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Council Meeting 
Monday, 13 February, 2017 

Public Question Time – Written Responses 

 
 
“ 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.” 
 

 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?” 
 
A subsequent written response to the above question was provided by 
Mr. Carl. Cowie, Chief Executive Officer, as follows: 

 
“ Thank you for your correspondence dated 2 February 2017, and your further public 

question at the Council Meeting on 13 February 2017 relating to the processing of 
Planning Permit Application P16/0046 for the development of a single dwelling at 23 
Devon Street, Dromana. 

 
 I have undertaken a review of this planning application and how it was assessed. The 

application originally went to advertising on 19 May 2016. We received your objection 
on 6 June 2016 to the proposed application.” 



PUBLIC QUESTIONS ASKED AT THE COUNCIL MEETING HELD – 
MONDAY, 13 FEBRUARY, 2017 
 

Mornington Peninsula Shire Council  2 

 Building and Planning Departments   (Cont’d) 
 
“ After considering the objection and relevant planning controls it was determined to 

issue a Notice of Decision to grant a Planning Permit (NOD) on the 24 June 2016. A 
copy of the NOD was sent via email to the applicant and yourself as the objector on 24 
June 2016 at 2.27pm. A check of our system has found this email. 

 
 On 5 July 2016 you notified Council that you had not yet received a copy of the NOD 

and therefore requested that the NOD process re-commence. A copy was again 
emailed to you on 5 July 2016 at 11.13am. Officers determined that if you chose to do 
so, there was still an adequate amount of time to make an appeal to VCAT and 
therefore the process did not re-commence. VCAT received your appeal on 6 July 
2016 therefore demonstrating that the Appeal rights were still available. 

 
 On 14 July 2016 Councillor Pittock and the planner who assessed the application Tim 

Campell met with you. I am told at this meeting you offered to negotiate with the permit 
applicants, however the applicants chose not to negotiate and therefore proceeded 
with the hearing at VCAT. 

 
 The hearing was on 18 January 2017 where you represented yourself, and the 

applicant sought representation from a Planning Consultant. VCAT Member Bennett 
stated to you that he would be assessing the application with fresh eyes and against 
the planning controls affecting the subject site. Member Bennett upheld Council’s 
decision to approve the development of a single dwelling with minor amendments to 
Council’s conditions (clarifications of roof materials and details on surrounding 
properties). 

 
 Whilst there were some minor errors within the officer’s delegate report they were 

considered to not be critical in determining the application which is exemplified by 
VCAT’s Order to uphold Council’s decision. 

 
 We now consider this matter finalised, however if you wish to discuss the matter 

further do not hesitate to contact me.” 
 
 Southern Peninsula Aquatic Centre (SPA) 
 

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?” 

 
A subsequent written response to the above question was provided by 
Mr. Carl. Cowie, Chief Executive Officer, as follows: 

 
“ I refer to your Public Question Time form submitted to Council at its meeting on 

13 February, 2017. 
 
 We have undertaken a review on Councils expenditure costs associated for consultant 

fees and reports for the proposed Rosebud Pool project.  
 
 A total of $578,862 has been expended by Council over an 11 year period.  
 
 Thank you for your interest in this project.” 
 


