needs to be realigned to be parallel with the ramp,
thereby improving the ease of reversing for the ramp.

The proposed application is considered to be a result of numerous studies and observations undertaken
by Council including by AW Maritime Pty Ltd which also stipulates a preferred master plan concept
for the Rye Boat Ramp. It should be noted that the preferred boat ramp concept outlined in the master
plan is the model which forms part of the subject planning application. On this basis the proposed
development is considered necessary in order to better manage and upgrade the existing facilities
and provide for a better boating facility for the community.

In addition to the above, it is considered that as demand for recreational boating increases (as is
expected with increasing population at both the local and regional level) it is reasonable to expect,
and plan for, increasing pressure on existing facilities.

Based on broad estimates, as stated within the Rye Recreational Boating Precinct Plan the demand
for access to boat launching facilities in Rye is increasing and will continue to grow as the population
grows, in the order of a 25% increase in the demand from the current level by 2031.

Consideration of Objections

The proposal will result in more jet skis/boats using the water.

Whilst a number of residents are concerned with the use of the ramp by Personal Water Craft (PWC)/jet
skis, it must be noted that jet skis are in the same classification as a motor boat as a ‘personal water
craft’ (as defined under theMarine Safety Act 2010). Therefore, they have the same rights to use the
ramps and foreshore reserves as boat users in accordance with this legislation. The additional boat
ramp will increase the capacity of the launching facility for both jet skis and regular motor boats,
however it is unavoidable in this instance to separate the two and there is no provisions under relevant
legislation to do so.

It should also be noted that a previous version of the Rye Landscape Master Plan suggested that a
separate jet ski launching facility should be incorporated into the foreshore reserve, however, there
was a strong opposition to this proposal and it has subsequently been abandoned.

Although by upgrading the existing facilities may result in an increased number of jet skis entering
the water, this is not the intention of the subject application which seeks only to upgrade the existing
infrastructure in order to address the current issues associated with the existing facilities which
primarily centre upon long queuing times in and out of the water (further to the concerns listed above).

Notwithstanding, the Shire has supported the need for additional resources to enforce boating zone
speed restrictions and the need to control the anti-social behavior of some PWC users. This is,
however, separate from planning and the assessment of the subject planning application.

In summary, it is considered that the need to address the issues associated with the use and operation
of PWCs has been advocated by Council, however the problems associated with the use of PWCs
cannot be solved through the prevention of the upgrade of the existing boating infrastructure as
proposed through the subject application.
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The proposal will result in the construction of more car and trailer parking within the foreshore
area.

The proposed development is not being proposed in conjunction with any additional car parking
facilities as the proposed works are not intended to generate any additional use of the boat launching
facility, but merely improve the functionality of this boating infrastructure. The existing car parking
facilities will remain as they are now.

Concerns in relation to Council’s allocation of capital budget.

The allocation of the Shire’s capital works budget of the proposal is not a valid planning consideration.
Planning Services is required to consider the proposal on its planning merits, based on the relevant
planning policies and controls. The above assessment has identified that the proposal has adequately
responded to the objectives and decision guidelines of the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme.

That being said, the preliminary studies have forecast the boating demand on the existing facility is
expected to increase and also that there are existing issues associated with the operation of the
current facility. Rye is required to be a ‘regional’ facility by 2031 (under the Boating Action Plan 2007)
and in order to achieve this long term vision the ability to improve the functionality for boat launching
is required.

The impact to the surrounding environment and foreshore as a result of the proposed works.

The proposed development is located in an area which is already used and occupied by a boat
launching facility. The proposed construction is considered to be somewhat of a modest extension
to the existing infrastructure with the larger components of the project including the development of
one additional boat ramp and an associated jetty which will contain a length of 40 metres. The works
have been designed to be ‘low impact’ and do not include the removal of any vegetation or drilling.

In considering the merits of the application it must be noted that the intention of locating the works
within an area already used as a boat ramp alleviates the need to develop other areas of the coast,
which would result in the further fragmentation of the Port Phillip Bay coastline by infrastructure
projects and would result in a visual ‘clutter’ of foreshore facilities. Relocating the facility and associated
infrastructure (e.g. car park) is likely to cause a greater disturbance to the coastal foreshore through
the removal of vegetation and fragmentation of the coastal Crown land.

The dredging to be undertaken as part of the application includes an additional area of approximately
3,000 square metres with an average depth of approximately 1 metre. Correlating with this estimate
the sediment proposed to be removed is approximately 3,000 cubic metres and will be re-used to
rejuvenate scoured beaches to the east of the pier. This is identified within Attachment 4.

The dredging proposed will allow the circulation of boats around the new jetty and is required to
enable the proposed infrastructure to function properly. Dredging has been undertaken for some time
by Council and the sediment produced is not contaminated, has low organic carbon content and will
only cause minor and localized turbidity which will subside over time.

The proposal will detrimentally affect the ‘picturesque’ area of Rye.

The proposal is not visually prominent within the landscape, including a ramp constructed marginally
above the finished surface level, matching the level of the existing ramps which are to be slightly
modified as part of the proposal and a jetty which will be constructed 300 millimetres above the level
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of the existing jetty. As depicted by the section plans contained at Attachment 2, the proposed jetty
will be constructed ‘mirroring’ the existing jetty known as the ‘western jetty’ which is not considered
to be a prominent feature within the landscape.

The proposal will increase noise levels, traffic levels and odour (from petrol fumes).

The purpose of the ramp is to reduce queuing times in and out of the water for existing vehicles using
the current boat launching facilities and improve the overall usability of the boat ramp. The
reconfiguration of the boat ramp access and the additional boat ramp has been identified as key
projects to improve the functionality of the boat ramp. The proposal is not intended to increase the
amount of users of the existing facilities, however, it is acknowledged that this may happen over time
as a result of population increase, which is predicted for the Mornington Peninsula. Given that a
significant increase to boating users is not considered to be generated as a result of the subject
application further noise, traffic or odour is not anticipated.

The safety of swimmers, diver and snorkelers.

Due to the location and popularity of the existing boating facilities swimmers, divers and snorkelers
are generally not located around the ramp due to the existing hazard posed by boats which is already
present . Notwithstanding, the upgrade to the existing facilities is not considered to exasperate the
threat to water users as the proposed development is setback 62 metres from the Rye pier which is
where most swimmers, divers and snorkelers are located. As part of the new facilities the boats and
jet skis will be able to tie up to the new jetty rather than circling the area which currently creates a
hazard to swimmers. Parks Victoria has recently implemented new boating and swimming zones to
improve safety across both Port Phillip Bay and Western Port prepared under theMarine Safety Act,
2010 with the primary aim of providing a safe environment for water users. As part of the new zones
all vessels within 500 metres of the shore must adhere to a 5 knot speed limit.

Lack of consultation and community involvement.

As detailed above, although no formal consultation has been undertaken as part of the subject planning
process it must be noted that the consultation process involved in the preparation of the Rye
Recreational Boating Precinct Plan (which won the Victorian Coastal Council Award for Excellence
in Planning and Management) included the following elements:

Online survey – April 2012 (64 respondents);
Questionnaires (200 letter boxed);
Two Peninsula-Wide articles – May 2012 and online survey (64 respondents);
Agency workshop;
Precinct stakeholder workshop;
Boating users workshop;
Rye community meeting;
Meeting with Rye’s Up Community and Traders Association – August 2013;
Meeting with Southern Peninsula Angling Association – general meeting 2013; and
Public exhibition in June/July 2013 (17 submissions received including one objection).

Concern about the environmental impact of dredging and associated works.
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As discussed above, the proposed development is not considered to be of a significant scale and
has been appropriately located within an existing ‘boating area’, which avoids the expansion of boating
facilities in other areas along the coast line, which may facilitate further environmental degradation,
including the construction of car parking facilities.

In regards to dredging and the concern from residents in regards to turbidity and the impact of sand
depositing, the observation has been that the color of dredged material has quickly ‘faded’ to match
the beach conditions and that turbidity caused by disturbance of sediment has also settled in a
relatively short time frame.

Additionally, Council currently is regularly undertaking dredging works as part of the maintenance of
existing facilities, which is a required activity to make the launching facility functional for boats access
to and egress from the water.

Clause 52.06: Car Parking

Clause 52.06 applies to an ‘increase in floor area or site area of an existing use’ and therefore is
applicable to the subject application which includes the addition of a new ramp and boat ramp which
increases the floor area (site area) of the existing boat launching facilities.

A ‘boat launching facility’ is an undefined use within the Table of Uses found at Clause 52.06-5 which
allows the Responsible Authority to determine whether or not the car parking made available or
proposed is appropriate.

In this instance no additional car parking has been proposed as part of the subject application and
nor is additional car parking considered necessary, based on the following grounds:

The proposed boat ramp is not considered to correlate with the need for more car parking spaces
given that the objective of the proposal is to alleviate existing traffic congestion associated with
the existing boating facilities which experience a ‘build up’ of traffic and boats in the water during
the summer months;
It is not considered that providing an upgrade to existing facilities will increase peak capacity,
however will allow for the existing boat ramp to be more functional and allow for boats and
personal water crafts (jet skis) to enter and exit the water at a quicker pace during peak periods;
and
The application has been referred to Council’s Development Engineers who have not
recommended any increased car parking be made available as a result of the application.

OFFICER DIRECT OR INDIRECT INTEREST

No person involved in the preparation of this report has a direct or indirect interest requiring disclosure.

CONCLUSION

A critical assessment of the application has found that the proposed development which includes an
upgrade of existing boat launching facilities and the development of an additional boat ramp and jetty
and associated works satisfactorily responds to the relevant planning policies, including the State
and Local Planning Policy and the Purpose, Objectives and Decision Guidelines of the Public
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Conservation and Resource Zone and Environmental SignificanceOverlay – Schedule 25. Accordingly,
it is recommended that the application is supported with the implementation of conditions as per the
below recommendation.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council being a Responsible Authority under the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme and
the Planning and Environment Act 1987, having considered all submissions received to date and all
matters required under Section 60 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 hereby resolves that
Planning Permit Application P16/1791 for the construction of a boat ramp, a jetty, renewal of the
existing boat ramps and the reconfiguration of the existing reversing lanes and associated works
(including dredging) at the land known and described as the ‘Rye Boat Ramp’ be supported and that
a notice of decision to grant a planning permit be issued subject to the following conditions:

The layout of the land, the size and type of the development, including the materials of
construction, on the endorsed plans must not be altered or modified without the written consent
of the Responsible Authority.

1.

Native vegetation must not be damaged or removed as a result of the construction works.2.

Fourteen days prior to the commencement of any works for this development, a project specific
Environmental Management Plan (EMP) using the standard EMP template found on the
Mornington Peninsula Shire’s website must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible

3.

Authority. When approved the plans will be endorsed and will then form part of the permit.
The approved EMP must be implemented to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority
prior to and during construction of the works.

Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) Conditionsnment, Land, Water and
Planning (DELWP) Conditions

The works are to be carried out generally in accordance with:4.

Planning application P16/1791 submitted by Mornington Peninsula Shire Council on
15 November, 2016.

A.

‘Rye Boat Ramp Master Plan’ dated 19 July, 2016 prepared by AW Maritime.B.

Dredging Application submitted byMornington Peninsula Shire Council on 15 November,
2016.

C.

Any modification to the works proposed will require further approval by the ProgramManager
– Regional Planning and Approvals, DELWP.

5.

Prior to works commencing, Mornington Peninsula Shire Council must be appointed land
manager over the boat ramp and jetty.

6.

Prior to works commencing, a Construction Environmental Management Plan/ Environmental
Improvement Plan must be prepared to the satisfaction of Mornington Peninsula Shire Council.

7.

A works approval from Parks Victoria must be obtained prior to the commencement of works.8.
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The construction site must be managed in accordance with Environment Protection Authority
(EPA) Publication No. 981 Reducing Stormwater Pollution from Construction Sites (May
2005).

9.

The proposed works must be carried out in accordance with EPA Publication No. 275
Construction Techniques for Sediment Pollution Control (May 1991).

10.

Construction equipment, building materials, refuse and site run-off must be contained and
controlled and not permitted to impact on the beach or enter Port Phillip.

11.

Dredging contractors must take all appropriate practical measures (as specified in EPA’s
Best Practice Environmental Management Guidelines for Dredging) to minimise generation
of turbidity.

12.

Spoil used to renourish the beach must be spread evenly to match existing/adjacent beach
contours and must not be left in piles. This activity must be managed to the satisfaction of
Mornington Peninsula Shire.

13.

Signage must be displayed in prominent areas where public access is available to inform the
public about the dredging activity. Signage should indicate:

14.

That some odour and discoloured sediment and water will be discharged as part of the
dredge operation (if relevant).

A.

Duration of the dredging activity.B.

Provide a contact phone number for any public inquiries, and provide the EPA Pollution
hotline phone number.

C.

EPA must be notified immediately if there are periods of extended high turbidity or any other
pollution incidents.

15.

If the proponent is notified, by either DELWP or EPA, that the dredging activity is adversely
affecting water quality or public amenity, the proponent shall comply with any direction to
suspend or modify the activity to mitigate or eliminate the observed adverse impact/s.

16.

The proponent should demonstrate that all necessary steps will be taken to ensure that any
vessel and / or associated equipment will be appropriately cleaned to prevent the spread of
marine pests. Refer to DELWP fact sheet ‘Aquatic Pests: Treat ’em mean – keep your boat
clean’.

17.

All works must be completed and maintained to the satisfaction of Mornington Peninsula
Shire Council.

18.

This consent under the Coastal Management Act 1995 will expire if the works are not
completed within ten years of the date of issue, unless an extension of time is applied for and
granted by the Program Manager – Regional Planning and Approvals, DELWP.

19.

This permit will expire if the development is not completed within two years of the date of this
permit. In accordance with Section 69 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987, an
application may be submitted to the Responsible Authority for an extension of the periods
referred to in this condition.

20.
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Part B

That Council resolves that Attachment 6 to this report be retained as a confidential item pursuant to
Section 77(2)(a) and (b) of the Local Government Act 1989 and be placed in a separate minute book
for confidential items as it contains personal submitter details.

Suspension of Standing Orders

Moved: Cr. Fraser
Seconded: Cr. Celi

That Standing Orders be suspended.

Carried

Deputations

Judith Muir OAM, Submitter;

Extension to Speaking Time

Moved: Cr. Gill
Seconded: Cr. Fraser

That a two minute extension to the speaking time be granted to Ms. Judith Muir, Submitter, in
relation to the above matter.

Carried

Mechelle Cheers, Submitter;

David Trunfull;

Miranda Gillespie;

Sarah Race;

Charles Anderson;

Josie Jones;

Bob Martin;

Inez Dussua;

Gordon Crockett.
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Adjournment of Meeting

Moved: Cr. Martin
Seconded: Cr. Gill

That the Council Meeting be adjourned at 8:54 p.m.

Carried

Resumption of Meeting

Moved: Cr. Fraser
Seconded: Cr. Celi

That the Council Meeting be resumed at 9:04 p.m.

Carried

Resumption of Standing Orders

Moved: Cr. Fraser
Seconded: Cr. Martin

That Standing Orders be resumed.

Carried
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COUNCIL DECISION

Moved: Cr. Fraser
Seconded: Cr. Brooks

That the recommendation be adopted.

The Motion was Put and Lost

Moved: Cr. Payne
Seconded: Cr. Celi

That this item be deferred and the Shire writes to The Hon. Luke Donnellan MP, Minister for
Roads, Road Safety and Ports, seeking clarification and confirmation that if the fourth boat
ramp is deleted, grant funds received by the Shire towards the building of the boat ramp be
redirected to other priority projects within the Rye Recreational Boating Precinct Plan including,
but not limited to, the new jetty, the repairs to the existing boat ramp, the dredging around
the area and the associated landscaping.

Part B

That Council resolves that Attachment 6 to this report be retained as a confidential item
pursuant to Section 77(2)(a) and (b) of the Local Government Act 1989 and be placed in a
separate minute book for confidential items as it contains personal submitter details.

Carried

VIEW ATTACHMENT 1

VIEW ATTACHMENT 2

VIEW ATTACHMENT 3

VIEW ATTACHMENT 4

VIEW ATTACHMENT 5

ATTACHMENT 6 – CONFIDENTIAL

This attachment contains personal submitter details and is therefore not available for public viewing.
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3.2 Planning Application P16/0615 – 316 Tucks Road, Shoreham

Alia Slamet, Senior PlannerPrepared By

Chief Operating OfficerAuthorised By

Rosa Zouzoulas, Team Leader – Peninsula Wide (Planning
Services); and David Bergin, Executive Manager – Planning
Services

Presented at Council By:

A7039875Document ID

YES (3)Attachment(s)

P16/0615Application No.

Use and development of a dwelling and associated works in the
Green Wedge Zone

Proposal

255 F3Melway Reference

Green Wedge Zone – Schedule 1Zoning

Jackie Prossor, Foresite Planning and Bushfire ConsultantsApplicant

13 April, 2016Date Received

This report was considered as the fourth item.

PURPOSE

This report seeks Council’s decision with respect to a Planning Application for a single dwelling and
associated buildings and works within the Green Wedge Zone – Schedule 1 (GWZ1).

A critical assessment of the application has identified that the siting of the development is incompatible
with the context of the site, and the proposal does not satisfactorily comply with the relevant State
and Local Planning Policy, in particular, the objectives of the GWZ1.

Additionally, the proposal is found to be inconsistent with Council’s Interim Policy June 2011 for ‘Rural
dwellings including bed and breakfast accommodation’, applying to land in the Green Wedge Zone
and Special Use Zone.

On this basis, it is recommended that the Planning Application is refused.

Use and development of a dwelling and associated works in the Green
Wedge Zone.

Proposal

Zoning and Overlays GWZ1;
Environmental Significance Overlay – Schedule 10, Schedule 17,
Schedule 24, Schedule 28 (ESO10, ESO17, ESO24, ESO28);
Significant Landscape Overlay – Schedule 1, Schedule 6 (SLO1,
SLO6);
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Erosion Management Overlay – Schedule 1 (EMO1); and
Vegetation Protection Overlay – Schedule 2 (VPO2).

Permit Triggers Clause 35.04-1: Section 2 Use (GWZ1);
Clause 35.04-5: Buildings and Works (GWZ1);
Clause 42.01-2: Buildings and Works and Vegetation Removal
(ESO10 and ESO17); and
Clause 42.03-2: Buildings and Works (SLO6).

The application did not proceed to advertising.Advertising

N/ASubmissions

There has been no formal consultation process undertaken.Consultation

The key issues arising from this application are considered to be:Key Issues
Whether the proposed use and development is appropriate in GWZ
1; and
Whether the siting of the dwelling is appropriate with respect to the
context of the site and the relevant State and Local Planning Policy.

That Council resolves to issue a refusal to grant a planning permit.Recommendation

BACKGROUND

Previous Permits

There are no previous permits that have particular relevance to the site and the current proposal.

Existing Conditions

The site is located at No. 316 Tucks Road, Shoreham and comprises approximately 18.31 hectares.
The site is irregular in shape, with a frontage of 71.39 metres to Tucks Road and a depth of at least
800 metres.

The site forms part of a valley, with Manton Creek dissecting the site (south-east to north-west) at its
lowest point. The land generally slopes southward from Tucks Road towards the creek, and rises
steadily south of the creek. At approximately 250metres from the rear southern boundary, the landform
both ascends in a westward direction, and descends southward towards the rear boundary. The
landform is at its peak to the south-west of the site.

There is a worn vehicle track that traverses the front section of the site and a fenced creek crossing,
ending just south of the creek. The track has been formed in the pasture from repeated use, and has
not been surfaced in any way.
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A rural shed, water tank and cattle yard with livestock loading ramp are located within the front area
of the site fronting Tucks Road. Views to the site from Tucks Road are obscured by road reserve
vegetation. Established planted trees line the majority of the south-eastern and north-western
boundaries. Vegetation surrounds the banks of the creek. There is a cluster of established native
trees located to the rise in the land, at appropriately 250 metres from the rear southern boundary.

The title is devoid of any restrictions, covenants or agreements. There is one easement 2.4 metres
wide running partly along the south east boundary and is reserved for drainage purposes in favour
of land in LP204896D.

Surrounding Land

The adjoining land to the north at 300 Tucks Road is known as Hart’s Farm, approximately 10 hectares,
and includes an olive grove and bed and breakfast accommodation (zoned GWZ1).

Opposite the site at 327 Tucks Road is Peninsula Avocados. Their site is approximately 14.8 hectares
and contains a dwelling and associated farm infrastructure (zoned GWZ1).

On the south-east side of the subject site, 326 Tucks Road, with a lot area of just over 1 hectare,
contains a dwelling (zoned GWZ1).
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Also abutting the subject site to the south east boundary are a further two lots, the first being 330
Tucks Road, with a dwelling and a lot area of approximately 2.25 hectares. The second lot is known
as 336 Tucks Road with an area of 14.9 hectares and gaining access via a long handle from Tucks
Road. This property features a dwelling, tennis court and planted vineyard (zoned GWZ1).

To the rear boundary of the site (south west boundary) is a large property of over 64.7 hectares and
known as 1479 Mornington-Flinders Road. The property is Crown Land reserved as the Main Ridge
Flora Conservation Reserve. The reserve is zoned Public Conservation and Resource Zone.

PROPOSAL

Please refer to the following Attachments:

Attachment 1 – Town Planning Drawings;
Attachment 2 – Planning submission; and
Attachment 3 – Farm Management Plan.

It is proposed to develop and use a single storey weatherboard dwelling to the southern side of
Manton Creek, and an associated driveway from Tucks Road across Manton Creek.

The application provides that the main purpose of the dwelling will be to allow the owners to transition
from a steer finishing enterprise currently under farm management by contractors to a vealer beef
production herd where they can become involved in managing their own enterprise.

The building is a relocated dwelling designed by Jane Riddell Architects with extensive verandahs,
gable and hip roof, built on stump footings and having a maximum overall building height of 7.945
metres.

The dwelling is well articulated and contains three bedrooms, ensuite, bathroom, laundry, kitchen
and dining area, living room and a study. A double car garage and store is attached to the dwelling.

The dwelling is setback at least 38 metres from the north-western side boundary, approximately 90
metres from the south-eastern side boundary and approximately 300 metres from the Tucks Road
frontage.

The dwelling is clad in weatherboard and stone with a corrugated metal roof; colours have not been
specified.

The application originally proposed to site the dwelling further south to a high point in the land,
approximately 550 metres from Tucks Road and adjoining an existing cluster of trees. The application
was thrice presented at Council’s internal Rural Dwelling Committee Meeting (RDCM); once, prior to
the request for additional information, again after a site visit had been completed, and following formal
amendment of the application (the current proposal).

NOTIFICATION AND CONSULTATION

Notification

The application did not proceed to notification because it was considered that the concerns raised at
RDCM had not been adequately addressed in the revised proposal.
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Submissions

Not applicable.

Consultation

Not applicable.

REFERRALS

External Referrals

National Trust

The site is situated within the SLO6 (National Trust Classified Landscapes). The original application
was referred to National Trust for comment however no response was received.

Internal Referrals

Environmental Health

The proposed waste water management system and location needs to be supported with a Land
Capability Assessment Report and to ensure that the system is not situated within a flood prone area.

Building Department

Report and Consent approval has been obtained. Melbourne Water advised of no objection to the
proposed dwelling and that the property is not subject to flooding from Melbourne Water’s drainage
system, based on a flood level that has a probability of occurrence of 1% in any one year.

Economic Development – Agribusiness

The Farm Management Plan submitted with the application is considered acceptable.

Rural Dwelling Committee Meeting

The revised proposal was presented at an internal Rural Dwelling Committee Meeting on 2 December,
2016. It was found that the revised dwelling location was unacceptable and that the application should
be refused due to:

The siting of the dwelling to the middle of the land and associated fragmentation of agricultural
land;
The proximity of the development to the creek; and
The potential impact of the dwelling location on adjoining agricultural land uses (crop raising
operations, such as spray drift).
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PLANNING SCHEME PROVISIONS

Permit Triggers

Green Wedge Zone – Schedule 1

Clause 35.04-1: Section 2 Use; and
Clause 35.04-5: Buildings and Works.

Environmental Significance Overlay – Schedules 10, 17

Clause 42.01-2: Buildings and Works.

Significant Landscape Overlay – Schedule 6

Clause 42.03-2: Buildings and Works.

State Planning Policy Framework

Clause 11.04-7: Green Wedges

Clause 11.05-3: Rural Productivity

Clause 11.14-1: Localised Planning Statement

Clause 14.01-1: Protection of Agricultural Land

Clause 16.02-1: Rural Residential Development

Local Planning Policy Framework

Clause 21.09-2: Supporting Agriculture and Primary Production

Clause 22.14: Mornington Peninsula Land Units

Clause 11.04-7: Green Wedges

Objective

To protect the green wedges of Metropolitan Melbourne from inappropriate development.

Within the strategies of this clause, the Mornington Peninsula is identified as an important productive
agricultural area that requires protection. The proposed dwelling in its chosen location is considered
an inappropriate form of development, which would have the effect of fragmenting agricultural land.

Clause 11.05-3: Rural Productivity

Objective

To manage land use change and development in rural areas to promote agriculture and rural
production.
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The chosen dwelling location to the middle of the site has the potential to detract from the agricultural
focus of the land.

Clause 11.14-1: Localised Planning Statement

The Mornington Peninsula Localised Planning Statement fundamentally guides the Council in its
planning of the Peninsula. The proposal is assessed against the relevant elements of the Statement:

Integrated Planning

Objective

To recognise that maintaining the special values of the Mornington Peninsula is dependent on
integrated and balanced planning, involving all agencies and having regard to the needs and aspirations
of current and future generations.

The proposal is found to be inconsistent with the listed strategy of ‘promoting sustainable agricultural
use of rural land’ by fragmenting agricultural land.

Conservation of Natural Systems and Biodiversity

Objective

To ensure conservation of natural systems and biodiversity on the Mornington Peninsula.

Although there is no vegetation removal proposed, the siting of residential development within close
proximity to the creek is unlikely to benefit the health of the environmental system.

Protecting Landscape and Cultural Values

Objective

To protect landscape and cultural values.

Although the development is unlikely to have an adverse impact upon views to the site from Tucks
Road, the dwelling location is not consistent with the dominant and preferred location of dwellings in
the surrounding rural landscape, which are predominantly located to the front of site, within close
proximity to Tucks Road.

Providing for Sustainable Agriculture

Objective

To recognise and protect the value of the Mornington Peninsula for agriculture and to support and
encourage sustainable agricultural land use.

The proposed dwelling location has the potential to adversely impact upon the agricultural focus of
the subject land, and may constrain adjoining agricultural operations.
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Clause 14.01-1: Protection of Agricultural Land

Objective

To protect productive farmland which is of strategic significance in the local or regional context.

The dwelling use is considered acceptable in consideration of the proposed Farm Management Plan
provided with the application. However the location of the development may affect the agricultural
focus of the land.

Clause 16.02-1: Rural Residential Development

Objective

To identify land suitable for rural living and rural residential development.

The proposal is considered to constitute a form of inappropriate rural residential development; the
siting is not consistent with the pattern of rural residential development in the surrounding area and
does not prioritise future use of the land for agricultural purposes.

Clause 21.09-2: Supporting Agriculture and Primary Production

Objective

To support the use of rural land for farming to the maximum extent that is environmentally sustainable
and consistent with maintaining landscape character.

The siting of the dwelling to the middle of the land and its proximity to the creek is not considered to
be consistent with the stated strategy of this Clause which seeks to ensure that land use and
development is consistent with sustainable agricultural land use and the natural attributes of the land.

Clause 22.14: Mornington Peninsula Land Units

Objectives

To promote sustainable use and development of rural land, sustainable land use practices and
integrated land management, including the retention and enhancement of habitat corridors along
streamlines and the protection of wetlands;
To maintain and conserve the environmental systems, habitat areas, soil stability, drainage
patterns and stream quality of the Mornington Peninsula;
To conserve areas of native vegetation, including native grasses and ground flora;
To support effective catchment and land protection, including the management of salinity;
To promote the siting and design of buildings, including the choice of building materials that is
responsive to landscape character;
To maintain the scenic value of roads and recreational routes; and
To promote use and development which is compatible with the maintenance of long term natural,
agricultural, landscape and recreational values of the Mornington Peninsula.

41Mornington Peninsula Shire Council

Monday, 13 February, 2017Council Meeting Minutes

3.2 Planning Application P16/0615 – 316 Tucks Road, Shoreham (Cont.)



The proposed dwelling site would not lend well to a potential future change in agriculture to crop
raising, given its central location to the land and likely amenity impacts on future occupants, such as
spray drift and machinery noise. The dwelling location also has the potential to constrain existing
adjoining crop raising activities in it is proposed location.

A land capability assessment would be required to determine that onsite waste water management
would not cause adverse environmental impacts given the proximity of the dwelling to the creek.

The farm management plan provided with the application does not provide for any environmental
management of the creek.

CONSIDERATION

The key issues arising from this application are considered to be:

Whether the proposed use and development is appropriate in the GWZ1; and
Whether the siting of the dwelling is appropriate with respect to the context of the site and the
relevant State and Local Planning Policy.

Green Wedge Zone – Schedule 1

The purpose of the Green Wedge Zone is:

To implement the State Planning Policy Framework and the Local Planning Policy Framework,
including the Municipal Strategic Statement and local planning policies;
To recognise, protect and conserve green wedge land for its agricultural, environmental, historic,
landscape, recreational and tourism opportunities, and mineral and stone resources;
To encourage use and development that is consistent with sustainable land management
practices;
To encourage sustainable farming activities and provide opportunity for a variety of productive
agricultural uses;
To protect, conserve and enhance the cultural heritage significance and the character of open
rural and scenic non-urban landscapes; and
To protect and enhance the biodiversity of the area.

The proposed use ‘dwelling’ is a ‘Section 2 – permit required’ land use. A permit is also required
under the zone for construction of the dwelling and associated buildings and works.

The use of part of the site for a dwelling in conjunction with agriculture is considered to be consistent
with the objectives of the zone, in consideration of the proposed Farm Management Plan and the
nature of rural residential development in the surrounding area. The proposed use also satisfies the
relevant condition under Section 2 of the zoning provisions where the proposed dwelling must be the
only dwelling on the lot.

However, in consideration of the ‘Rural Issues’, ‘Environmental Issues’ and ‘Design and Siting Issues’
of the zone Decision Guidelines, the dwelling location is found to be inappropriate for the following
reasons:
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The dwelling is situated between two areas used for crop raising on adjoining sites to the
north-west and south-east. Themature trees lining the boundaries are unlikely to comprehensively
mitigate adverse impacts associated with crop raising, such as spray drift and machinery noise.
Equally, the dwelling location may constrain the agricultural operations on adjoining sites, in so
far as residential amenity impacts may become a consideration of operators who may limit their
activities accordingly. For these reasons it is also noted that the location of the dwelling to the
middle of the site would not be conducive to a potential change of agriculture from grazing to
crop raising on the subject land, which is a common agricultural pursuit in the local area;
It is characteristic of the surrounding area for residential development to be sited within close
proximity to the Tucks Road frontage. This is the preferred pattern of rural residential development
as it creates consolidation of development to the road, and ensures that the vast majority of the
site is unconstrained as a continuous area for solely agricultural use; and
Development within close proximity to a rural creek in general is undesirable from an
environmental planning perspective, even if onsite wastewater management complies with
legislative requirements. Residential activities may have the effect of disturbing native fauna
and habitat within the riparian area. It is also noted that there is no proposed environmental
management of the creek, such as weed removal or revegetation of riparian buffers. Additionally,
there is limited residential development within the surrounding area that occurs within such close
proximity to the creek.

As a result of the above assessment, the proposed use and development is found to be inconsistent
with the objectives of the zone. The proposal does not prioritise agricultural and environmental values.

Environmental Significance Overlay – Schedules 10 (Upland Basalt Slopes)

The Statement of Environmental Significance for this schedule:

This area forms part of the catchment of Merricks Creek and Coolart Creek, and includes areas
subject to erosion and instability. It is also an area of strategic landscape importance, with the
undulating landform producing a range of internal landscapes and providing long range views to
Westernport from roads along ridgelines.

Environmental Objectives:

To protect and conserve the environmental systems, bio diversity, native vegetation, habitat
areas, land and soil stability, drainage patterns, and stream quality of this area;
To promote the sustainable development of rural land and integrated land and catchment
management, including the retention and enhancement of habitat corridors and wetlands;
To ensure that subdivision and development density is compatible with maintaining the long
term natural, agricultural and landscape values of this area;
To promote siting and design of buildings and works that is responsive to the varied rural
landscape character and vistas of this area, and that maintains the scenic value of roads and
recreation routes; and
To protect the landscape values of the area.

A permit is required for construction of the dwelling and associated works under the ESO10.
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The siting of the proposed development is unlikely to promote the health of the nearby adjoining
environmental system of Manton Creek. For instance, residential use and activity may disrupt or
negatively impact upon native fauna. Additionally, the dwelling location is unlikely to improve issues
of erosion and land instability in proximity to the creek.

Although the dwelling is unlikely to create adverse view impacts from adjoining sites given its location
to a low point in the land, the location of the dwelling is not compatible with the established and
preferred pattern of residential development in the landscape.

Environmental Significance Overlay – Schedules 17 (Streamlines)

The Statement of Environmental Significance for this schedule:

The streamlines of the Mornington Peninsula are an integral element of the environmental systems
that support biodiversity, and directly impact on the coastal and marine environments. Streamlines
also often provide relatively undisturbed habitat corridors between larger areas of remnant vegetation.
The catchment areas of streams and watercourses on the Peninsula are relatively small, increasing
sensitivity to inappropriate development.

Environmental Objectives:

To maintain environmental flows and the quality of water within streams and watercourses;
To maintain the capacity of streams and watercourses to carry natural flows;
To prevent erosion of banks, stream beds and adjoining land and the siltation of watercourses,
drains and other features;
To protect and conserve flora and fauna habitats (including those of fish and invertebrates) within
and along streams and watercourses;
To ensure that development does not occur on land liable to flooding; and
To ensure that subdivision and development is compatible with the environmental values of
streams and watercourses.

This overlay affects the area of Manton Creek and is relatively limited in its application beyond the
area of the creek proper to land adjoining the creek. Thus the proposed dwelling is easily located
outside the overlay area.

The construction of the proposed new driveway requires a planning permit under the ESO17 because
the road is proposed to cross Manton Creek. Details regarding the surfacing/construction of the
access road and over the creek crossing have not been specified and as such potential impacts upon
the creek are not known.

Significant Landscape Overlay – Schedule 6 (National Trust Classified Landscapes)

The Statement of Environmental Significance for this schedule:

National Trust classified landscapes have been identified as key landscape features. The National
Trust classification combines the immediate visual values of the landscape with an assessment of
cultural heritage significance. Development within these areas may substantially effect the perception
of landscape quality unless it is carefully sited and designed.

Environmental Objectives:
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To protect and enhance the visual, natural and cultural heritage values of classified landscapes;
To protect classified landscapes from visual intrusion resulting from the inappropriate siting,
design or materials of buildings and works;
To encourage siting, design and landscaping of buildings and works which is responsive to the
landscape values of classified landscapes; and
To maintain vegetation as an important element of classified landscapes.

The proposed dwelling is unlikely to impact upon the National Trust Classified Landscape. The dwelling
is located to a low point in the land that is unlikely to have a significant impact upon views from
adjoining roads or dwellings. It is noted that a similarly minimal impact could be achieved if the dwelling
was sited within closer proximity to Tucks Road – consistent with the majority of dwellings in the area.
The proposed colours of the dwelling have not been specified.

The application was referred to National Trust for comment, however no response was received.

Compliance with Council Interim Policy in Relation to Rural Dwellings Including Bed and
Breakfast Accommodation (June 2011)

Council’s Interim Policy for Rural Dwellings (including Bed and Breakfast Accommodation) dated
June 2011 is a policy statement that has been adopted by Council to provide specific direction for
the use and development of rural dwellings in Green Wedge Zones and Special Use Zones. The
policy is not an incorporated document in the Planning Scheme, and does not hold any statutory
weight, however is used to provide some clear guidance to applicants as to the key consideration
issues that form part of Council’s assessment.

The application has been considered against the Key Assessment criteria of the policy as follows.

Siting

CommentPolicy Element

Complies.All built formmust be contained within a building
envelope of no more than 2,000 square metres
or 10% of site area whichever is lesser. An indicative 2,000 square meter domestic

building envelope containing the dwelling, part
of the driveway and parking area, underground
water tanks and drip irrigation zone is shown on
the proposed site plan.

Does not comply.Siting of the dwelling to minimise the impact on
existing and future agricultural use of the land.

As mentioned previously in this report, the
location of the dwelling to the middle of the site
does not prioritise the agricultural use of the land,
particularly if the agricultural pursuit were to
change from grazing to crop raising. It may also
impact upon the agricultural activities carried out
on adjoining land due to issues of residential
amenity.
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The proposed siting is not considered to be the
most appropriate location, having regard to the
dominant development pattern of dwellings in the
surrounding area being located to the front of
site, towards Tucks Road.

Complies.Siting of the dwelling to avoid removal of
vegetation.

No vegetation removal is proposed to
accommodate the proposed development.

Complies.Siting of the dwelling to protect existing native
vegetation.

No native vegetation removal is required to
accommodate the proposed development.

Does not comply.Siting of the dwelling to provide minimal
landscape impact, avoiding ridgelines.

The dwelling is not sited on a ridgeline, and will
be largely unseen from the roadside. The siting
is unlikely to significantly impact upon the view
lines of nearby properties, however part of the
building may be visible from adjoining dwellings.
The siting is not consistent with the pattern of
residential development in the surrounding
landscape. There is potential for alternative siting
that would also not be visible from the road, and
that would not significantly impact upon the view
lines of adjoining dwellings.

Does not comply.Siting of the dwelling to maximise the distance
from any nearby existing use that has a risk of
emitting offensive off site noise, light or air
emissions.

The dwelling has not been sited to maximise the
distance to adjoining crops that have a risk of
emitting offensive off-site noise and air emissions.

Design

Does not comply.Buildings and works sited and designed to
complement each other and protect the
landscape character of the area. The dwelling, although single storey, achieves a

maximum building height of nearly 8 metres and
may be visible from adjoining dwellings. The
siting is problematic as detailed above.
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Complies.All habitable rooms (including those included in
a habitable outbuilding or used for provision of
bed and breakfast accommodation) contained
in a single building, or connected by a covered
walkway less than 10 metres in length.

All habitable rooms are contained within a single
dwelling. Only one building is proposed.

No bed and breakfast accommodation is
proposed.

Bed and breakfast accommodation designed
with a substantial functional reliance on other
parts of the dwelling and appear secondary in
nature, such as by having a floor area of 60
square metres or less (or no more than 30% of
the floor area of the dwelling, whichever is the
lesser)

Does not comply.An application should be accompanied by a
landscaping plan

There has been no landscape plan or
environmental management plan provided.

Living in the Mornington Peninsula Green Wedge

Does not comply.Section 173 Agreement

The planning submission report provided with
the application has advised that there is no
intention to enter into a Section 173 Agreement.

OFFICER DIRECT OR INDIRECT INTEREST

No person involved in the preparation of this report has a direct or indirect interest requiring disclosure.

CONCLUSION

The proposal is considered to be inconsistent with the purpose of the GWZ1, as well as the relevant
State and Local Planning Policy. In particular, the siting of the dwelling is not considered appropriate
with respect to the characteristics and context of the site.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council being a Responsible Authority under the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme and
the Planning and Environment Act 1987, having considered all matters required under Section 60 of
the Planning and Environment Act 1987 hereby resolves that Planning Permit Application P16/0615
for the use of development of a dwelling and associated buildings and works at 316 Tucks Road,
Shoreham be refused on the following grounds:

The siting of the dwelling is inconsistent with the objectives of the GreenWedge Zone – Schedule
1 and the relevant State and Local Planning Policy.
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Suspension of Standing Orders

Moved: Cr. Gill
Seconded: Cr. Payne

That Standing Orders be suspended.

Carried

Deputations

David and Kaye Fallick, Applicant.

Extension to Speaking Time

Moved: Cr. Gill
Seconded: Cr. Brooks

That a two minute extension to the speaking time be granted to Mr. & Mrs. David and Kaye
Fallick, Applicant, in relation to the above matter.

Carried

Resumption of Standing Orders

Moved: Cr. Gill
Seconded: Cr. Payne

That Standing Orders be resumed.

Carried
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COUNCIL DECISION

Moved: Cr. Celi
Seconded: Cr. Fraser

That the recommendation be adopted.

The Motion was Put and Lost

Moved: Cr. Gill
Seconded: Cr. Brooks

That Council being a Responsible Authority under theMornington Peninsula Planning Scheme
and the Planning and Environment Act 1987, hereby resolves that consideration and
determination of Planning Permit Application P16/0615 for the use and development of a
dwelling and associated buildings and works at 316 Tucks Road, Shoreham be deferred until
notice of the application is undertaken in accordance with Section 52 of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987.

Carried

VIEW ATTACHMENT 1

VIEW ATTACHMENT 2

VIEW ATTACHMENT 3
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4 MANAGEMENT REPORTS

4.1 Letter Under Seal – Queen’s Scout Award

Christine Aslanidis, Strategic Governance OfficerPrepared By

Manager – GovernanceAuthorised By

A7072896Document ID

NOAttachment(s)

This report was considered as the first item.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to seek Council endorsement for the sealing and presentation of the
document described in the below schedule.

Document DescriptionSealing No.

Letter Under Seal – Acknowledgement of Queen’s Scout Award – Jay Pitson01/17

BACKGROUND

TheQueen’s Scout Award is the highest award in the Venturer Scout section and carries an outstanding
reputation within scouting and the community.

The Award Scheme is designed for Venturer Scouts. Its aim is to widen the interests and knowledge
of Venturer Scouts. Its rationale is based on the aim and methods of scouting allowing fun, variety,
personal choice and to assist in planning for a balanced program. It is a system designed to be
challenging and encouraging for people over a wide range of activities.

The Queen’s Scout Award has four main areas. These are made up of different badges, which require
different levels of approval. The four main areas are Leadership Development, Personal Growth,
Outdoor Activities and Community Involvement.

DISCUSSION

The journey to achieve the Queen’s Scout Award began over three and half years ago for local
resident Jay Pitson.

Joining the 2nd Mornington Sea Scout’s at the age of five, Jay has worked his way through each level,
from Joey through to Venturer. He has actively participated and achieved awards in each level
including the Australian Scout Medallion in 2013.

To achieve the Queen’s Scout Award, a Venturer Scout must be able to set a goal, plan progress
towards that goal, organise their self and others, andmaintain the determination to overcome difficulties
and complete the task.
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Each year only a few Venturer Scouts achieve this prestigious award. They must also have achieved
the Venturing Skills Award and complete the requirements in four award areas:

Adventurous Activities – Demonstrates that the Venturer Scout is challenged in initiative,
expeditions and outdoor adventures;
Community Involvement – Activities centred on citizenship, community service and caring for
the environment;
Leadership Development – Involvement in unit management and leadership courses and studying
different vocations; and
Personal Growth – Self-development through expressions, ideals, mental pursuits and personal
lifestyle.

On 7 October, 2016 Jay was proudly presented with the Queen’s Scout Award by the Governor as
a representative of the Queen at Government House.

It is considered appropriate to provide Jay Pitson with a Letter Under Seal from the Mornington
Peninsula Shire, to publicly acknowledge and recognise his achievement. Mr. Pitson has been invited
to attend the 13 February, 2017 Council Meeting to accept the Letter Under Seal.

OFFICER DIRECT OR INDIRECT INTEREST

No person involved in the preparation of this report has a direct or indirect interest requiring disclosure.

CONCLUSION

It is considered appropriate to provide Jay Pitson with a Letter Under Seal from the Mornington
Peninsula Shire, to recognise his achievement in being awarded the Queen’s Scout Award. Jay has
been invited to attend the 13 February, 2017 Council Meeting to be publicly presented with the Letter
Under Seal.

RECOMMENDATION

That the Common Seal of theMornington Peninsula Shire Council be affixed to the document described
in the schedule of this report.

COUNCIL DECISION

Moved: Cr. Celi
Seconded: Cr. Brooks

That the recommendation be adopted.

Carried
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4.2 Peninsula Pet Expo - Item Withdrawn

Mark Kestigian, Manager – Communications and MediaPrepared By

Chief Executive OfficerAuthorised By

A7068803Document ID

NOAttachment(s)

Addendum – Item Withdrawn
Circulated Monday, 13 February, 2017
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4.3 Draft Mon Mon Point Nepean National Park Master Plan – Post Exhibition Report

Allan Cowley, Manager – Strategic ProjectsPrepared By

Chief Operating OfficerAuthorised By

A7092527Document ID

YES (3)Attachment(s)

This report was considered as the second item.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to outline the current review of the draft Point Nepean National Park
Master Plan and the community feedback received to date. The report also outlines a potential Council
submission. The title of the revised master plan refers to the area as MonMon, which is the Aboriginal
name for the Point Nepean area (meaning women’s place) in the language of its Traditional Owners.
A summary of the draft Mon Mon Point Nepean National Park Master Plan is included as Attachment
1.

Overall the revised master plan is considered to provide a strong basis for the future use, development
andmanagement of the park. However, there are a number of key issues which still require clarification,
or which will need to be resolved in the future.

These include:

The design of the entry area and its connection to the Police Point Park;
The form and terms of any future Expression of Interest (EoI) process to seek commercial
investment in the Quarantine Station area;
The design and use of a proposed jetty;
The form of planning controls and the distribution of planning responsibilities; and
The ongoing governance model adopted for the park.

In this context it is recommended that the current inter-agency reference group, including Council
representation, should continue to operate to ensure proper consultation on these matters, with further
opportunity for public/community consultation wherever appropriate.

BACKGROUND

The Point Nepean National Park, at the southern end of the Mornington Peninsula, is one of Victoria’s
most valued parks, and an area of great environmental and cultural significance. The transfer of the
park from the Commonwealth Government to the State in 2008 was a period of some uncertainty
and substantial community advocacy, aimed at ensuring the integrity and values of the park were
maintained in the context of concerns that parts of the site could be offered for private development.

Subsequently, the whole of the site was transferred to a public trust and then onto the State
Government, with the adjoining Police Point Park coming under the management of the Shire.
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The Point Nepean National Park (which has an area of approximately 512 hectares) is subject to a
range of management plans, relating to a number of issues (e.g. heritage protection, biodiversity
management, etc.) including the Point Nepean Conservation Management Plan and the Point Nepean
Quarantine Station Management Plan.

One of the key documents, which seeks to provide an integrated view of the site, is the Point Nepean
National Park Master Plan.

A draft master plan was prepared and exhibited by Parks Victoria in 2010, but was not adopted at
that time.

An amended version of the plan was released by the former coalition government in April 2013,
alongside an EoI process seeking private investment in the Quarantine Station site. The Point Leisure
Group was announced as the successful proponent in relation to the EoI, but that proposal was not
supported by the current State Government, and has not proceeded. Equally, changes to the Planning
Scheme proposed at that time, under which the Minister for Planning would, in effect, become the
Responsible Authority did not proceed. It is also significant that under the current government the
maximum period for leases of Crown Land has been reduced from 99 years to 50 years.

Parks Victoria is now undertaking a review of the draft master plan with a view to finalising and
adoption by the State Government. A range of documents relating to the review including a brief
discussion paper, the 2010 version of the master plan and the revised 2017 version are available on
the Parks Victoria website:

http://parkweb.vic.gov.au/explore/parks/point-nepean-national-park/plans-and-projects/point-nepean-master-plan-review

A major element of the review involves consultation with the community to determine whether the
fundamental principles of the 2010 master plan still hold good, whether there have been any changes
since the plan was prepared and whether any issues have been overlooked.

The review process commenced in January 2016, with a first round of community consultation based
on the discussion paper running until March 2016. This also included a number of on-site information
days. A report on the submissions received during the initial consultation is available on the Parks
Victoria website and a short summary is included as Attachment 2.

Following the first phase of consultation, the Parks Victoria consultants (Taylor, Cullity, Lethlean)
have substantially revised the presentation of the master plan and have responded in the content of
the report to the public submissions, those provided through the agency working group and the
previous consultation with Council.

A revised version of the master plan was placed on exhibition in December 2016 and the period for
public submissions will close on 10 February, 2017. An extension of the deadline for comments has
been provided to Council having regard to the Council meeting schedule.

DISCUSSION

Council was involved in the preparation of the draft 2010 master plan, and the basic principles of the
plan, which are also included in the new draft plan and are considered to remain valid.
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There is an appropriate emphasis on the conservation of the natural environment and heritage values.
The master plan also highlights the principle of ‘way showing’ as complementary to ‘way finding’ in
supporting a high quality visitor experience. There is also a strong emphasis on sensitive and site
responsive design of any buildings and works, with a preference for adaptive re-use of the existing
buildings.

In response to the discussion paper Council generally supported the review but highlighted the need
for clarity in the master plan, particularly in relation to the possible involvement of the private sector,
the role of Council as a planning/responsible authority, and the proposals for integration of the park
with the adjoining Police Point Park area (which is managed by Council).

Council also highlighted the need for a clear implementation strategy to achieve greater community
use/benefit, the need for early activation and a process to monitor the ongoing condition of the park.
The more detailed comments of Council are set out below.

1. The Need for Clarity in Both the Content and Form of the Master Plan

The master plan is comprehensive and detailed document, but arguably the main points can be
obscured by the level of detail, particularly in regard to expressing a clear position on a number of
key issues, for example:

What footprint is available for new buildings – and would public access be excluded from this
area?
What areas may be made available for community based uses – and access for local commercial
operators (at a realistic cost)?
If boating facilities are provided, what would be the arrangements for access and control of the
use for recreational boating including jet-skis? Uncertainty regarding the safety of the area for
swimming also needs to be resolved;
The interface between the park and the adjoining (privately owned) areas does not receive much
attention in the draft plan, however interface issues, including management of fire hazards, are
significant; and
A number of public submissions have noted opportunities for greater emphasis on education
and Aboriginal cultural heritage/interpretation of the cultural landscape; how could these proposals
be addressed?

In terms of format (the detailed maps are not particularly legible) and a more concise summary
document, with a clear master plan ‘plan’, would complement the main ‘parent’ report.

2. The Need for a Clear Implementation Strategy

While not necessarily part of the master plan itself, it is considered that the review should also address
in more detail how the recommendations of the plan are to be implemented and financed (on an
ongoing basis). For example, it is unclear if there is proposed to be a new EoI process based on the
draft master plan or an alternative funding strategy.

3. The Need for a Monitoring and Reporting Framework

As part of the implementation of the plan it would be useful to establish a monitoring framework to
assess the condition of the natural environment and heritage assets of the park, as a means of
assessing the impact of increasing visitor use, and to provide for early identification of ‘pressure
points’.
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4. Future Statutory Planning Framework

It is uncertain at this stage what form of statutory planning controls may be applied to the park and
whether the Council or the Minister for Planning would take on the role of the responsible authority
(overall or in part). This issue is linked to the implementation strategy and was a point of some
community concern in relation to the previous proposals.

As part of the previous discussions with Parks Victoria, Council also raised the following points for
further consideration:

The site lacks vitality and needs more life – it has so much potential, possibly including provision
for events, overnight stays, diving, water access would be a real advantage, military history e.g.
the First Shot site, support for a restaurant – the site needs to be opened up some people can
enjoy it;
Useful to distinguish between short term improvements and longer term gains – need for catalyst
projects to generate early wins;
The entry area is a critical, and currently disconnected – worth reconsidering in the review;
Support for establishment of an educational facility, not just tertiary education. A marine studies
centre that engages with the public – primary and secondary schools;
A desire to see the site properly utilised with provision for local community access;
The further emphasis on Aboriginal cultural heritage/indigenous landscape interpretation as part
of the review is supported;
A jetty could be supported but not motorised watercraft – need to retain the peacefulness of the
site. Possibility of a ferry and even access for cruises by lighters;
Support for various levels of accommodation; and
The buildings should be given a use to support their long term maintenance and other site
improvements.

In general the draft plan provides a positive response to the key points raised by Council.

The revised plan is structured around six key themes:

Shared cultural landscape – greater engagement and involvement of traditional owners;
Peninsula – a unique story of the geomorphological formation of the Peninsula;
Caring for Country – conservation of the environment;
Marine history and connections e.g. with the adjoining Marine National Park;
The Heads – and renewal of the Fort precinct experience; and
The Quarantine Station – as the key entry/interpretation area and opportunities for activation.

A summary of a number of the key initiatives from the master plan is included as Attachment 3. It
may be noted, in relation to Council’s previous submissions:

There is a much stronger recognition and emphasis on the indigenous cultural values of the site,
and the opportunities this provides to share stories and provide thematic walks through the park;
The plan does seek to provide for a variety of uses, with greater opportunity for involvement by
the community and local businesses;
There is also a clear emphasis on supporting more activity on the site through early
actions/investment;
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An initial proposal to fully relocate all entry activities to the Quarantine Station precinct has been
modified to recognise the importance of the ‘gateway’ area and its connection to the Police Point
park, although the design and function of this area does need to be further clarified/resolved;
There is a reasonable degree of clarity regarding the scope for future private investment in the
Quarantine Station area e.g. in relation to wellness and accommodation facilities, with the footprint
of new buildings not to exceed that of buildings to be demolished, however, the
design/location/lease arrangements will need to be determined in the future;
Parks Victoria has entered into an Memorandum of Understanding with the University of
Melbourne to facilitate the University’s preparation of a final proposal for a National Centre for
Coasts and Climate research facility at Point Nepean National Park, although this proposal will
not be considered until the master plan is finalised/adopted;
The plan clearly envisages that the Council will remain as the responsible (planning) authority
for the site; and
There is an implementation framework provided including provisional costs and income estimates,
which indicate the significant level of investment that will be required by the State government
to implement the plan.

The public submission received (to date) by Parks Victoria, including from the Friends of Point Nepean
and Nepean Historical Society, have been generally supportive of the revised plan, although there
may be more submissions received towards the end of the exhibition period. Some of the points
raised to date include:

Support for Traditional Owner involvement;
Important the master plan highlights the need for viable/consistent/ongoing funds for staff
resources, management, and conservation works;
Plan needs more detail/assurance of governance and how Parks Victoria will manage such a
complex site into the future;
The need for careful consideration of the design of the Quarantine Station as a whole, as well
as the design of individual buildings;
Opportunities exist for interpretation of all eras of the site e.g. the remaining lime kilns reflect
another period of use; and
Do not support the jetty. And if it does proceed, how will ‘restricted use’ be managed?

CONCLUSION

It is considered that the draft master plan provides a comprehensive assessment of the values of the
park, giving particular emphasis to Aboriginal cultural heritage, and will provide a strong basis for the
future use, development and management of the park. However, the master plan is a relatively
complex document and a more user friendly summary would complement the main document.

The sections on implementation highlight the need for provision of substantial State Government
funding ($146 million) and also emphasise the importance of early activation of the site, which has
previously been advocated by Council. In regard to private sector investment at Point Nepean e.g.
in eco-tourism, wellbeing and tertiary education activities, the master plan refers to a potential EoI
process, but there is limited clarity at this point.
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The master plan does indicate (p. 126) that the net footprint of new buildings should not exceed the
net footprint of demolished buildings at the time of, and reflected in, the 2008 Conservation
Management Plan, and that new buildings will not be permitted outside the Quarantine Station area
(defined as Public Park and Recreation Zone in the Planning Scheme).

In addition the EoI will not seek a sole tenant, but a mix of visitor offerings conducive to the environment
that aims to combine community, social enterprise, food and beverage, culture, arts, commercial,
accommodation, education and events related visitor experiences that align with the endorsed master
plan (p. 130).

It is appropriate for a Council submission to:

Recognise and support the value of the review that has been undertaken by Parks Victoria,
including the opportunities that have been provided for public/community input.

1.

Emphasise overall support for the revised master plan which provides a comprehensive
assessment of the values of the park, giving particular emphasis to Aboriginal cultural
heritage, and which will provide a strong basis for the future use, development and
management of the park.

2.

Highlight the need for ongoing involvement of Council in planning for the park, particularly
in relation to a number of key issues, including:

3.

The design and use of the existing entry area and its connection to the Police Point
Park;
The form and terms of any future EoI process to seek commercial investment in the
Quarantine Station area;
The design, use and management of the proposed jetty, having particular regard to
the difficulty of controlling access by personal water craft;
The form of planning controls and the distribution of planning responsibilities; and
The ongoing governance model adopted for the park.

In this context, recommend that the current inter-agency reference group, including Council
representation, should continue to operate to ensure proper consultation on these matters,
with further opportunity for public/community consultation wherever appropriate.

4.

Note that the plan document, while comprehensive and informative is also complex and the
mapping of key initiatives at times lacks clarity. This could be addressed by the production
of a clear summary document.

5.

Support the Nepean Historical Society comment that the design of the Quarantine Station
precinct as a whole needs to be carefully considered, as well as the design of individual
buildings, to support/reinforce the interpretation of this key area.

6.

RECOMMENDATION

That a submission be made to Parks Victoria in accordance with the points highlighted in
the conclusion to this report.

1.
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That the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change and Parks Victoria be advised
that Council strongly recommends the retention/formation of an ongoing inter agency
reference group to continue the important consultation and liaison process as the details of
the master plan, its implementation and any future proposals for an Expression of Interest
process and/or the form and administration of planning controls are progressed.

2.

COUNCIL DECISION

Moved: Cr. Fraser
Seconded: Cr. Payne

That a submission bemade to Parks Victoria in accordancewith the points highlighted
in the conclusion to this report.

1.

That the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change and Parks Victoria
be advised that Council strongly recommends the retention/formation of an ongoing
inter agency reference group to continue the important consultation and liaison

2.

process as the details of themaster plan, its implementation and any future proposals
for an Expression of Interest process and/or the form and administration of planning
controls are progressed.

That Council emphasises in its submission:3.

The need for a co-operative relationship in the use of the Quarantine Station
and Police Point Park;

A.

The potential for use by the Shire of the abandoned visitor centre;B.

The need to preserve Council’s position as the responsible planning authority
for Point Nepean Park; and

C.

The need for a careful review of the impact and design of any proposed jetty.D.

Carried

VIEW ATTACHMENT 1

VIEW ATTACHMENT 2

VIEW ATTACHMENT 3
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4.4 Approval to Attend Training – Cr. Kate Roper - Item Withdrawn

Joe Spiteri, Manager – GovernancePrepared By

Manager – GovernanceAuthorised By

A7089050Document ID

NOAttachment(s)

Addendum – Item Withdrawn
Circulated Wednesday, 8 February, 2017

This item was withdrawn at the request of Cr. Roper.
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5 COUNCILLORS AND DELEGATES REPORTS

At each Council Meeting, all Councillors will have the opportunity to provide an overview of any
meetings attended as an appointed representative of Council.

If a Councillor chooses to provide details, the name of the conference/event and the Councillor
attending will be noted in the Minutes for that meeting. If a Councillor requires additional information
on the conference/event to be included in the Minutes, the Councillor must submit it in writing to
Governance by 12:00 p.m. (noon) the day following the meeting.

Substitute
Representative/s

Representative/sAssociation/Committee

Cr. RoperCr. CeliAll Abilities Consultative Committee

Cr. Gill
Cr. Clark

Cr. CeliArts and Culture Advisory Panel

Cr. Hearn
Cr. Brooks

Cr. ClarkAssociation of Bayside Municipalities

Cr. ColombCr. Fraser
Cr. Payne

Audit Committee

Cr. ClarkCr. HearnAustralia Day Committee

N/ACr. GillBass Park Trust

Cr. BrooksCr. RoperBlue Scope Steel Consultative Committee

Cr. CeliCr. MartinCommunity Consultative Committee on
Gaming

Cr. RoperCr. HearnCommunities That Care (CTC)

Cr. HearnCr. FraserFriends of Lospalos Community Committee

N/ACr. RoperHastings Community Alliance

Cr. ClarkCr. CeliHealth and Wellbeing Committee

Cr. RoperCr. HearnInter Council Aboriginal Consultative
Committee

Cr. PayneCr. ColombInterface Councils

Cr. CeliCr. RoperLiteracy Advisory Committee

Cr. ColombCr. MartinMetropolitan Transport Forum

Cr. Payne
Cr. Brooks

Cr. FraserMetropolitanWaste and Resource Recovery
Forum
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Substitute
Representative/s

Representative/sAssociation/Committee

Cr. Martin
Cr. Clark

Cr. HearnMornington Liquor Industry Accord

N/ACr. GillMornington Peninsula and Western Port
Biosphere Reserve Foundation Ltd

N/ACr. Martin
Cr. Celi
Cr. Roper

Mornington Peninsula Cemetery Trust

N/ACr. Colomb
Cr. Roper

Mornington Peninsula Marine Alliance

Cr. Clark & Cr. Gill (1st 6 months)
Cr. Celi & Cr. Colomb (2nd 6 months)

Mornington Peninsula Regional Tourism Board
- Tourism Industry Leaders Forum

Cr. MartinCr. ClarkMornington Railway Preservation Society –
Advisory Board

Cr. PayneCr. FraserMunicipal Association of Victoria (MAV)

Cr. BrooksCr. MartinMAV Emergency Management Committee

Cr. MartinCr. BrooksMunicipal Emergency Management Planning
Committee

Cr. RoperCr. CeliPeninsula Advisory Committee for Elders
(PACE)

N/ACr. ColombSouth East Metro (SEM)

Cr. ColombCr. MartinSouth East Water Sewerage Treatment and
Environment Protection Community Liaison
Committee

Cr. Brooks
Cr. Payne

Cr. Colomb
Cr. Clark

Sustainable Communities – Tidy Towns and
Clean Beaches Awards

Cr. Hearn
Cr. Brooks

Cr. CeliTriple A Housing Committee

Cr. ColombCr. PayneVictorian Local Governance Association (VLGA)
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Reducing Alcohol Related Harm on the Southern Mornington Peninsula (Cr. Celi)

A meeting with the Southern Peninsula Liquor Accord (SPLA) resulted in positive feedback from
Sargeant DeanMatthews of the Rosebud Police to our local licensees about how the SPLA's strategy
to reduce and minimise alcohol related harm and distruption was very successful over the peak
summer holiday period on the Southern Peninsula.

The number of incidences of reporting from licencees requiring police intervention for disorderly
conduct or breaches were significantly reduced this year which means that the public and patrons at
our local venues could enjoy themselves, have a great time and feel safe as a result. Congratulations
and well done to the collective effort of the SPLA that draws together the support and strategy
implementation from Victoria Police, hotel/entertainment venue licensees, the Shire and community
representatives.

Interface Councils (Cr. Colomb)

At the most recent Interface meeting, the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) and I, together with other
Mayors and CEOs, visitied Natalie Hutchins MP, Minister for Local Government. The main purpose
of the meeting was to advocate for continuing the Interface funding now under the name of 'growing
suburbs'. We discussed larger projects being funded over two years but also advised funding for
small projects was also invaluable, especially in the light of rate capping.

We also requested that State Government adhere to the policy agreement with Local Government
that when a new requirement is allocated to Local Government e.g. the fire levy collection, that an
impact study is conducted.

63Mornington Peninsula Shire Council

Monday, 13 February, 2017Council Meeting Minutes

5 COUNCILLORS AND DELEGATES REPORTS (Cont.)



6 NOTICES OF MOTION

Notices of Motion must be received three (3) clear business days prior to a Meeting.

Nil.
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7 URGENT BUSINESS

Under Council's Meeting Procedure and Common Seal Local Law, no business may be admitted as
urgent business unless it:

1. Relates to a matter which has arisen since distribution of the Agenda.
2. Cannot because of its urgency, be reasonably listed in the Agenda of the next Council Meeting.
3. Councillors by a majority vote, vote in favour of a matter being dealt with as urgent business.

Nil.
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8 CONFIDENTIAL ITEMS

Nil.
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9 MEETING CLOSE

As there was no further business, the meeting closed at 10:22 p.m.

CONFIRMED THIS 27TH DAY OF FEBRUARY 2017

…………………………………………………….
MAYOR, CR. BEV COLOMB, CHAIRPERSON – COUNCIL
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