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City of
GLEN

EIRA

AGENDA for the ORDINARY MEETING OF THE
GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL to be held on TUESDAY 17™ OCTOBER 2017

1. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

In the spirit of respect, Council acknowledges the people and elders of the
Boon Wurrung people of the Kulin Nation past and present who have traditional
connections and responsibilities for the land on which Council meets.

2, APOLOGIES

3. OATH OF OFFICE AND DISCLOSURES OF INTERESTS

Councillors are reminded that we remain bound by our Oath of Office to undertake
the duties of the office of Councillor in the best interests of the people of the
municipal district of Glen Eira and to faithfully and impartially carry out the functions,
powers, authorities and discretions vested in us under the Local Government Act or
any other Act, to the best of our skill and judgement.

Councillors are also reminded of the requirement for disclosure of conflicts of
interest in relation to items listed for consideration on the Agenda, or which are

considered at this meeting, in accordance with Sections 77 to 79 of the Local
Government Act.

4, CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS COUNCIL MEETINGS
Copies of Minutes previously circulated.
Recommendation

That the minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 26™ September 2017 be
confirmed.
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5. RECEPTION AND READING OF PETITIONS AND JOINT LETTERS

5.1 — Objection to Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans (88 signatures)

We the undersigned residents request that Council: STOP THE ELSTERNWICK
HIGH RISE RE-ZONE, we reject and oppose the proposed high rise re-zone of the
residential area between the Elsternwick Railway line and Nepean Highway as
detailed in the Glen Eira Council’s Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans.

The plans propose to remove the existing ‘Neighbourhood Residential Zone’ with
2-storey height limits and replace it 4 and 12 storey height limits; and remove the
existing ‘Residential Growth Zone’ (in the streets closer to Hotham Road) with
existing 4-storey height limits and replace it with 12 storey height limits.

This part of Elsternwick has a rich architectural history with many original Victorian
houses dating back to the 1880s. These changes are designed to allow for high
rise development and are expected to increase the overall Elsternwick population
by at least 20 per cent.

The Glen Eira Council has not consulted with impacted property owners of this
historic village area, despite being 5 stages through an 8 stage consultation
process. Residents have also not received correspondence that the council claims
was issued six weeks ago.

These draft plans are in conflict with Glen Eira Council’s vision ‘that Elsternwick will
be a safe, accessible and liveable centre that embraces its historic character and
strong cultural and village feel'.

Recommendation

That Council:

1. receives and notes the petition; and

2. considers the petition in conjunction with the Elsternwick Draft Structure Plan
consultation process.

6. DOCUMENTS FOR SEALING

7. REPORTS BY DELEGATES APPOINTED BY COUNCIL TO VARIOUS
ORGANISATIONS
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8. REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES

8.1 Advisory Committees
a. Community Consultation Committee Meeting - 4 September 2017
b. Recreation and Leisure Advisory Committee Meeting - 14 September
C. %%Hmunity Grants Committee Meeting — 19 September 2017
Recommendation
PART A

That the minutes of the following Committees be received and noted and that the
recommendations of these Committees be adopted.

a. Community Consultation Committee Meeting - 4 September 2017

b. Recreation and Leisure Advisory Committee Meeting - 14 September
2017

PART B

That the minutes of the following Committee be received and noted and that the
recommendations of this Committee be adopted.

a. Community Grants Committee Meeting — 19 September 2017

8.2 Records of Assembly

a. 12 September 2017
b. 19 September 2017
C. 26 September 2017 (pre meeting)

Recommendation
That the Records of the Assemblies as shown below be received and noted.
a. 12 September 2017

b. 19 September 2017
c. 26 September 2017 (pre meeting)



Community Consultation Committee Meeting
Minutes
4 September 2017

Purpose:

To make recommendations to Council in relation to the ways in which Council consults with
residents, ratepayers and other stakeholders in the community to ensure maximum
participation, communication and value to the community.

Meeting commenced at: 6:33pm

1.

Present and apologies

Present
Cr Jamie Hyams Councillor (chair)
Cr Dan Sztrajt Councillor
Cr Tony Athanasopoulos Councillor
Dr Iris Levin Community Representative
Megan Dunkley Community Representative
Ann Van Leerdam Community Representative
Elizabeth Orlov Community Representative
Peter Jones Director Community Services
Gaye Stewart Manager Community Development and Care
Alexandra Fry Executive Assistant
Apologies
Nil

Matters considered
i.  Draft Community Engagement Policy 2017
i.  Draft Community Engagement Toolkit
iii. 1AP2 training options
iv.  Draft Quarterly Service Performance Report — feedback from Committee on
proposed template

Draft Community Engagement Policy 2017

The draft Community Engagement Policy 2017 was discussed and the intent of the
policy clarified to provide context and an overarching guide for Council in relation to
engagement. The policy will direct the more detailed engagement strategy and tool
box.

The committee suggested including a statement under guiding principles that
recognises community engagement is about connecting community groups with each
other as well as Council. For example: to provide a forum for community members to
hear from each other and solve problems for mutual benefit.

Motion: That the Community Engagement Policy, with changes as
discussed, be submitted for approval at a Council
meeting.

Moved: Cr Hyams Seconded: Cr Athanasopoulos
Motion was passed unanimously



4. Draft Community Engagement Toolkit

Officers presented the draft Community Engagement Toolkit alongside examples from
other organisations. The purpose of the toolkit is to assist staff to articulate why they
are consulting, to identify who they need to consult with, to select appropriate options
for consulting with stakeholder groups, and to plan and execute effective community
consultation.

The Committee outlined proposed changes to the draft Community Engagement
Toolkit. These changes included:
¢ providing a framework for planning engagement including:
o providing guidance to inexperienced staff on ethical consultation practices
o articulating the relationship between Council and stakeholder groups to
ensure these are handled in a sensitive manner
o considering strategies to build trust between community and Council
o creating clarity on the purpose of the consultation without the perception of
there being a pre-determined outcome
o identifying the outcomes and communicating them
o better identification of stakeholders
o clearer articulation of the IAP2 spectrum of public participation with examples
e assistance in identifying communication methods that are best to reach
particular population groups
o simplifying the methods matrix so it is easy to use
e evaluation to include questions such as:
o Who did you reach and who did you miss?
o Was it successful — did you achieve your objectives?
¢ providing guidance for online consultation to be in a more accessible form

Action: Officers to bring a revised and more refined version of the
draft Community Engagement Toolkit to the next
Committee meeting.

5. IAP2 training options

Peter Jones presented the options for IAP2 training to the Committee and advised that
he will be implementing in-house |IAP2 training which will be available to staff and
members of the Committee.

6. Quarterly Service Performance - feedback from Committee on proposed
template

The Committee suggested that the Community Engagement Update of the Quarterly
Service Performance Report should be moved in front of the Community Plan
progress section. Additionally, brief pieces of feedback from residents related to
Major Projects could be included in speech bubbles to demonstrate Council’s
commitment to community consultation.

Action: Officers to present this feedback to the Innovation and
Continuous Improvement team for consideration.

Next meeting: Wednesday 25" October at 6:30pm in Ogaki Room

Meeting closed at 8.12pm



Recreation and Leisure Advisory Committee

Assembly of Councillors

14 September 2017

Record under S 80 A (2)

Meeting commenced at 6.05PM.

A. Present

Councillors

Cr Joel Silver (Chair)

Cr Tony Athanasopoulos
Cr Jamie Hyams

Cr Nina Taylor

Council Officers

Samantha Krull, Director Infrastructure, Environment and Leisure
Mark Collins, Group Manager, Recreation & Leisure

Andrew Barden, Manager, Recreation & Open Space

B. Matters considered

(i) Apologies - None
(i) Conflicts of Interest - None

(iii) Club/Sportsground/Court Requests
(iv) Advocacy on Strategic Objectives
(v) Community Partnerships

(vi) Regular Reports
- Recreation related capital works
- Open Space Strategy
- Pavilion Redevelopment Strategy
- Leisure Feasibility Study
- Tennis Strategy

- Masterplans

(vii)  Other Business

Assembly finished at 7.31PM



COMMUNITY GRANTS COMMITTEE MEETING
Minutes
Tuesday 19 September 2017

Purpose:

Aims:

To support and assist not-for-profit community based groups to meet identified community

priorities and strengthen the Glen Eira community.

Support community initiatives committed to community strengthening.

Develop an accessible and inclusive community.

Encourage community initiatives that promote self-sufficiency and innovation.

Help strengthen local participation in the planning and implementation of service and programs.

Assembly of Council Record

Meeting opened at: 5.30pm

Present and Apologies

Present

Cr Nina Taylor

Cr Tony Athanasopoulos (Assumed chair by agreement)
Peter Jones — Director Community Wellbeing

Gaye Stewart — Manager Community Development and Care

Apologies
Cr Dan Sztrajt

2. Declaration of conflict of interest
No declarations of conflict of interest under Section 79 of the Local Government Act were received

in relation to grants discussed.

3. Matters considered

2017-18 Community Services Grant - Facility Hire for Schools Grant application for St
Joseph’s Primary School

2017-18 Community Services Grant — Grant application for Carnegie Rostrum Club 68
Funds to support Glen Eira Adult Learning Centre

Page | 1
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2.

3.

4,

2017-18 Community Services Grants - Facility Hire for Schools Grant application
. St Joseph’s Primary School

St Joseph'’s Primary School submitted an application for a Facility Hire for Schools Grant for the
amount of $3,325. The school has requested the funding to utilise the Auditorium to stage a
production of the musical, 'Dr. Dolittle Jr on Monday 18th and Tuesday 19th of September 2017,
at 7pm.

St. Joseph's Primary School is a Catholic school with 1368 students situated Elsternwick. In
total 343 members of the school are expected to be involved in the event with 310 of those
members residing in Glen Eira.

Recommendation: The Committee recommend to Council funding a
Facilities Hire for Schools Grant of $3,325 for St
Joseph’s Primary School to support their musical on
14, 15, 18 and 19 September 2017.

Moved: Cr Athanasopoulos Seconded: Cr Taylor
Motion passed unanimously

2017-18 Community Services Grants - Grant application

Carnegie Rostrum Club 68 applied for a Community Services Grant 2017-18 of $1,759 to
support public speaking club activities with facility hire of the Boyd room Carnegie.

Recommendation: The Committee recommend to Council funding a
Community Services Grant of $1,759 for Carnegie
Rostrum Club 68 to provide facility hire of the Boyd
Room Carnegie.

Moved: Cr Taylor Seconded: Cr Athanasopoulos
Motion passed unanimously

Funds to support Glen Eira Adult Learning Centre

Glen Eira Adult Learning Centre (GEALC) is relocating to the Manse on the site of the Ormond
Uniting Church. Following redevelopment of their current site the Uniting Church will rehouse
the group in purpose built facilities on their North Road Ormond site.

The service is highly regarded in Glen Eira, they have previously won Glen Eira Community
Group of the year and provide a broad range of educational services to over 450 students.

In order to remain sustainable the service is seeking a grant of $25,000 to assist with a range of
services to Glen Eira residents. All equipment/furniture purchased using these funds will be

reused when GEALC moves into the newly built community centre space that Ormond Uniting
Church will be providing from 2020.

Page | 2
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Recommendation: The Committee recommend to Council that the
Service Level Agreement with Glen Eira Adult
Learning Centre be amended to include an additional
$25,000 to cover expenditure associated with new
computer purchases, the purchase and
implementation of a new communication system, and
the purchase of new equipment and furniture and
computer peripherals.

Moved: Cr Athanasopoulos Seconded: Cr Taylor
Motion passed unanimously

5. General Business

e Carnegie Neighbourhood Watch.
Carnegie Neighbourhood Watch received a facility hire grant of $200 to assist with holding
quarterly meetings. They have now informed Officers that the group is no longer operating as
they could not source enough people to volunteer as part of the Committee.

Meeting closed at: 6.50pm

Next Meeting — TBC

Page | 3
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Assembly of Councillors
12 September 2017

Record under S 80 A (2)

Meeting commenced at 6.52PM.

A. Present

Cr Mary Delahunty (Mayor)
Cr Tony Athanasopoulos
Cr Margaret Esakoff

Cr Jamie Hyams

Cr Jim Magee

Cr Joel Silver

Cr Nina Taylor

Council Officers

Rebecca McKenzie, CEO
Samantha Krull

Peter Swabey

Peter Jones

Mark Collins

Mary-Anne Palatsides
Janice Pouw

B. Matters considered.

(i) Apologies - Cr Clare Davey, Cr Dan Sztrajt
(ii) Leisure Facilities Needs Assessment

(iii) Residential Aged Care

8.35pm Assembly adjourned
8.47pm Assembly resumed

Present

Cr Mary Delahunty (Mayor)
Cr Tony Athanasopoulos
Cr Margaret Esakoff

Cr Jamie Hyams

Cr Jim Magee

Cr Joel Silver

Cr Nina Taylor

(iv) O-Bikes and Bicycle Strategy
(v) Webcasting / Livestreaming of Council Meetings

(vi) Citizen of the Year Advisory Committee Membership Report

13



Draft Council papers for 26 September 2017 Council meeting
(vii)  Audit Committee Membership — Reappointment and Recruitment of Members

(viii)  Instruments of Appointment and Authorisation under the Planning and Review
Act 1987

(ix) Foundation for Youth Excellence Committee Grant Applications
(x) General Business

(a) Cr Esakoff — MAV State Council motion — Graffiti Removal
(b) Director Infrastructure, Recreation & Leisure
- LXRA Integrated Development update
- Woolworths Development Elsternwick update
- Rippon Lea update
(c) Director Community Wellbeing — Disability Reference Committee
(d) Cr Hyams — Ormond update
(e) Cr Hyams — Planning application process
(f)  Cr Hyams — Enforcement options for planning application
(g) Cr Hyams — Changes to valuation process
(h)  Cr Esakoff — Recycling of x-rays
(i)  Cr Esakoff — No smoking in outdoor seating areas
(i) CEO - East Village Structure Plan
(k)  Cr Athanasopoulos — Email response to student
() Cr Nina Taylor — Elster Creek Forum
(m) Cr Nina Taylor- MAV State Council motions
(n) Cr Taylor - Pavilion Strategy
(o) Cr Delahunty — Caulfield Racecourse Legislation
(p) Director Infrastructure, Recreation and Leisure — Application for event in
parks.

Assembly finished at 10.24PM
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Assembly of Councillors
19 September 2017

Record under S 80 A (2)

Meeting commenced at 6.48PM.

A.

Present

Cr Mary Delahunty (Mayor)
Cr Tony Athanasopoulos
Cr Clare Davey

Cr Margaret Esakoff

Cr Jamie Hyams

Cr Jim Magee

Cr Joel Silver

Cr Nina Taylor

Council Officers

Rebecca McKenzie, CEO
Samantha Krull

Ron Torres

Peter Jones

John Vastianos

Mat Bonomi

Rachel Ollivier

James Kearney

Paul Wood

Janice Pouw

Matters considered.

(i) Apologies - Nil
(i) Elsternwick Community Hub

(iii) Draft Transforming Murrumbeena Consultation Report

8.18pm Cr Esakoff declared a conflict of interest in Orrong Road and vacated the room
(iv) Re-establishment of Road at Orrong Road Carpark

8.20pm Cr Magee left Assembly and re-entered at 8.32pm

8.41pm Assembly adjourned — Cr Delahunty left Assembly
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8.56pm Assembly resumed — Cr Esakoff returned to Assembly

Present

Cr Tony Athanasopoulos
Cr Clare Davey

Cr Margaret Esakoff

Cr Jamie Hyams

Cr Jim Magee

Cr Joel Silver

Cr Nina Taylor

(v) General Business

(@) Cr Magee - Parking in Hill Street
(b) CrHyams
— Bus routes
— Council meeting to consider Structure Plans in 2018
— Infrastructure priority list
— McKinnon oval - Cricketers ‘over 60’s’
(c) Cr Esakoff
— Early presentations on structure planning
— Clarification on planning applications, duplex and side by side
dwellings
— MAYV State Council motion — Outdoor smoking regulations
(d) Cr Taylor
— MAYV State Council motions
(e) Cr Silver
— Welfare of local resident
(f)  Cr Athanasopoulos
— Notice of leave
(g) Director Infrastructure, Environment & Leisure
— Update on Carnegie Pool
(h) Manager Town Planning
— Update on planning application
— Planning application process considered under Delegation

9.24pm — Cr Delahunty entered the Assembly

(vi) Council Papers for the 26 September 2017 Council Meeting comprising fifteen
officer reports together with standing items on the agenda.

- Item 4 Confirmation of the Minutes of the previous meetings
- Minutes of previous meeting
- 8.1 Advisory Committees
- 82 Records of Assembly
- 9.1 Planning Scheme Amendment C149 — Heritage Policy
- 9.2 VCAT Watch
9.44pm Cr Sztrajt entered the Assembly
- 93 9 Royal Avenue, Glen Huntly
- 94 1 Sinclair Street, Elsternwick
- 95 45 Burgess Street, Bentleigh
- 96 Domestic Animal Management Plan Annual Review
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10.22pm Cr Silver left Assembly and entered at 10.24pm

9.7

9.8

9.9
9.10
9.11

9.12

9.13
9.14
9.15
10

12.1

12.2

12.3

Draft for Community Engagement Integrated Transport Strategy
and Parking Policy

Planning Fees — Effect on increased fees — (from 28 June 2016
resolution)

Council Policies — Libraries, Arts and Culture

Foundation for Youth Excellence Committee Grant Applications

Instruments of Appointment and Authorisation Under The Planning
and Environment Act 1987

Audit Committee Membership — Reappointment & Recruitment of
Members

Fraud and Corruption Policy

August Financial Management Report

Webcasting / Livestreaming of Council Meetings

Urgent Business - MAV State Council Motion

Confidential: Tender number 2017.051 Litter Bin Collection and
Collection of Waste from Council Buildings

Tender 2018.020 Provision of Concrete Maintenance Services and
Associated Civil Works, Various locations within the City of Glen
Eira

Tender number 2017.050 Glen Eira Consultancy Services —
Capital Works and other Minor Projects

Assembly finished at 11.07PM
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Council Pre-Meeting
26 September 2017
Record under S 80 A (2)

Meeting Commenced at 6.45pm

A. Present

Cr Mary Delahunty, Mayor
Cr Margaret Esakoff

Cr Jamie Hyams

Cr Jim Magee

Cr Joel Silver

Cr Dan Sztrajt

Cr Nina Taylor

Apologies — Cr Tony Athanasopoulos, Cr Clare Davey

Officers

Rebecca McKenzie, CEO
Peter Swabey

Peter Jones

Paul Wood

Mark Collins

Janice Pouw

B. Matters considered

(i)  Letter — Caulfield Activity Centre planning process

(i)  Item 9.1 — Planning Scheme Amendment C149 — All properties within the
Heritage Overlay

(iii)  Item 9.4 — 1 Sinclair Street Elsternwick
(iv) Item 9.13 — Council Policy — Fraud & Corruption

(v) Urgent Business
—10.1 - MAV State Council motion — Outdoor Smoking Regulations
—10.2 — Late Andrew John (Jack) Campbell

(vi) Item 11.4 — Public Questions
(vii) Freedom of Information Request
(viii) Item 9.4 — 1 Sinclair Street Elsternwick

Pre-meeting finished at 7.28pm

18



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA 17 OCTOBER 2017

9. PRESENTATION OF OFFICERS REPORTS
9.1 | VCAT Watch
9.2 | 48 Thomas Street, Brighton East
9.3 | Bentleigh & Carnegie Interim Height Controls extension
9.4 | Transforming Murrumbeena Consultation Report
9.5 | Municipal Public Health & Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021
9.6 | Citizen of the Year Awards Advisory Committee Membership Report
9.7 | Annual Report
9.8 | Webcasting / Live Streaming of Council Meetings
9.9 | Review of Advisory Committees
9.10 | Community Engagement Policy
9.11 | Council Policy — Investments
9.12 | Changes to Council Instruments of Delegations
9.13 | Receipt of and Response to Community Open Space Expert Panel Report
9.14 | MAV State Council Motions

19




ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING 17 OCTOBER 2017

ITEM 9.1 VCAT WATCH
Author: Effie Tangalakis — Coordinator Town Planning
File No: N/A

Attachments: Table of new appeals lodged

PURPOSE AND SUMMARY

To report to Council recent Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) decisions and
to provide information about newly lodged appeals.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council notes:

1. The reported planning decisions of the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT) including the commentary provided.
2. The newly lodged planning appeals that have been lodged with VCAT.

BACKGROUND

The VCAT process is an integral part of the planning permit process and provides
opportunity for independent review of planning decisions. It allows appellants to make
changes to a proposal after Council, as the primary decision maker has determined the
application. VCAT must take into consideration any relevant planning policy.

ISSUES AND DISCUSSION

There have been no recent decisions on applications for review at VCAT that are of notable
interest.

FINANCIAL, RESOURCE AND ASSET MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS

None

POLICY AND LEGISLATIVE IMPLICATIONS

None

COMMUNICATION AND ENGAGEMENT

None

LINK TO COUNCIL PLAN

Liveable and Well Designed:
A well planned City that is a great place to live.

OFFICER DECLARATION OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST

No officers involved in the preparation of this report have any direct or indirect interest in this
matter.

CONCLUSION
N/A

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 1
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

17 OCTOBER 2017

| ATTACHMENT 1: TABLE OF NEW APPEALS LODGED

2018

Road, Ormond

COMPULSORY FULL PROPERTY PROPOSAL ZONE COUNCIL APPEAL
CONFERENCE HEARING DECISION AGAINST
(MEDIATION)
11 December 2017 | 5 December 38 Tucker Road, | Construction of two (2) double | NRZ1 Planning Permit Conditions
2017 Bentleigh storey attached dwellings (DPF)
30 January 48 Thomas Construction of two (2) double | NRZ1 No decision Failure
2018 Street, Brighton storey dwellings
East
20 February 730-734 North Request for Extension of Time | NRZ1 Refusal (manager) | Refusal

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL
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ITEM 9.2 48 THOMAS STREET, BRIGHTON EAST
Author: Paul Wood, Manager Town Planning
File No: GE/PP-30113/2016

Attachments: Advertised plans

PURPOSE AND SUMMARY

To form a position for VCAT on a Planning Permit application.

PROPOSAL Two double storey dwellings
MUNICIPAL STRATEGIC Minimal Change Area Policy
STATEMENT

APPLICANT First Angle

PLANNING SCHEME Neighbourhood Residential Zone
CONTROLS

OBJECTIONS !

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 1
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RECOMMENDATION

That Council forms a position that it would have issued a Notice of Refusal to Grant a
Planning Permit for Application No. GE/PP-30113/2016 for the construction of two double
storey dwellings at 48 Thomas Street, Brighton East on the following grounds:

1. Unit 2 would have an adverse visual bulk impact on the amenity of the adjoining
properties.

2. The proposal would not accord with the following Character Element of the Minimal
Change Area Policy at Clause 22.08 of the Glen Eira Planning Scheme.

e Street Setbacks — The inadequate front setback of Unit 1 would detract from the
garden character of the area.

e Two storey or Multiple Storey Dwellings — Unit 2 would have an adverse visual bulk
impact on the amenity of the adjoining properties.

3. The proposal would not accord with the purpose of the Neighbourhood Residential
Zone because the development does not respect neighbourhood character in relation
to the double storey built form at the rear of the site.

4.  The proposal does not satisfy the following objectives of Clause 55 (ResCode) of the
Glen Eira Planning Scheme:
e Clause 55.02-1 — Neighbourhood character.
o Clause 55.02-2 — Residential policy.
e Clause 55.03-1 — Street setback.
e Clause 55.03-8 — Landscaping.
e Clause 55.04-1 — Side and rear setbacks.
e Clause 55.04-2 — Walls on boundaries.
o Clause 55.04-6 — Overlooking.
e Clause 55.05-6 — Storage.
5. The car parking layout would not adequately accord with Design Standard 1 -
Accessways of Clause 52.06 (Car Parking) of the Glen Eira Planning Scheme due to

the lack of full corner splays and an inadequate internal radius for access to the Unit 2
garage.

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 2
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - AGENDA 17 OCTOBER 2017

BACKGROUND

The application was lodged on 28 November 2016. The application was advertised from 27
April until 15 May 2017 and 1 objection was received. The applicant lodged an appeal at
VCAT on 6 September 2017 against Council’s failure to make a decision within 60 statutory
days.

ISSUES AND DISCUSSION

Zoning and policy context
Neighbourhood character
Height, scale and massing
Amenity impacts
Landscaping

Internal amenity

Car parking and traffic
Objectors concerns

Proposal

e Construction of two double storey dwellings

e Unit 1 would have 4 bedrooms and Unit 2 would have 3 bedrooms

¢ Unit 1 would have a single garage and a tandem car space and Unit 2 would have a
double garage

e Each dwelling would have a separate driveway to Thomas Street
Unit 1 would have 72sgm of private open space and Unit 2 would have 62sqm
The dwellings would be constructed from a variety of materials including feature concrete
blockwork, timber cladding and render for the walls and a pitched metal roof

e Maximum height would be 7.45m

e Site coverage would be 48.11%

e Permeability would be 29.45%

Obijectors’ concerns

Overshadowing

Overlooking

Reduction of daylight

To limit planting of vegetation along the eastern side to ensure adequate daylight
Perception of bulk from windows on the east elevation

Referrals
Landscape Officer

e The existing tree in the front setback can be removed but larger spaces at the front and
rea of the site should be provided for the planting of canopy trees.
e Tree protection measures would be required for 2 trees on the adjoining lot to the north.

Park Services

o The street tree would not be impacted but tree protection measures would be required.

FINANCIAL, RESOURCE AND ASSET MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS

This matter is brought to Council as the applicant has lodged an application for review with the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal against Council’s failure to determine the application within
the prescribed timeframe and given that there is an objection to the application.

POLICY AND LEGISLATIVE IMPLICATIONS

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 3
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - AGENDA 17 OCTOBER 2017

Zoning and policy context

The site is located in the Minimal Change Area where the policy suggests a maximum of two

dwellings on each lot. It is policy to strongly discourage double storey dwellings at the rear of
a site as this would adversely affect the amenity of the adjoining rear yards due to visual bulk
and mass impacts, where this is not a key part of the existing character.

Neighbourhood character

The site is located in an area where the neighbourhood character comprises mainly single
and double storey dwellings with limited examples of medium density housing. Canopy trees
and other landscaping are provided in most rear and front yards. The housing stock is from a
range of eras, predominantly mid-late Twentieth Century, and there is a variety of
architectural styles.

While double storey dwellings are not uncommon, upper floors are generally limited in extent
and are not visually dominant when viewed from adjoining properties. In this case, the upper
floor of Unit 2 would extend beyond the building envelopes of adjoining development to the
north and south and be adjacent to their rear yards. Unit 2 would also be prominent when
viewed from the western side of the objector’s dwelling to the east.

Given the above, it is considered that the design response would not respect the open rear
yard character of the neighbourhood.

Height, scale and massing

The 7.4 metre height of Unit 1 is considered to be acceptable and is less than 9 metres which
is the limit for the Neighbourhood Residential Zone. Whilst the 6.7 metre height of Unit 2
would also be less than 9 metres, with compliant side setbacks, its bulk and massing would
adversely affect the amenity of the adjoining rear yards and the side of 2 McLean Avenue.

The proposed 5.7 metre ground floor front setback of Unit 1 is less than the required 7.6
metre average of the setbacks of the dwellings to the north and south. In conjunction with the
5.9 metre first floor setback, it is considered that Unit 1 would be visually prominent and
would adversely affect the streetscape.

Amenity impacts

The key issue in relation to this application is the location and extent of the upper floor of Unit
2 which would adversely affect the amenity of the adjoining properties due to visual bulk.

The length of the boundary walls on the northern side of the site exceeds the ResCode
standard of 3.2 metres and would therefore reduce the amenity of the adjoining properties.

Overlooking of adjoining properties would be possible because screening for the first floor
habitable room windows has not been shown.

Landscaping

Due to the proposed minimal front setback and the scale of Unit 2 at the rear of the site and a
rear easement, there is limited space for the planting of canopy trees. Larger front and rear
setbacks are needed to improve landscaping opportunities.

Internal amenity

The dwellings would provide a suitable level of amenity for future residents with good access
to sunlight and daylight and adequate private open space. However, the required 6 cubic
metres of convenient, externally accessible storage has not been shown on the plans.

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 4
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - AGENDA 17 OCTOBER 2017

Car Parking and Traffic

Car parking provision would be adequate and complies with planning scheme requirements.
Two car spaces would be provided for each dwelling. However, the bend in the driveway to
Unit 2’s garage would not have the required 4 metre internal radius and would not allow
convenient access. Furthermore, the corner splays are shown but are partly outside the lot
boundaries.

COMMUNICATION AND ENGAGEMENT

1. Public Notice (Statutory)
e 9 properties notified
e 12 notices sent (owners and occupiers)
e 1 sign erected on site
o 1 objections received

2. Planning Conference (Non Statutory)
No Planning Conference was held in relation to this application.

LINK TO COUNCIL PLAN
Liveable and Well Designed:

A well planned City that is a great place to live.

OFFICER DECLARATION OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST

No officers involved in the preparation of this report have any direct or indirect interest in this
matter.

CONCLUSION

That Council form a positon for VCAT that had it been in a position to determine the
application, it would have issued a Notice of Refusal to Grant a Planning Permit.

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 5
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AREA SCHEDULE

Site Coverage:

Site Area 557.00m?
Townhouses  268.00m? 48.11%
Impermeable Surfaces Coverage:
Townhouses 268.00m*  48.11%
Drive/Paths  125.00m? 22.44%
TOTAL 393.00m*  70.55%

PARKING SCHEDULE

Car Parking Provisions:
Townhouse 1 2 Spaces Provided

Townhouse 2 2 Spaces Provided

Unit 1 - Areas Schedule
Ground Floor 95.00m?
First Floor 70.00m?
Porch 4.00m2
Garage 23.00m?
TOTAL 182.00m?
Unit 2 - Areas Schedule
Ground Floor 100.00m?
First Floor 57.00m?
Porch 4.00m?
Garage 36.00m?
TOTAL 197.00m2

=l i
FIRSTANG GILE

PO BOX 65 BENTLEIGH EAST, VICTORIA 3165
Ph0422581227  Email mark@firstangle.com.au

29

Copyright reserved. No part of these plan may be reproduced or
transmitted in any form without the written permission of Firstangle Pty Ltd.

STREET
GARAGE
ADVERT:sED by AN
% —-~—-7(n" l_g__
2 ;
£ § §
COVERED o
4  F HW
u ALFRESCO
oy | ebed0 ; 5707 |
T iy :\_?\3. 3658 91°31"  ismpunes %@ E
oy 5 # -
[ J S 5745 g
" s ¢
Y /
E # 4
R 4 - Y |
I /7/ iy v A _
& é &
I\;% /(‘\% g
457N §
7 SR
Trd = W
b . DL\
M } LA AT
i vl ane EF - N A
S e B e R 104 G Hoe
rosh ?ﬁ, 48Thaaias Slreet~=§ e N | el
iﬁ“—k P 9.3357?'“2‘ . §§ = DA (e =R | A AP
s W._ be¥ e ‘._ ;05+:' £l . : L ":_7_/ ¢ 2}'-8. y %
|7 s s ] — :
.l : ‘:7
W S
".‘“\ /}'
p N e 46 THOMAS
N STREET
(GROUND DETAIL 0BSCURED)
\ (j . {BY SCREEN VEGETATION)
S TR gt
w g 48 Thomas Street, Brighton East A03- 18
Susie & Michael Minski SHEET SIZE - A2




s g I RT'SED Bl AR
21 2 - Ly
g . T
o
POS
COVERED
B ALFRESCO
e
3658 91931 ismmeames
1 i\
B :l'z Joldy
EC87 .. 5}
) | P |
0
Double E
Garage o 8 =
5500 2 -
&
- W1
. W
Meals Living < FROSTED)
_ - \
untfon Fo et 8 W vy e : l ‘v'J,U B B
) T it 4 =
b : R =
@E%“miis Thomas Street Tallin e Uk =
3 BB Dw LS =
B il e}'ﬁm i R A T a
. = ‘
| 356 B s Lo s | =
1 Length OF Wall OnBondary ' Ground Floar Setback
7 EAVE 259
] / A
. 4 out
> BULDNG
b W 46 THOMAS
(GROUND DETAIL 0BSCURED)
- D& (BY SCREEN VEGETATION)
g W
| 1 N Proposed Ground Floor DATE: 1811/16
TOWN PLANNING DOCUMENT - PRELIMINARY RFI SUBMISSION - 10/02/17 SCALE - 1:100
FIRSTA ANGILE w g 48 Thomas Street, Brighton East AD4- 18
PO BOX 65 BENTLEIGH EAST, VICTORIA 3165 Susie & Michael Minski SHEET SIZE - A2
Ph 0422 581 227 Emainmmsan;kmzu

Copyright reserved. No part of these plan may be reproduced or
transmitted in any form without the written permission of Firstangle Pty Lid.

30



GARAGE
RIDGE g ] T
1 g
g
POS
COVERED
HW
3\ | | ALRESCO :
Ly PSRNy,
3658 91°31"  ismewnes Se| VS B
4
T T '|'<3 = l—‘ |
_f,afI)Q\ |__4___ ‘3—-——.——n{—-j——_| | e
b mb LT r i R N4\ I v
3 +& B — 1 N p
= st | By EFEL - S
I'I.-II.IJ Bea?\ |8 DE DE BE | | iy IR Y &
o ‘ - 1 6'1;1~-,§\+
= PE3N FE | Toho e 8
w — | . %81‘3.4 ol
==l Bed 2 T \L"Lr:)_)\" a g
= LT n . g
E Par | | I gli‘?::gck?/r-
m =] pRIEY ¢
> | TS Y
— }? l:; o g
— ——_—— . —————— L ) e J
2 e b L
=/ = St L ME
i — s JO & B b
O "“5‘4%55 A bt e
— v AP o, |3
= Bhe | ' o T
==Y | i . H
1.5mh PALNGS
7 | 7
1 \ / A L
1 ‘ ”.\)v/ m
b " 46 THOMAS
(GROUND DETAL 0BSCURED)
= D& (BY SCREEN VEGETATION)
£ ™
I ! A m;ﬁ‘m&m - PRELIMINARY RFI SUBMISSION - 1000217 Dﬁé“f:‘:&
FIRGSTANGILE 48 Thomas Street, Brighton East A05-18
PO BOX 65 BENTLEIGH EAST, VICTORIA 3165 " E Susiemischaei Minsﬁ o SHEET SIZE -A2
Ph 0422581 227  Email mark@firstangle.com.au Copyright reserved. No part of these plan may be reproduced or

transmitted in any form without the written permission of Firstangle Pty Lid.

31



== Al
T

f
it

i

Proposed West Elevation

¥l
i
:, LT E)
T S | SRR UN | KUP-L0GK SHEETROORNG
taeoamwm —t— ————-—ft——-— = ____“'m""" R
| STANED VERTCAL TMGER A1 20 ROOF FTCH —
I CLADONG
g
B e e b ettt Ee—at— m= = = == —=——=c===-—————___~--— — oz £
'STAMED VERTICAL TIMBER CLADDING T0_
PAEL LIFT GARAGE DOOR
Proposed South Elevation
= i N Proposed West & South Elevations DATE: 18/11/16
TOWN PLANNING DOCUMENT - PRELIMINARY RFI N - 100217 SCALE - 1:100
FIRSTANGILE w g 48 Thomas Street, Brighton East AD6-18
EAST, VICTORIA 3165 Susie & Michael Minski SHEET SIZE -2

PO BOX 65 BENTLEIGH
Ph0422581 227 Email mark@firstangle.com.au Copyright reserved. No part of these plan may be reproduced or
transmitted in any form without the written permission of Firstangle Pty Ltd.

32



1550
KUPLOCK SHEET -
§ K ROUFIG AT 2 TR STANED VERTICAL TR r
A i siient ot o] oot e s e S R —
N
i %1 B
| ‘STAINED VERTICAL TMBER, s . p——p—
g S % g ]
I —
g % £
EFREEEE S SN L~ = | [F
B e e —
gw
g ! H

(L]

Proposed North Elevation

LI N Proposed East & North Elevations DATE: 18/11/16

TOWN PLANNING DOCUMENT - PRELIMINARY RFI N - 100217 SCALE - 1:100

F I RSTANTGILE w g 48 Thomas Street, Brighton East AO7-18

PO BOX 65 BENTLEIGH EAST, VICTORIA 3165 Susie & Michael Minski SHEET SIZE - A2
Ph0422 581227 Emall mark@firtangle.com.au

Copyright reserved. No part of these plan may be reproduced or
transmitted in any form without the written permission of Firstangle Pty Lid.

33



N/ g
£ :
2y g
- | & £ é
COVERED e
) I
W N 0 5 | a0 : : 5707~ |
e Si2 || >, presateck] O T Tegh 0l Wal i Bonday 37 3658 91°31'  isummunes .pfwm.
59 | S TR U /s i \ | | 0
= 3 g / 7
&% . \ . e F
Tou 22 5 A— Line OFSight / P b 4 /
AL RVET 2= « 2500 7 %
E =] .7 e /: B 7 v '
LLY 2%
or 2256 Qf) & [t - 7 v A b ‘. ]
— pa =
w s B g &
~ A7) A 2
p . (& - HE
B, . HW
< 4 ¢ A (FROSTED)
s = 2L A \
A, _"I, P e s A
w) FE, o A
= ,' - - ‘tb ? T B A ;
= X 3 7% N At ”
2 I |
= |E [ )3 _
{ 4 L2 i A s ]
' %58 oM. | T e oD .
ot it | |m
2 EAVEZS f
““ /l e | |
‘.}\ % W HW HW
Y ‘I':‘\'\ //’) POS
R | | 46 THOMAS
~F STREET
(BROUND DETAI OBSCURED)
04 {BY SCREEN VEGETATION)
E E o HE ™
N—\ ¢ .
A mﬂ&hﬁWﬁ-mmw- 1000217 mﬂ'ﬂ:’
FIRSTANGITLE 48 Thomas Street, Brighton East =
o LBOES BENTLEIGH EAST,VICTORIA 3165 5 3 Susie & Michael Minski SHeET S22

Copyright reserved. No part of these plan may be reproduced or
transmitted in any form without the written permission of Firstangle Pty Ltd.

34



FIRSTANSGILE

PO BOX 65 BENTLEIGH EAST, VICTORIA 3165
Ph 0422581 227  Email mark@firstangle.com.au

Copyright reserved. No part of these plan may be reproduced or
transmitted in any form without the written permission of Firstangle Pty Ltd.

35

! —
< -
: " §
=
- % E
5 e ﬁ i
COVERED
\ i = AFRESCO
lgvl aJ T
i ul g, EHERRD N
il 2 B W 4 “T}E 3658 91981 1smpumss P T f\~
Hige >
> — d
i BT KT S VR 4 L (
A :_ ¥ v\)"._.l‘g v S 5 //'f |
Feit e Lol A /9'%/
LS g% J vl o
I A A AT AT /
- : F g ATy s
Y AN AL 5 e
sl , 5y
g o __/{ g g
Bas - (&
-;-' ” 282 Ard T W \"’"
SV a7 PPN (FROSTED)
.‘2_}5!‘:‘8 e ’.,‘/ e [ A‘\
\ ', 7 iyl B tiek v e
\gJ 2 // 31\ B [.5 ,=so’5/ 4 /-HJ'
¥ o 3 b V4 j =
s P ANB
3 77 A = ; J,f // g -
p i "Q{A -.+‘ . o / :
o 22 ol P I
e @3, ¥ v o) = )‘
i o % LU 7
1 ~ )
o |k 3658 2B/ 1.5m PALINGS COVERED
\_O !: “\'--_ - AREA
& | 7 EAVE259
/ — V|
W A, ’r/ HW HW out
W, Pa BULONG
|\ ‘\‘\ ./f’,
A E W 46 THOMAS
(BROUND DETAIL 0BSCURED)
0 (BY SCREEN VEGETATION)
g g |z HW
4 .
N i .
e et e MNARY 51 SEMESION. W7 e
w E 48 Thomas Street, Brighton East AN-18
Susie & Michael Minski SIZE - A2



g
COVERED POS
ALFRESCO
570-),
bambomny TN 3558 9190 ‘-"’“"‘q‘“%— PN
v A -
AR
A28
55 4
4 . )]
W gl®
FROSTED)
i
Sl |
—— PiE
i E:
i =
= 4 | .
1.5mh PALINGS ,qu - z
EAVE2SS
— A
HW HW ouT
= POS
e 46 THOMAS
STREET
(GROUND DETAL DBSCLRED)
o {BY SCREEN VEGETATION)
g gz "
:
% PO

Proposed 3PM Shadow DATE: 181116

TOWN PLANNING DOCUMENT - PRELIMINARY RFI SUBMISSION - 10/02/17 SCALE - 1:100

F IRSTANGILE w E 48 Thomas Street, Brighton East Al4-18

PO BOX 65 BENTLEIGH EAST, VICTORIA 3165 Susie & Michael Minski EHEET,SEE A2
PhO422581 227 Emall mark@fistangle.com.au

Copyright reserved. No part of these plan may be reproduced or
transmitied in any form without the writlen permission of Firstangle Py Ltd.

36



AR .
i rl a a)
' 4 d" A < l‘.l:;‘":.? .
. | i R 7 IS, Pl
i < - a, e T v.‘-_‘.c
a5 St g ’ g
N - E
; . i 1 ”
a 24 a i = - e Rl eee——a W= £l
4 4 a B y,
pheatn -l i IR J5 & S
< a 3 4a
ad ¥ e s < a »
4 4 %
@ 4 G v 3 L2 ), - =
a ’ ¥ e § 4 gz
L s & N -
© 8 - & a N
ﬁ < s 4 e a L ®,
w [ L a
a @ oa ja < 4 % * a
4 d 2 E 4
- 4 a
“ e e Jro o o a
- - - & e
e s a4 4 -4 E °
g * = = £ a
B i 4 ~ —| 3 .
§ a b w 2] P
N - A s 9 a o
aic 2 4
- £ = T T
| 3060 Lo | 6310 4000
g G 7
Proposed Front Fence Plan View
AT BLACK METAL F 1000 " 2200 1850 ¥ !
EXPOSED STEEL BEAMS |
— N [ |
= i |
= I : s |
| 2 1 1 I
y 3490 b " 3280 540, 600 | 4000 L
7| 47 % A 44 - 1=
240 230 230 630 | &
STACK BOND CONCRETE g
! BLOCK-WORK GARDEN BEDS |8
= I
z!
H I
Proposed Front Fence Elevation
(. N Proposed Front Fence Layout DATE: 18/41/16
TOWN PLANNING DOCUMENT - PRELIMINARY RFI SUBMISSION - 10/02/17 SCALE - 1:50
FIRSTANGILE w g 48 Thomas Street, Brighton East A15-18
Susie & Michael Minski SHEELSUEAZ

PO BOX 65 BENTLEIGH EAST, VICTORIA 3165
Ph 0422581227  Email mark@firstangle.com. Copyright reserved. No part of these plan may be reproduced or
transmitted in any form without the written pemmission of Firstangle Pty Ltd.

37



PLANT SCHEDULE NOTES
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ITEM 9.3 BENTLEIGH & CARNEGIE INTERIM HEIGHT CONTROLS
EXTENSION

Author: Aidan Mullen, Manager City Futures

File No: N/A

Attachments: N/A

PURPOSE AND SUMMARY

This report seeks to revise the timeframe for Council’s current structure planning work in
order to respond to emerging community concern about the time in which to provide
feedback and a to enable a greater understanding of municipal-wide dwelling forecasts.

Based on revised timeframes, this report seeks Council’s permission to request an extension
to the current interim height controls over Bentleigh and Carnegie activity centers. This report
also seeks Council’s permission to request minor updates to the planning scheme that have
been raised through consultation.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. revises their adopted timeframes for the Carnegie, Bentleigh and Elsternwick Structure
Plan program to extend consultation to a 6 week process between 30 October and
11 December 2017.

2. revises the adopted timeframes for the East Village Structure Plan program to begin a
4 week consultation process between 18 November and 18 December 2017.

3. receives a report for consideration of adoption of these four structure plans along with
Quality Design Guidelines in February 2018.

4, requests the Minister for Planning to approve a 12 month extension of the Carnegie
and Bentleigh interim height controls in accordance with Section 20(A) of the Planning
and Environment Act 1987.

5.  requests the Minister for Planning to correct a minor error regarding a Public
Acquisition Overlay (PA04) applied to 93 Mimosa Road and 11 Mile End Road for
future Public Open Space in accordance with Section 20(A) of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987.

6. requests the Minister for Planning to correct a minor word error in the Minimal Change
Policy Clause 22.08-3.1 in accordance with Section 20(A) of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987.

BACKGROUND

Following an extensive review of the Glen Eira Planning Scheme, Council adopted a four
year work plan on 9 August 2016. At the following Council meeting on 30 August 2016,
Council resolved to seek the Minister’s approval for new interim height controls over the
commercial areas in Bentleigh and Carnegie activity centres.
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In order to deliver the priority areas of the Planning Scheme Review, mainly Structure Plans
and Design Guidelines, Council committed to a 12-18 month engagement program at the
Council Meeting on December 2016.

On 4 April 2017 the Minister introduced interim height controls over Bentleigh and Carnegie
in response to Council’s request. These controls are scheduled to expire on 31 December
2017 which aligns with Council’s currently adopted structure plan timeframes.

ISSUES AND DISCUSSION

Revised Structure Plan Timeframes

Following Council’s adoption of the current structure plan timeframes, Officers have been
committed to delivering meaningful engagement and high quality strategic work over a short
12 month period. The final Draft Structure Plans are scheduled for consultation in September
and October with Council to consider adoption in December 2017.

The most recent round of engagement ran over a five week period between 26 July and
3 September 2017 with 480 submissions received (130 submissions for Bentleigh,

120 submissions for Carnegie and 217 submissions for Elsternwick, as well as another
13 separate submissions for the Quality Design Principles).

Forums were held in each centre with 58 people attending the Bentleigh forum, 78 attending
the Carnegie forum and 88 attending the Elsternwick forum. As well as the forums, Council
Officers were present at the Bentleigh, Carnegie and Elsternwick libraries over 12 days to
answer specific questions regarding the draft concept plans.

Although consultation has been building over a number of stages since December 2016,
importantly this most recent stage was the first time the community has considered new
building plans for Bentleigh, Carnegie and Elsternwick. As such, this round of consultation is
where the future plans start to become a lot more tangible to residents and landowners in
these centres and for many, this round of consultation was their first time of engagement.

Apart from specific feedback on the proposals within the structure plans, there has been
community feedback regarding the overall process including:

- Requests for city-wide dwelling forecasts that inform the structure planning

- Improved communication to all residents and landowners within the study area for
the next stage of engagement

- An appropriate level of detail for best consideration of positive and negative impacts
of the proposals

- Ensure the next round of consultation period allows affected parties enough time to
read through the released information in detail, attend information sessions and
provide a response to Council.

Officers believe it is important for these community concerns to be addressed however, to do
s0, the adopted timeframes will need to be amended. As such, it is proposed to move the
next round of consultation to now run between 30 October and 11 December 2017 for
Bentleigh, Carnegie and Elsternwick activity centres. The next East Village structure plan
consultation is now proposed to run between 18 November and 18 December 2017.

These amended dates mean that a Council report for consideration cannot now be made in
December 2017 and will need to now occur in February 2018.
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If Council adopts the Structure Plans in February 2018, Officers will then prepare the detailed
planning scheme amendment. Timeframes for an amendment process this large can be
difficult to predict, however an assumed timeframe is outlined below:

2017

30 October — Bentleigh, Carnegie and Elsternwick Stage 6 consultation
11 December | Quality Design Guidelines consultation

18 November — | East Village Structure Plan consultation
18 December

2018

February Ordinary Council Meeting — Consider Adoption of Structure Plans, Quality
Design Guidelines and an updated Activity Centre, Housing and Local
Economy Strategy

March - May Prepare Amendment to implement the above adopted policies including

updating the Municipal Strategic Statement, Local Policies and zone
schedules, as well as introducing new controls over structure plan areas.

June Ordinary Council Meeting — Request authorisation from Minister (including
new interim height controls over Bentleigh, Carnegie and Elsternwick
based on proposed amendment)

July Receive authorisation from Minister, prepare exhibition (15,000+ letters)

August - Public Exhibition — 6 weeks

October

October - Review submissions and prepare Council report

November

December Ordinary Council Meeting — Consider submissions and request Panel

2019

January Directions hearing for Panel late January

February - Panel late February

March

April Receive Panel report with recommendations

May - June Ordinary Council Meeting — Consider Panel Report and Request Minister
Approval

June onwards | Await Minister’s decision

It is important to note that this process involves:

- A formal public exhibition and consultation process
- Seeking new interim height controls based on the adopted Structure Plans

Extension of Interim Height Controls in Bentleigh and Carnegie

The interim height controls that have been approved by the Minister are based on Council's
adopted timeframes. Given the proposed extension of consultation dates, it is recommended
that Officers prepare an amendment request to extend the current interim height controls at
Bentleigh and Carnegie in line with the new timelines.

It is proposed that updated interim controls would be lodged with the Planning Minister at the
same time that Council seeks authorisation for the Structure Plan amendment. Based on the
preliminary timeframe outlined earlier in this report, this is expected to occur in June 2018.

A 12 month extension from the current expiry date (31 December 2017) would allow for:

- the Amendment application to be made in June 2018
- appropriate time for the Minister to consider the request and make a decision
- Any delays due to State Government election
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In order for the current controls to be extended in the most expedient manner it is proposed
that no changes are made to the current controls other than the expiry date. However, it is
noted that new interim controls that reflect a future adopted structure plan will be lodged
when an Amendment is sought in 2018.

Other Edits to the Planning Scheme

As part of the recent consultation process, two minor issues with the current wording of the
Glen Eira Planning Scheme have been identified. It is proposed that these minor issues are
also requested to be addressed by a fast track process.

These two issues are outlined below:
Minimal Change Policy

Recently the State Government amended the Neighbourhood Residential Zone to remove
the state wide cap of two dwellings per residential lot within this zone and replace it with a
new ‘minimum garden area’ requirement.

Glen Eira has had a long standing local policy for the Minimal Change Areas affected by the
Neighbourhood Residential Zone. Given recent changes to the zoning schedule, it is very
important that this policy continue to outline Council’s clear intent to protect and enhance the
low-rise change character within these areas and outline clear decision guidelines for when
considering new planning applications.

As part of the Quality Design Guidelines work, Officers have recently become aware of a
minor technical error in the policy wording. Within the application section of the policy (22.08-
3.1, page 12 of 16) the third dot point refers to the ‘General Residential Zone’ rather than the
‘Neighbourhood Residential Zone’.

Within the policy (under Where does this policy apply?) it is clearly stated that the policy
applies to all residential development requiring a planning permit on land in a Neighbourhood
Residential Zone and is therefore an error that requires correction.

Minor technical errors such as these are often resolved by the Minister (through the
Department) by amending the Planning Scheme without requiring exhibition. It is proposed
that Officers prepare an amendment request to amend the wording as this is an obvious
technical error.

93 Mimosa Road and 11 Mile End Road, Carnegie

As part of the Carnegie Structure Plan work, officers have recently become aware of a minor
technical error in the study area.

The properties at 93 Mimosa Road and 11 Mile End Road, Carnegie currently have a Public
Acquisition Overlay (PAO4) applied to them for the purpose of Council acquiring the
properties in the future for public open space. Whilst the zoning map shows the Public
Acquisition Overlay, a Schedule in the Planning Scheme, which lists all types of PAOs, does
not include the PAO4 which is specifically for the purpose of Public Open Space.

In the same way as the above technical error for the Minimal Change Area Policy, it is
proposed that Officers prepare an amendment request to fix this technical error.
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FINANCIAL, RESOURCE AND ASSET MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS
N/A
POLICY AND LEGISLATIVE IMPLICATIONS

As outlined in this report, it is proposed that Council seeks to request an amendment to the
Glen Eira Planning Scheme for the four specific changes below:

- Extend the current interim height controls in Bentleigh by 12 months
- Extend the current interim height controls in Carnegie by 12 months
- Amend wording error in Minimal Change Area Policy

- Amend schedule error in Public Acquisition Overlay

COMMUNICATION AND ENGAGEMENT

As these amendments are administrative, it is proposed that no engagement or formal public
exhibition process is required. This is in line with the Minister’s powers as outlined in Section
20(A) of the Planning and Environment Act 1987.

However, it is proposed that if Council resolves to seek these amendments the following
communication would occur:

- Inform the Bentleigh and Carnegie communities of the updated timeframes and
changes to the interim controls through the various communication channels that
are currently being used for the purpose of Structure Plan engagement

- Inform Glen Eira community of amendment to Minimal Change Area Policy through
media release and on Council’s website

- Notify owners of 93 Mimosa Road and 11 Mile End Road through a written letter

OFFICER DECLARATION OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST

No officers involved in the preparation of this report have any direct or indirect interest in this
matter.

LINK TO COUNCIL PLAN

Theme One — Liveable and Well Designed
2 Encourage Development that Benefits the Community
3 Proactively Plan for and Manage Change within our Urban Places

CONCLUSION

This report seeks to extend the interim height controls to allow Council to undertake
appropriate consultation and preparation of the important Structure Plan work. This report
also seeks to make minor amendments to the Glen Eira Planning Scheme to ensure that the
intent of the Minimal Changes Area Policy is retained and that the Public Acquisition Overlay
accurately reflects identified Public Open Space.
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ITEM 9.4 TRANSFORMING MURRUMBEENA CONSULTATION REPORT

Author: Rachel Ollivier, Group Manager Property, Environment &
Sustainability

File No: N/A

Attachments: 1 — Mailout letter to residents regarding latest consultation
2 — Comments in full from “Have your say” discussion board
3 - Feedback received by email, phone and other channels
4 — Summary written feedback from information session
5 — Local Area Traffic Management Plan

PURPOSE AND SUMMARY

To present the community feedback received from the Transforming Murrumbeena Together
consultation, on the options for Neerim Road and the proposed link road. This report outlines
5 refined options based on the feedback for Councillors consideration and to provide
direction.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council adopts Option 4 of the report - Two way traffic on Neerim Road, tree avenue
planting, link road and

1. Implements the proposed local area traffic management treatments (shown in yellow in
attachment 5) as part of the works;

2. Commences planning to implement additional local area traffic treatments (shown in
orange in attachment 5) including seeking VicRoads approval; and

3. Writes to the Minister for Public Transport, The Hon Jacinta Allan MP and Kevin Devlin,
CEO of the Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) requesting that the proposed
Integrated Development Opportunity be shifted to the east to allow the creation of a
village green in the heart of Murrumbeena consistent with recent community
consultation.

OR

That Council adopts Option 5 of the report - Two way traffic on Neerim Road, southern tree
line planting, no link road and

1. Commences planning to implement additional local area traffic treatments on
Murrumbeena and Neerim Road only (shown in orange) and Railway Parade (shown in
yellow in attachment 5) including seeking VicRoads approval where required; and
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2. Writes to the Minister for Public Transport, The Hon Jacinta Allan MP and Kevin Devlin,
CEO of the Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) requesting that:

a) That the land set aside for the construction of the link road be used to create
additional parking; and

b)  The proposed Integrated Development Opportunity be shifted to the east to allow
the creation of a village green in the heart of Murrumbeena consistent with recent
community consultation.

BACKGROUND

Murrumbeena is changing, with new developments, level crossing removals and station
works.

With the State Government’s level crossing works now underway in Murrumbeena, Council
wants to support our community through this period and help create a better shopping centre
in the long term.

To explore how to best to integrate these significant changes into the Murrumbeena Village

shopping strip, Council has been consulting with the community through several stages since
November 2016.

Earlier consultation stages to develop a vision and explore broad concepts

Between November 2016 to February 2017 we asked ‘what you love about your shopping
strip?’. This helped us to form a long term community vision for Murrumbeena:

Murrumbeena will be a leafy and green local centre with a strong community and
environment focus. With a mix of local businesses to meet residents’ daily needs, the
accessible, pedestrian-friendly centre will maintain a safe village feel and embrace its
local history.

In this first stage: ‘Tell us what you love about your shopping strip’ - we heard:
More plants, vegetation and street scaping and pedestrian crossings.
Value amenity.

Foster a variety of local businesses.

Lack of medical services.

Better transport linkages.

Oppose multi-storey apartments and new developments.

In stage two of our consultation (March to April 2017):Transforming our neighbourhoods
together — Council shared four broad concept ideas designed to help achieve the vision
along with a range of possible variations about detailed issues such as intersection
treatments.

Many respondents supported introducing a green town square and strengthening
Murrumbeena'’s village feel, as well as strengthening the connections with local open spaces.

This has been a consistent theme throughout all stages of consultation and has informed
Councils advocacy with the LXRA and Government with a particular focus on the location of
the planned Integrated Development Opportunity site currently proposed within the
Murrumbeena commuter car park.
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One of the concept ideas was transitioning Neerim Road to a pedestrian friendly centre.
Some respondents saw this as an opportunity to revive the centre and create a distinct
identity for Murrumbeena. They supported changes to make the shopping strip a safer, more
pedestrian and cyclist friendly centre. Some also liked the idea of allowing cafes/restaurants
to extend their businesses further into the street.

Many strongly opposed the concept — in particular a full closure of Neerim Road and the
inclusion of the link road. The main concerns were around increased traffic in local streets,
the inconvenience for local residents, and access and pedestrian safety, especially around
Murrumbeena Primary School.

There was concern that changes to traffic movement and reduced access to parking might
have a negative effect on traders who rely on passing traffic.

In stage two: ‘Transforming our neighbourhoods together’, the key concerns were:

. Maintaining or increasing the number of car spaces for both commuters and visitors.

. Minimise the impact on local traders and continue to support them.

. Increased traffic on local streets that are not equipped to take more traffic.

. Pedestrian safety — particularly Murrumbeena Primary School students and other
children.

. Changed travel patterns which may cause an unnecessary disruption to the
community’s day-to-day activities.

We also received feedback that people wanted wider consultation, access to more
information and more specific plans with detail on items such as location of bus stops.

From May to June 2017, Council consulted on its Activity Centre strategy for the whole of the
municipality, which has since been adopted. This incorporated the vision for Murrumbeena.

Further streetscape design consultation August and September 2017

The feedback from stage two resulted in some design challenges. It quickly became clear
that fitting in more trees and more parking, and leaving Neerim Road as two way wasn’t
going to be possible - and that whatever decision Council made, there would need to be
tradeoffs.

Council decided it was important to seek further community feedback on more refined
options. This was viewed as particularly important considering the community requests for
further consultation and more detailed plans.

The feedback from stage two was used to narrow down the broad concepts to two more
detailed concepts for further consultation. The broad concept of full pedestrianisation of
Neerim Road at the shops was not explored further.

Two concepts (refer to designs included in the mailout in attachment 1) were developed in
more detail and incorporated elements aimed to address key priorities and concerns raised
by the community. The key improvements in each were:

Design one — exploring Neerim Road with one way traffic to create a pedestrian area
o Addition of significantly more car parking
o Careful design of the Ardyne and Railway Pde intersection to both avoid restricting
local resident’s access and make rat running undesirable.
e Improved pedestrian crossings, particularly to Murrumbeena Primary School at the
Hobart and Neerim Road intersection
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Design two — introducing trees and greenery into a 2 way streetscape with no link road
e Addition of trees and greenery into the streetscape
e Maximisation of car-parking including addition of a couple more
e Improved pedestrian crossings, particularly to Murrumbeena Primary School at the
Hobart and Neerim Road intersection

Specialist advice to address key concerns

To ensure that concerns raised by the community in stage two were considered fully and
wherever possible addressed through design, Council sought specialist advice on traffic,
economic development and urban design. Three specialist consultants were engaged to
review the two proposed designs independently and outline the benefits and impacts of each
(the technical reports are available on the “have your say website”:
http://www.haveyoursaygleneira.com.au/Murrumbeena/documents ).

These consultant reports were available to residents in full on Council’'s website. Residents
were invited to speak directly to the consultants at Council’s information session in August.

Promotion and consultation

Promotion of the consultation process was designed to ensure the community had the
opportunity to take part in a variety of ways. Promotion included:

e Direct mail to 8,000 households (refer to attachment 1)

o Email notification to participants in stage one and two who requested to be kept
informed

e Meetings and/or phone calls with key stakeholders including the traders association
and Murrumbeena Primary School
Large signage in Murrumbeena shopping centre
Adverts in the local Leader newspaper

The community was invited to provide comments in a number of ways, whichever was most
convenient for them including online discussion boards, email, mail, or written on card or in
person as part of the information session.

The feedback received during the consultation period through the various channels is
attached. A video of the information session can be viewed and a summary of feedback
received by officers is attached (refer to attachment 3).

ISSUES AND DISCUSSION

Design options further developed

Based on community feedback from consultation and considering specialist advice, officers
have further developed the designs for consideration. Five design options are outlined.

e Design 1 and 2 are substantially similar to those that were released during stage four
of the community consultation, with some minor changes from feedback incorporated.

e Design 3 and 4 are both further hybrids of design 1 and 2. They were developed to
reflect the community feedback for 2 way access on Neerim Road and additional
technical advice.
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o Design 5 was developed as an alternative arrangement to option 2.

All five design options discussed in this paper include some on street car parking that doesn’t
currently exist as the LXRA has confirmed that the commuter car will have only one driveway

to access it from the Neerim Road shops, which will free up some space.

Summary of main benefits and impacts

Benefits Impacts Overall
Design option 1 - e Introduce taller e One way on Vv Parking
Avenue planting, trees on South NeerimRoad | vV Trees
one way Neerim side of street would increase | vV Traffic
Road, link road e 22 additional car traffic using vV Pedestrians
parks Western part v'v' Economic

e Large pedestrian
precinct at South
Western end of
Neerim Road.

of Railway Pde
and Melbourne
St.

Buses move to
Murrumbeena
Road &
Railway Pde

development

Design option 2 —
Central planting,
two way Neerim
Road, no link road

e 7 additional car
parks

e Introduce taller
trees in central
planting (along
the centre of
Neerim Road)

Equal longest
delays of the
options for
traffic in all
directions at
Murrumbeena
and Neerim
Road
intersection
Central
planting
means it's not
possible to
pass a parking
car

Buses remain
on Neerim
Road
impacting car
park and
footpath
trading
opportunities

v Parking

vV Trees

- Traffic

- Pedestrians

v Economic
development

Design option 3 —
Central planting,
two way Neerim
Road, link road

e 12 additional car
parks

e Introduce taller
trees in central
planting (along
the centre of
Neerim Road)

e Two way traffic
on Neerim Road
provides good
access for
residents

Buses move to
Murrumbeena
Road &
Railway Pde
Central
planting
means it's not
possible to
pass a parking
car

vV Parking

vV Trees

vv' v Traffic

- Pedestrians

v Economic
development
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Design option 4 — Introduce taller Buses move to | v Parking
Avenue planting, trees as avenue Murrumbeena | vv'Y Trees

two way Neerim planting — Road & v'v'v' Traffic
Road, link road. considered best Railway Pde v’V Pedestrians

practice for
urban design
Achieves 3m
wider footpath on
Southern side of
Neerim Road
Same number of
car parks as
existing (up to 3
extra possible)
Two way traffic
on Neerim Road
provides good

v'v' Economic
development

access for

residents
Design option 5 — Introduce taller Equal longest | v Parking
southern tree line tree planting on delays of the vv'v Trees
planting, two way southern side of options for - Traffic
Neerim Road, no Neerim Road traffic in all v Pedestrians
link road. Achieves slightly directions at v Economic

wider footpath on Murrumbeena | development

southern side of and Neerim

Neerim Road Road

7 additional car
parks

intersection
Buses remain

Two way traffic on Neerim
on Neerim Road Road
provides good impacting car
access for park and
residents footpath
trading
opportunities
Key:
- As existing
v Some improvement
v'v" Improved
v'v'v' Significant improvement
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Design Option 1— One way Neerim Road; link road

This design provides significantly more parking and a much wider pedestrian precinct at the south western end of
Neerim Road shops.

It is only able to achieve this by changing to one-way vehicle traffic on Neerim Road at the shops, which also

requires the link road to be connected. West-bound traffic would increase on Railway Parade west of the link
road as well as on Melbourne Road.
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Design Option 2 — Two way Neerim Road; central trees and no link road

This design introduces street trees through tree planting down the centre of Neerim Road. The footpath width
would be the same as existing. It provides some more parking (7 extra car parks) compared to existing
conditions. No link road is included. This design is anticipated to result in the highest levels of average delays
for all vehicles using the Murrumbeena Road / Neerim Road intersection. Central planting would mean vehicles
would need to wait for cars in front of them to finish parking.

The 7 extra car parks are possible as a single driveway is proposed into the commuter car park, where
. previously there have been several access points.
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Design Option 3 (new) — Two way traffic Neerim Road; central trees and link road

This design option introduces street trees through tree planting down the centre of Neerim Road and provides
12 more car parks than currently provided. The footpath width would be in the same location as existing.

Five (5) of the extra car parks are possible only because the bus stops move onto Murrumbeena Road, which is
made possible by the link road. Seven (7) of the extra car parks are possible due to the proposed one
. driveway into the commuter car park, where previously there have been several. Some through-traffic is
\ expected to move from Neerim Road shops to the link road and Western end of Railway Parade. Central
planting would mean vehicles have to wait for cars in front of them to finish parking.
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Option 4
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Design Option 4 (new) — Two way traffic on Neerim Road, tree avenue planting and link road

This design achieves a wider footpath (by approximately 3m) all the way along the southern side of Neerim
Road shops and an avenue of street trees on both sides of the street (in outstands on the north side and within
the footpath on the south side). The design drawn achieves the same number of car parks as existing with 22
trees, but it could be refined to achieve up to 3 extra car parks (with 16 trees).

It is achieved by narrowing the two way traffic lanes and moving the bus stops onto Murrumbeena Road, which
is made possible by the link road. Some through-traffic is expected to move from Neerim Road shops to the link
road and Western end of Railway Parade.
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Design Option 5 (new) — Two way traffic on Neerim Road, southern tree line planting and no link road

This design achieves a wider footpath (by approximately 2.5m) all the way along the southern side of Neerim
Road shops and tree line planting of 19 street trees on the south side of the street, within the footpath. It
provides some more parking (7 extra car parks) compared to existing conditions. No link road is included. This

design is anticipated to result in the equal highest levels of average delays for all vehicles using the
Murrumbeena Road / Neerim Road intersection.

The wider footpaths are achieved by slightly narrowing the two way traffic lanes (retaining wide enough lanes for
4 . buses). Bus stops servicing the 624 would remain on Neerim Road. The 7 extra car parks are possible as a

single driveway is proposed into the commuter car park, where previously there have been several access
points.
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Local Area Traffic Management (LATM)

Participants who responded that they did not support a link road cited a key concern was that
traffic on local roads would increase (particularly due to north-south ‘rat running’).

Officers have developed a Local Area Traffic Management (LATM) plan to address the
concerns of increased local traffic if the link road were to be constructed (Page 12 or
Attachment 5 for higher resolution version). This could be delivered in a staged approach:

e Localised traffic management treatments to be constructed at the same time as the
link road (shown in yellow and black) to discourage vehicles using local streets as a
‘rat run’ that may seem advantageous by the inclusion of a link road

e Localised traffic management treatments that could be constructed at a later date
(shown in orange and black) as part of a future traffic calming works addressing the
road network as a whole in the precinct north of Neerim Road.

Council’s Transport Planning Team has advised that Hobart Road is currently a high priority
for traffic calming treatments compared to other local streets within the municipality. Speed
humps were planned to be installed along Hobart Road in 2016/2017 in order to create a

slow vehicular traffic environment and encouraging safe pedestrian and cycling movements.

This was put on hold for the following main reasons:
. The level crossing removal works at Murrumbeena road;
° The 822 bus which currently uses the southern section of Hobart Road
(which prevents the use of standard concrete speed humps as the bus
company will not allow such treatments on the bus route); and
. The flood overlay which applies at the northern end of the street near the
school.

By removing the level crossing at Murrumbeena Road, the 822 bus route will be rerouted
straight along Murrumbeena Road as it would now be able to stop on Murrumbeena Road
directly outside and opposite the new station entrance. This will mean that the bus route will
be removed from Hobart Road allowing the construction of concrete speed humps. Installing
a sped hump at the southern end of the road would allow appropriate spacing of speed
humps further to the north clear of the flooding overlay.

Ideally the whole area within the area enclosed by Dandenong Road, Murrumbeena Road,
Neerim Road and Boyd Park would be a 40 km/h Area (subject to community consultation
and VicRoads approval). To obtain approval, VicRoads require that the local area is
appropriately traffic managed.

Once the above traffic management treatments are implemented Council can consult the
community about a 40 km/h area and apply for VicRoads approval.

Potential funding through VicRoads “Safe Travel In Local Streets” Projects

The ‘Safer Travel in Local Streets’ program is a funded through Towards Zero
2016-2020 as part of Victoria’s Road Safety Strategy and Action Plan. Investment will be
targeted across the 31 municipal councils in Metropolitan Melbourne, with up to $1 million
funding available for LGAs who agree to provide an equal contribution.

There is an opportunity for Council to apply for joint funding of traffic calming treatments on
50:50 basis with up to $1 million funding available for LGAs who agree to provide an equal
contribution.

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 12
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Community feedback in stage four consultation

The table below shows key themes from the community feedback. Officers have provided
comments as shown.

Theme

Officer comment

Most community members that participated
wanted to retain two way traffic.

This was by far the most prominent
comment received and was the subject of a
petition received on Sunday 3 September
from 715 members of the community which
called for “Council to retain two-way traffic
movement and on-street car parking along
Neerim Road (within the Murrumbeena
Village)*

At the 5 September 2017 Ordinary Council
Meeting Council resolved that Council:

“1.  receives and notes the petition; and
2. considers the petition in conjunction
with the Transforming Murrumbeena
consultation process.”

It was clear that two way traffic was more
important to most community members than
additional car parking. A number of
advocates for more parking in previous
consultation stages expressed their views in
this stage that two way traffic was much
more important.

Some of the main concerns included that it
would reduce customers for businesses,
that it would be inconvenient for residents
and that it would increase circulating traffic
on local roads.

A small number of people who participated
welcomed the additional parking that could
be achieved with a one-way design and

thought it would bring additional customers.

Council’'s independent traffic
consultant has advised that:

"Converting Neerim Road to one-way
traffic would reduce through traffic
volumes through the commercial
portion of Neerim Road, and push
east-west through traffic onto other
roads. If the Link Road were to be
provided, it is likely that through traffic
volumes on Railway Parade would
increase compared to existing
conditions.

The SIDRA' assessment undertaken
by OneMileGrid identified that the
Murrumbeena Road / Neerim Road /
Railway Parade intersection would
have sufficient capacity to
accommodate traffic volumes under
either scenario. "

Generally participants welcomed street
trees and additional garden beds, although
many participants did not express views
either way.

Urban design and economic
development advice is that greening
streetscapes can help attract people to
shopping strips and improve both
community and business outcomes.

There were a mix of views on the link road
including strong views both for and against,
and a sizeable number of participants that

Specialist advice has been sought
about the concerns raised to see if
they are likely to occur in practice

' SIDRA is a software package used for intersection level of service and performance analysis

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 14
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Theme

Officer comment

didn’t express a view at all. A number of
people suggested hybrid designs that
combined two way traffic along Neerim
Road with the Link Road.

Of participants that didn’t want a link road
the main reasons cited were concern about
making Neerim Road one way and that
traffic on local roads would increase

(particularly due to North-South rat running).

Other common concerns were that reducing
the amount of traffic through the Shopping
Strip would reduce the customers for
businesses and that it would slow bicycle
and pedestrian traffic along the new shared
user path down by creating another
crossing point. For some, the link road was
regarded as unnecessary because the
Level Crossing removals would ease
congestion.

Of participants that did want the link road,
reasons cited included improved East-West
travel path, or benefits of additional access
to Murrumbeena Village.

and/or to understand if they can be
avoided through design changes.
Specialist advice on the expected local
traffic impacts of the Link Road
proposal indicates that:

“The modelling that was done of this
design concluded that rat running is
not likely to occur due to increased
capacity on Murrumbeena Road and
other adjacent arterial roads where
crossings are to be removed, and
therefore the main consequences
would be avoided.

The link road connection would be
expected to shift east-west through
traffic from Neerim Road between
Hobart Road and Murrumbeena Road
onto Railway Parade.

Closing Ardyne road entirely was
considered, but this would restrict
movements of local residents which
was an issue clearly raised in stage 2
of the consultation.

If increases in traffic volumes on local
roads did occur, there are other traffic
management measures that could be
used to address it.”

Officers have developed a LATM plan
(Attachment 5) which could introduce
local traffic management measures at
the time of constructing the link road.

A number of participants welcomed wider
footpaths, increased pedestrianisation and
opportunities for restaurants and cafes.

Economic development advice is that
creating opportunities for footpath
trading, for pedestrians to linger and
opportunities for restaurants and cafes
helps create ‘destinations’ and is
needed to ensure Murrumbeena
thrives in the medium term,
considering nearby competition from
Chadstone as well as the changes to
how people shop as a result of digital
technology.

Lots of people wanted good pedestrian
safety. An additional crossing was
suggested on Railway Pde near Dunoon St
to improve safety of people travelling to the
station.

All options improve pedestrian safety
by creating safer crossing points to
cater for the additional pedestrian
travel that is expected under the
viaduct when construction is finished.
These crossing points are planned to
cater for kids heading to Murrumbeena
Primary School, commuters and

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL
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Theme Officer comment
shoppers.

Including a link road would be
expected to increase vehicle traffic on
the part of railway parade west of the
link road. This would occur to a greater
extent if Neerim Road was one way
(option 2) and a lesser extent if it were
two way (options 3 and 4)

An additional pedestrian crossing on
Railway Pde near the Dunoon Street
intersection has not been included in
any of the design options, but it could
be. Officers recommend monitoring
pedestrian and traffic flows in this area
first and if needed adding it in future.
There was some concern that any additional | As much work as possible should be

works in the street would add to the done as part of reinstating Neerim

disruption for businesses that are already Road by the LXRA to repair damage

struggling with the construction. done by the level crossing removal
construction.

Other options for minimising impacts
include night works, scheduling during
times when shops are closed, delaying
some parts of construction (for
example putting in trees or outstands
at a later date), or scheduling
packages of work to occur either very
fast or in stages.

There was a call for more short term parking | The commuter car parks at the train
to be included in the station car park. station can help with parking during
weekends, but is expected to be
largely full with commuters during the
week.

LXRA’s latest designs show this car
park as all day commuter parking,
except for 12 short term parking spots.
However these 12 spots are shown in
an area that LXRA has also indicated
for future development and which
Council has advocated to become a
green town square based on strong
community support in stage two
consultation.

There were a range of suggestions about Officers have considered specific
how to refine proposed designs. recommendations. Not all ideas were
feasible.

Some residents put substantial time and

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 16
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Theme Officer comment

effort into their suggestions including some | A number of suggestions have been
who had drawn new designs for used to help refine designs 1 and 2 as
consideration. well as to develop designs 3 and 4.

A couple of participants suggested deferring | It would be significantly more difficult
a decision to see what happens to traffic in | to create a link road at a later date and
the area first. there is a risk that it would not be
approved. The full cost would then
need to be funded by Council.
Pursuing it at a later date would
require:

e Complex negotiation with State
Government rail land manager,
VicTrack, for rights over this
section of land which at that
point would likely be
encumbered by many rail-
centric assets and services.

e Management of complex and
costly construction of the link
road over such a sensitive
asset, being high pressure gas
line.

e Approval of the gas authority

List of Community submissions

= 127 respondents provided 228 comments posted to the “Have your say”
website (refer to attachment 2)

=  Summary of feedback received (via email, letter, telephone or in person at the
Q&A session) to the design options (refer to attachment 3)

= 40 direct feedback cards from the Public ‘Q&A’ session (please refer to
attachment 4 for summary)

= Multiple questions to the expert panel during the Public ‘Q&A’ session (To
watch the event in full please visit the following link:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=s11RWND5Cxo0

= A petition containing 715 signatures calling for Council to “Council to retain
two-way traffic movement and on-street car parking along Neerim Road
(within the Murrumbeena Village)”

Note that a number of people provided feedback through several channels.

It is worth acknowledging the substantial energy, time and thought that many community
members have contributed to this discussion.

This was evident in the level of detail and quantity of feedback, and the large numbers of
attendees compared to other consultations. Some community members marked up designs
showing their suggestions. Some community members also coordinated a petition.

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 17
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Other considerations arising from expert review

The urban design and economic development reports identified the value of
pedestrian spaces, trees and greenery in regard to building a thriving village in the
long term. The urban design consultant suggested creating an avenue of trees by
using tree outstands rather than a central median strip. Option 4 (2 way with avenue
tree planting) incorporates this suggestion.

The economic development report identified the need in the long term to ensure
Murrumbeena Village is a ‘destination’ with unique character, partly because of its
proximity to and competition with Chadstone and Carnegie.

There are two main advantages of including a link road: it allows the buses to move
to Murrumbeena Road which in turn frees up space for carparks and/or trees on
Neerim Road. It also removes of the ‘dog leg’ movement from Neerim Road to
Murrumbeena Road to Neerim Road (both directions) and would greatly improve east
west through traffic and the functioning of the intersections. As less ‘green time’
would be required for right turn movements from Murrumbeena Road, this allows
more of total ‘green time’ to be allocated to other turning movements, specifically the
north-south through movement along Murrumbeena Road and the east-west through
movement between Neerim Road (west) and Railway Parade. As a result, this option
provides additional capacity and improved operation for all traffic movements.

Irrespective of the design, activation of this centre will be an important part of helping
it thrive and attracting people into the centre as a destination. The design should
include opportunities for events, street entertainment and footpath trading wherever
possible. If set up properly, the community car parks could play this role and Council
could advocate to the State Government for this to be incorporated into the car park
design and management arrangements. Design of the streetscapes should
incorporate infrastructure to make street trading, street events and street
entertainment easy, so that Council could facilitate these.

Supporting the local community

Whichever design option Councillors decide to progress with, the following could also be
considered:

Advocating for more of the commuter car park to be managed as short term parking
to serve the traders.

Advocating for the commuter car park to be designed and managed to allow for
events to be run from it to help bring people into the shopping strip.

Helping to bring people to the centre after LXRA construction finishes by supporting
and/or running events to draw people into the shopping centre, in consultation with
the businesses.

That any construction plan for Council works will be developed in consultation with
the local businesses

Reviewing all pedestrian safety measures in the area within 6 months after
construction is completed including considering if any additional pedestrian crossings,
traffic calming or other traffic changes would be valuable.

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 18
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FINANCIAL, RESOURCE AND ASSET MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS

The financial and resource implications vary depending on which design option is adopted
and how successfully Council is able to advocate for LXRA investment into the local
community.

The LXRA has an obligation to leave the road, kerb and footpath in at least the same
condition it was in prior to construction. This means that they will have to rebuild parts of the
kerb, footpath and roadway on the southern side of Neerim Road. Council would seek that
either they do the work to Council’s design, or that they make a financial contribution to cover
their reinstatement costs for Council to include in the enhancement of the streetscape.

As it is within their current project area, the LXRA would construct and fund the link road.

Officers are currently preparing detailed estimates of costs, which would vary between
around $900K and $1.1m. These estimates do not take into account any potential additional
LXRA funding for streetscape and footpath enhancements.

Costs to implement the localised area traffic management plan treatments is estimated to be
$300K. This would be delivered over two stages, each at approximately $150K. Council
could apply to VicRoads “Safe Travel In Local Streets” project for joint funding which could
greatly reduce these costs.

POLICY AND LEGISLATIVE IMPLICATIONS
N/A

COMMUNICATION AND ENGAGEMENT
The next steps would be to:

e Write to the 8,000 local residents with the design and indication of next steps and
timing.

o Write to the LXRA advising of the Council decision requesting that designs to be
adapted to incorporate Council’s endorsed option.

LINK TO COUNCIL AND COMMUNITY PLAN

The recommendation in this report supports Council’s community plan which is striving for a
City that is:

Liveable and well designed
Accessible and well connected
Safe, healthy and inclusive
Clean and sustainable.

OFFICER DECLARATION OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST

No officers involved in the preparation of this report have any direct or indirect interest in this
matter.
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CONCLUSION

Based on community feedback from consultation and considering specialist advice, officers
have further developed the designs for each of the proposed options. There are various
benefits and impacts for each option, however the following two are considered to best meet
the vision of Murrumbeena:
¢ Option 4 will achieve wider footpaths, avenue tree planting, no net loss of car parking
and takes buses off the shopping strip by including a link road.
o Option 5 will achieve slightly wider footpaths, tree line planting on the southern side of
Neerim Road, some additional parking with bus stops remaining on the shopping strip
and no link road.

These have been recommended to Council for consideration and endorsement of the
preferred option.
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ATTACHMENT 1

City of

GLEN

EIRA

GLEN EIRA
CITY COUNCIL

9 August 2017

Dear Resident,

STRENGTHENING MURRUMBEENA'’S VILLAGE FEEL

With the help of community feedback over the last nine months, we have now developed two
potential designs for the Murrumbeena village streetscape which aim to achieve the
community’s vision for the centre.

We think both designs are great, but would like to hear how we can make them even better.
Both designs include more of what the community wants, and seek to address key concerns,
however, the designs are different — each achieves more of some things and less of others —
there just isn’t the space to fit lots of everything into the one area!

Following this final round of consultation, Council will consider the community vision,
community opinion and advice from external and internal experts to make a final decision.

The attached information shows the two potential designs and how they compare to each other
in regards to access, trees and greenery, trader impacts, parking, and pedestrian safety.

We have also obtained further independent expert traffic, urban design and economic analysis
on these options to better understand what these options mean for Murrumbeena in the long
term.

What do you like? How would they change what you do? Have your say

What do you like about them? What don’t you like about them? How will each of these designs
change the way you access, visit and interact with Murrumbeena? Your feedback will help
Council to make an informed decision.

To read the expert consultant reports, provide feedback or pose a question, visit
www.gleneira.vic.gov.au/murrumbeena

Have questions? Ask independent experts at our Q and A session
To help you fully understand the designs and how they might affect you, Council invites you to
a Q and A session with a panel of independent experts:

Wednesday 23 August from 7pm at Duncan Mackinnon Reserve Pavilion, Corner North Rd and
Murrumbeena Road, Murrumbeena VIC 3163

Places are limited. Register via email: rsvp@gleneira.vic.gov.au or contact Council’s Service on
9524 3333.

If you are unable to attend on the night, the event will be filmed and made available on
Council’'s website shortly afterwards.

Yours sincerely

"D~

Rebecca McKenzie
Chief Executive Officer

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL

CORMER GLEM EIRA AMD HAWTHORN ROADS, CAULFIELD, ¥IC
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STRENGTHENING MURRUMBEENA'S VILLAGE FEEL

With the help of community feedback over the last nine
months, we have now developed two potential designs
for the Murrumbeena village streetscape which aim to
achieve the community’s vision for the centre.

Between November 2016 to February 2017 we asked
‘what you love about your shopping strip?’. This

helped us to form a long-term community vision for
Murrumbeena and develop some concept ideas to help
achieve this vision. In stage two of our consultation —
Transforming our neighbourhoods together — these broad
ideas were presented to the community along with a
range of possible treatments.

WHAT HAVE WE HEARD?

Stage one: Tell us what you love about your shopping strip
we heard:

> More plants, vegetation and streetscaping and
pedestrian crossings.

Value amenity.

Foster a variety of local businesses.

Lack of medical services.

Better transport linkages.

Oppose multi-storey apartments and new
developments.

V V V VYV

HAVE YOUR SAY

We think both designs are great, but would like to hear
how we can make them even better. What do you like
about them? What don’t you like about them? How will
each of these designs change the way you access, visit

and interact with Murrumbeena? Your feedback will help

Council to make an informed decision.

To read the expert consultant reports, provide feedback

or pose a question visit
www.gleneira.vic.gov.au/murrumbeena

WHAT HAPPENS NEXT?
Following this final round of consultation, Council will
consider the community vision, community opinion and

advice from external and internal experts to make a final

decision.

Community Community

vision opinion
v COI:Ir!CIl v
. decision "~ .
v Independent
Project external review
team experts

We have also obtained further independent expert
traffic, urban design and economic analysis on these
options to better understand what each of these options
mean for Murrumbeena in the long-term.
: COMMUNITY VISION :
: Murrumbeena will be a leafy and green local centre with
: a strong community and environment focus. With a mix of
: local businesses to meet residents’ daily needs, the accessible,
pedestrian-friendly centre will maintain a safe village feel and :
embrace its local history.

Stage two: Transforming our neighbourhoods together key

concerns were:

> Maintaining or increasing the number of car spaces
for both commuters and visitors.

> Minimise the impact on local traders and continue to
support them.

> Increased traffic on local streets that are not
equipped to take more traffic.

> Pedestrian safety — particularly Murrumbeena
Primary School students and other children.

> Changed travel patterns which may cause an
unnecessary disruption to the community’s day-to-
day activities.

HAVE QUESTIONS?
COME AND ASK THE EXPERTS

Woednesday 23 August, 7pm-8.30pm
Duncan Mackinnon Reserve

Corner North and Murrumbeena Roads
Murrumbeena

> Have the chance to explore the designs in further
detail.

> Ask the expert consultants questions.

> Provide feedback on how we can strengthen both
of these designs.

Places are limited. Register your interest by
sending your name and contact details to
rsvp@gleneira.vic.gov.au or contact Council’s
Service Centre on 9524 3333.
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ATTACHMENT 2

Do you have any suggestions on how we can
improve design option one (Neerim Road
one-way with link road)

I 08 Responses

Sophia 4 days ago

Option | should be rejected. It can only be improved by allowing two way traffic on Neerim Road as is
currently the case. Option | is likely to bring further traffic into Hobart Road - a residential street with a
primary school which is not designed for consistent two way traffic flow like Neerim Road is. Partially
blocking Hobart Road as the Council considered in the last consultation would not work at all for those
needing to access Hobart Road or the school. Neerim Road was built for two way traffic - it is a wide road
where cars can easily pass in both directions. It is important to leave Neerim Road two way so that cars can
access the shops in both directions. Apart from the railway crossing issue which skyrail is supposed to
improve, the traffic and shop access situation with Neerim Road being two ways works well. Making Neerim
Road one way with a wider footpath would not encourage me to go to the shopping strip more - instead I'd
try to avoid going there because the convoluted way the traffic would work if Neerim Road is one way
would make it harder for me to access the shops.

Erin Beissel 4 days ago

| think Design One is the best fit for Murrumbeena - Design One enhances the community feel that we
already have in Murrumbeena, without taking away from parking, and will create a stronger community
through easier pedestrian access.

Todd 18 days ago

For those interested, below is the Murrumbeena Village Traders Association submission to Council during
the last round of consultation. TO BE CLEAR, TRADERS WANT TO RETAIN TWO-WAY ALONG
NEERIM ROAD. The Murrumbeena Village Traders Association represents the interests of traders located in
and around the Murrumbeena Village. This submission has been prepared on behalf of the traders mentioned
above by the Traders Association Committee.The Murrumbeena Village Traders Association welcomes the
opportunity to provide comment to Council on the Transforming Murrumbeena proposal. In particular, |
appreciate the briefing provided recently by Council’s Aidan Mullen and James Kearney, about the project and
the associated consultation process.| would like to point out that, as an association, we strongly support
Council’s desire to support the community through a period of profound change and help make the most of
opportunities to create a better Murrumbeena Village, post Level Crossing Removal works.| also
acknowledge the diversity of stakeholders that need to be appropriately engaged for a proposal such as this.
In particular, | note that it is extremely challenging to engage with stakeholders that have very different
interests. That being said, | am concerned that stakeholders directly affected by stage two of Council’s
community engagement have only had one month to provide comment, particularly when these suggested
changes will likely have a significant impact on their businesses and livelihoods. Within this context, the
Murrumbeena Village Traders Association strongly encourages Council to include the following
recommendations in the final Transforming Murrumbeena proposal:* Retaining two-way vehicle access along
Neerim Road within the Murrumbeena Village so that customers, suppliers, residents et al. can retain direct
vehicle access to local businesses and properties. This is our top priority. * An increase in overall car parking
numbers from the levels pre-level crossing removal works. This may also include utilising the former Billy
Motors site until such time as it is developed.* A dedicated car park for visitors to the area by providing 50-
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60 timed short term parking spaces, located on the northern side of the station precinct with multiple access
points from Neerim Road. Not simply additional commuter car parking. * As mentioned above and unlike the
One Mile Grid traffic report recommendations, provide multiple entry points to all future commuter and/or
short term car parking areas from Neerim Road, north of the station precinct. * Relocate the bus stops and
taxi ranks currently located on Neerim Road to the southern side of the station precinct and use this
opportunity to provide further on-street car parking in their place. * Appropriate development of land
marked as "value capture" by the Level Crossing Removal Authority. This land should only be developed to
respect the neighbourhood character of the area which is largely characterised by one to two storey
buildings. * Improve visibility around the new station precinct, including improved lighting and increased
security measures, i.e. CCTV cameras. Finally, much of the engagement material associated with Council’s
proposal focuses on the benefits that will accrue to the broader community through the provision of new
public realm, open space, pedestrianising Neerim Rd etc. This addresses the interests of the broader
community, but does not adequately address the interests of the business and property owners who are
directly affected by the concept ideas. The concerns and interests of the latter cohort require specific, and in
some cases individual, attention.| thank you for the opportunity to make this submission and would be
pleased toelaborate if required.Murrumbeena Village Traders Association

Hide Replies (3)

AnnVL 14 days ago
Great response Todd!

kerryblue 5 days ago
| would like to add my support to the above submission from Murrumbeena Village Traders Association.
Keep Neerim Rd two-way - just forget the silly central plantings.

Murradale mess 4 days ago

| whole heartedly support the Murrumbeena Village Traders Assoc. | am amazed they have & continue to
endure the massive negative impact to their businesses? In other much larger hubs e.g. ormond & bentleigh
railway stain replacements, a significant number of previously healthy businesses failed; and the rail works
there were relatively quickly accomplished. Murrumbeena looks like it will go on forever. Without traders
there will not be any shopping strip! Make Neerim Rd one way through the strip and kill it off completely.
The whole purpose of removing the rail crossing was to improve traffic flow - why on earth do we need
another underpass at the end of Hobart Rd., until we see how the new situation plays out. Surely it can be
reviewed at a later date? Can Glen Eira Council please concentrate all it's efforts to lobby the State Govt. to
get the Stations finished ASAP & Sky Rail built so things can return to some normality. Instead of wasting time
and money doing all this design nonsense. Could council also consider a temporary ban of building huge new
multi-storey flats within 500metres of rail works projects!! at least to stop adding more grief to residents,
commuters & traders, trying to survive in daily life in these hot spots. Jill

Murradale mess 4 days ago
Reject Option one. Much prefer Option two being Neerim Rd two way Jill Ainslie

Chantal 5 days ago

| do not support Design Option . | don't feel that additional pedestrian space is required or additional
parking given there will be rail parking. Reducing the traffic to one way would be totally impractical for those
who live in the area and | object to the idea of a link road which will just funnel more traffic into Hobart
Road and the surrounding side streets. Given there is a Primary School in Hobart Road, | think increasing the
traffic flow on Hobart Road would pose a significant risk to the children who attend the school

Oldfoles 5 days ago

We have already expressed our opposition to Design One but separate emails to Council have not provided
any response. The Council, in seeking residents' comments to both Designs One and Two has not expressed
its preference, although we strongly suspect it's Design One. Why not? We are entitled to know the
direction in which our elected representatives are heading. We have seen this type of action before. For
example, a few years ago, according to Council, there was only one possible location for a tall mobile phone
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relay tower within Murrumbeena Reserve, yet, after residents' objections and a mayoral casting vote, a
shorter mobile tower was positioned on Kangaroo Road!

Antony 5 days ago

| do not support option | because of the link road. It would turn Hobart rd and the streets linking it to
Murrumbeena rd rat runs reducing amenity and creating a danger to residents and children attending
Murrumbeena Primary. North-south traffic should be directed to Murrumbeena rd, which will be free moving
without the level crossing.

kerryblue 5 days ago

| have lived in Murrumbeena continuously for 38 years and | use the Neerim Rd shopping strip at least twice
a week. | am against Option | because | think linking Hobart Rd & Railway Parade/Ardyne St may well cause
the former to become a rat-run. With a primary school and an aged care facility in Hobart Rd an increase in
traffic is not desirable. The same holds true for the streets which link Murrumbeena Rd and Hobart Rd. They
are at least 95% residential, are already narrow and have a lot of cars parked in them, plus one of them has a
permanent bus route. They do not need more through traffic. Travelling south by car on Neerim Rd (from
Poath Rd), | would be encouraged by the new route to proceed on to Carnegie rather than have to double
back on to a one-way eastbound-only Neerim Rd. Or maybe I'll just fo north to Oakleigh. | can't see how the
traders are going to benefit from a one-way system. | also believe locating the bus stops near the traffic lights
at Murrumbeena Rd/Railway Parade is a further impediment to car traffic just when it has been freed up by
the removal of the level crossing. It would seem the Council is determined to force Option | on us given the
“comparison” document devotes more than twice the space to it; and note the positive words “expand”,
“increase”, etc, whereas Option 2 only has “some improvements”. Turning the strip into a “shopping/dining
mecca” can only be at the cost of existing traders — say goodbye laundrette, op-shop, dry-cleaner, newsagent,
car repair shops, post-office — the very services that locals need/want from a shopping strip. | don’t want to
go to Chadstone for my dry-cleaning/parcel collection, etc. The services that current traders offer have
survived because we like them! And we use them! Forget Option | — | vote for Option 2 (with a few tweaks
— forget the centre tree plantings).

Phil Ridder 5 days ago

| support OPTION | because it will allow Murrumbeena to be more 'local' with a greater village feel by
having the bulk of traffic (which only passes through) removed to the south side.Locals have a good
look......The shopping strip is old and tired and hopefully with this new plan it will be re-invigorated with new
businesses for the future.

garred 5 days ago

Design | is not what we want. Making neerim road one way is completely unnecessary. The link really road
will only encourage more traffic down neerim road when | thought the idea was to move traffic out of
murrumbeena.Am also concerned people will use Hobart road more. We have s school there. We do not
then want councils original idea to turn Hobart Rd into a one way street.

Olivel964 6 days ago
Please keep two way traffic. No to one way!

K 8 days ago

The best way to improve this is to not implement a one way shop. Your reports explicitly say that you are
aware that the community overwhelmingly prefer a two way option yet you wish to forge ahead and make it
one way anyway. Respect the community and the shop owners who have suffered enough and keep the two
way road.

Audrey Falconer 8 days ago

“Murrumbeena Village” is a village to serve the locals, not a "destination”. Turning it into a "destination" will

change the needs for the area - people will stay longer so will need more parking. And it will no longer meet
the needs of the local residents.If Option |, who will be serving the coffee on the lovely wide footpath? The

op shop? The dry cleaner? The post office? The laundrette? The barber? If we go for this option it needs
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radical redesign. It was noted that there will always be safety issues with crossing the road so this cannot be
provided by the other side. If Option |, the angle parking is placed on the right side of the road. It should be
placed on the left for easier and safer use. Angle parking to the right is much more difficult. If Option 1, the
current ban on right turns from Murrumbeena Road to Railway Parade must be removed (and signalised to
facilitate this turn). While you have done peak hour weekday surveys showing not much traffic turning right
from Murrumbeena Road to Neerim Road has come from further south, | can assure you that outside these
times many people do indeed need to drive north up Murrumbeena Road and turn right into Neerim Road to
access destinations outside the local area, such as the Monash Freeway and Chadstone Shopping Centre. Al
of this traffic would be forced down through the one way part of Neerim Road if they are not able to turn
into Railway Parade. That said, no to Option |! We do not want a rat run from Kangaroo Road to
Dandenong Road which is what the link road will create, no matter how complex you make the intersection
with Ardyne and Railway Parade. Option 2 has issues with silly trees down the middle of the road which
reduces safety, visibility and also prevents any opportunity to pass an awkwardly stopped bus. It is common
for buses to remain at the stops for extended periods. Yes, | know everyone is devastated at the massive loss
of trees - we don't want them put back bang in the middle of the road, however! Every street planting that
has been attempted in this part of Neerim Road has failed dramatically and | do not think that plantings are
required here. However, we want plenty of plantings as part of the "Skyrail" project! Parking. Originally there
was a small car park next to the laundrette. 12 spaces from memory. All numbers for parking do not take
into account the loss of these spaces. Council should be negotiating with the LRXA to have this parking
reinstated/replaced (with suitable time controls) in the new rail car park. The location for this should be as
close and convenient as possible for the shops. | would suggest the former car yard site. It was very
disappointing that your "experts" had obviously never visited the Murrumbeena Village area.

tony russell 9 days ago
Don't do it will destroy the shops

khunaum 10 days ago

| propose to support design two - Neerim Road two way and no link road. The main reasons are as
follows:|) Safety for the residents and young children who always use Hobart street and Railway Parade.
There are a lot of young children walking on these streets to go to Murrumbeena Primary school.On
proposed design | and new link road, this design will give a lot more traffic on Railway parade and especially
on Hobart street (having the fact that in the next |10 years, it would be many more apartment complex from
the new council plan). Imagine when the kids (including my kid or maybe possibly future of your young
children) walk to the school, how many streets crossing and number of cars, they need to walk pass. The
design number 2 with two way on Neerim road give the better design for the community. The cars that does
not need to come on Hobart street or railway parade, can go on Poath road or Murrumbeena road.In
addition, after the sky rail completed, the resident would use the bike path under sky rail. If the council
chooses to build the link road, it will be more dangerous for bikers or pedestrians who use the bike path
(and again for young kids who will use the path). What the most important in the community is the safety of
the residents and especially for the young children in the area. You just need only one stupid driver to kill
one family. You can see how bad of accident occurred in Cranbourne east smash. This is not worth the risk.
The link of the news is as below:http://www.theage.com.aulvictoria/woman-and-teenage-girl-killed-
in-horrific-cranbourne-east-smash-20170809-gxsywy.htmlPlease(External link) do not build more
road in the kids' area. Safety comes first. | live on Dunoon Street in Murrumbeena since 2003 and can see
how the residents use the streets. 2) More business opportunities for the local shops in the Murrumbeena's
Village. With the proposed designed two, it would bring more business to the local shops. Two ways traffic is
necessary factor for the local shop to survive. From the feedback session, the council can see the massive
supportive that the local residents support design two and request Neerim two-way. If the council blocks the
traffic from Hobart to go to Neerim road North way, the shoppers will have more option to go to Carnegie
or Hughdale. As a result, it will be bad business for Murrumbeena's Village. 3) Save budget from building new
link road. You can use that money to improve bike path, plant more trees and build more parks and open
space for the Murrumbeena's community. That is what the government keeps promising to us about sky rails
(more parks, not more road).
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stephenD |1 days ago

Design one can be improved by retaining two way traffic along Neerim roads.This will help the traders and
their customers and remove the through traffic which clogs the shopping strip. It will also prevent traffic
having to use side streets to access the shops.The City of Glen Eira needs to accept Vic Tracks offer to have
a link road or regret the missed opportunity for generations to come. If not built now it cannot be done in
the future when they have built apartments and multistory carparks along both sides of the skyrail. Short
term pain for long term gain.| believe northbound traffic avoiding the Murrumbeena / Dandy Road
intersection are more likely to use Oakdene, Blackwood and Anzac (an area where | live), rather than Hobart
Road.The City of GlenEira needs to negotiate short term parking with Victrak as on street parking in either
option is not sufficient.

Greg Neal 11 days ago

Great work arriving at design One! The link road and one way Neerim Rd will transform the strip into a
shopping /dining mecca by removing unwanted traffic and increasing parking and pedestrian amenity. | see a
problem with rail trail shared path causing traffic congestion with level crossing on link road and
Murrumbeena Rd. How about having an elevated shared path/ bridge in east west orientation for pedestrians
and cyclists on the side of elevated rail? This could help pedestrians and cyclists safety while allowing
smoother flow of car traffic below. | remember how useful our old station footbridge was for crossing rail
line and avoiding level crossing boom gates. Thank you Glen Eira for seizing this opportunity to redesign an
historically congested urban landscape.

Ana |1 days ago

I am a late but enthusiastic convert to Option |! After attending the recent consultation session it became
clear to me that Option | is really the only way to keep our shopping centre alive and in-tune with the
changing times. The talk given about the changing needs/expectations of shoppers really hit home. In the not
too distant future, people will do much of their shopping online and will mostly want shop fronts to provide
services and experiences. If our little shopping strip is not designed to accommodate this change, it risks
fading away to irrelevance. On the other hand, if it is designed properly, it can set a new standard and be an
example of how to keep a small shopping strip alive!l understand that it can be hard for people to get their
heads around fundamental changes like this. But its the ones that do who thrive. Sure, both options involve
compromise, but we need to make sure the compromises accommodate our best hope for maintaining
relevance as the future comes ever closer.Please, Glen Eira, be brave and lead us to relevance and the way of
the future! Changes will arrive and we can choose to be prepared or not.

Tiddalik 13 days ago

| have a serious concerns about option | and perhaps someone can help us all out with a few straight
answers. |. Carpark - Skyrail carpark is massive. From the station to Riley Res. Why has it been omitted from
the pictures when it is the overwhelming feature of the space? Link Road removes many more car parking
spaces than will be created by option |. Why is option | being promoted as achieving more carparks when
option 2 can achieve even more 'short term' car parking closer to the station and within the main carpark? 2.
Bus Stops - Both the 822 and 624 use Beena Rd and the NorthEast corner of R'way and Beena is being
altered to accommodate the 624 only. No explanation was given for why the 822 must continue to divert
through Sydney and Hobart (.... it's because the old bus stop is next to the ped crossing on Neerim and the
bus needs to get to the station side of the street). Why isn't the North East corner of R'way and Beena being
properly designed to accomodate a decent transport interchange between train and bus? 3. Traffic - The
presentation by Stuart (...tough gig Stu) needed 5 slides to explain the convoluted changes, signals,
roundabouts, intersections, ped and bike crossings that Link Road brings with it.Why are the wider traffic
control measures on residential streets not being shown? Stuart talked about speed humps, narrow points
and "other measures" (read mid-block closures and one way streets) to address the rat runs AFTER the Link
Road is in. What are the chances that we will be able to step back from this Link Road once it's in?4. Scope -
The project is narrowly focused on outdoor "lingering" spaces in the western end of the Neerim Rd strip. Is
this really where we want to linger longer? All of the current traders need to GO to accomodate these new
dining opportunities (unless the post office can make a decent coffee).Why can't we re-focus on our suburb
as a whole and not just a couple of picnic tables out the front of the laundromat?Village feel is about quite
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walkability, kids, dogs, prams, trees and open green space. The proposed traffic changes absolutely fail to
address this in any form and the motivations behind option | are questionable ...at best.You had paid
professionals introduced as "independent Experts" but the real experts were all there, and they came for
free. They should be listened to because they know their suburb better than anyone. They are telling you
what to do right here and whilst a couple of people are on board with option |, the vast majority are clearly
warning that fools rush in where angels fear to tread. ...Oh one last question. Would anyone else like to see
the same Link Road space used as a green, accessible, north south connection for everyone who LIVES in
Murrumbeena?

trinityjayone 13 days ago

The extra parking is the only nice thing about this design, and it still comes at too great a cost. Bus stops on
Murrumbeena Rd are going to slow traffic. Intersections at Murrumbeena Rd on both sides of the tracks
would barely be an improvement on the current situation! There definitely needs to be an increase in
parking, but convoluting the nearby roads is not the way to achieve it.

Cranky 14 days ago

| suggest Neerim road be turned into a mall with no vehicular traffic allowed. The mall could be designed to
be a magnet for people which in turn will be great for local business. Do not let Chastone Shopping Centre
be the only place people want to go for shopping. Turn the area into a ""People Zone" not a "Traffic Zone".

djt 14 days ago

Without bring repetitive to everyone elses concerns and comments, Its pretty clear that consultants show a
lack of understanding of traffic or empathy for the Neerim Rd business's and the local residents when they
suggest reducing passing traffic or making Neerim Rd one way.. Just some observations and questions. What
is the actual reason that the council wants to create another intersection and link rd when 200 metres up the
road you have the same scenario. There is plenty of ways to create carparks as has been suggested by others.
What is the actual reason to make the strip one way. Why create a bus stop on the opposite side of
Murrumbeena Rd. Will you actually get a row of trees down the middle of Neerim Rd in the 2 way traffic
scenario(maybe someone get a tape out and measure), Would the North bound bus not just stop traffic.
Would the passengers still stop traffic to get across to the station. Where do you think West bound traffic
on Neerim Rd wanting to go north at Murrumbeena Rd will do. Gee, maybe cut through Hobart and turn the
residential streets into a thouroughfare. Brighten up the shopping strip is a great idea but turning away the
customers to the strip and making it difficult for the locals who live and breath the area, just doesn't make
any sense.

MAS 14 days ago

Not a fan of the one way flow, round abouts and intersection at railway parade and Ardyne. All very
confusing and | think it would be a deterrent to new comers to visit this location, especially if they are
coming from the East and wanting to go to the cafes etc. | would think we could sacrifice some of the area
under the skyrail to accommodate some extra parking and continue with the 2 way flow through at Neerim
road. Outdoor dining for the existing cafe on the South side of Neerim could be offered by the land to the
East of it. There is no other current trader that really needs outdoor area at this stage.Bus stops on
Murrumbeena road do not make sense, would be better on Railway Parade to avoid halting traffic, especially
traffic wanting to continue South around traffic that is turning West on Neerim. Increasing traffic flow was
the original reason for sky rail in the first place. Much prefer option 2 and not have a thoroughfare from
Hobart to Ardyne and 2 way on Neerim.

AnnVL 14 days ago

| think that the one-way option is not going to serve our community. Given the challenges our local traders
are facing financially due to the skyrail disruptions, we need to support them as much as possible - other wise
we won't have any shops to go to regardless of how safe it is for pedestrians or how wide the footpaths are.
| think that the wider footpaths are great - can we have them with a two way option?

LAS 14 days ago
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After attending the Q&A last night | wish ti make further comments. |. It is essential for the local residents
[many of who by the way are rate payers] living south east of Dunoon St to have a safe pedestrian pathway
from their homes to the shopping strip on Neerim Rd and to the primary school in Hobart Rd without the
need to battle traffic, cyclists or have to walk up to Murrumbeena Rd to get to the shops and or school. The
pedestrians must have safe access and right of way across the bike path under the sky rail . 2. Within a 500m
radius of the Neerim Rd shops we have 3 nursing homes, primary school, day centre for adults with multiple
disabilities a number of whom use electric wheelchairs, a child care centre and maternal health centre. We
also have a number of local residents with physical, intellectual and mental health concerns as well as teenage
school children commuting from Murrumbeena who are constantly on their mobile phones and not looking
around. Taking our vast varied local population into consideration , how is it considered safe to suggest a
shared vehicular and pedestrian pathway from the intersection of Murrumbeena Rd and Neerim Rd down
Neerim Rd for some metres. It is an accident waiting to happen.3.There was discussion about Al Fresco
dining on the south side of the shopping centre on Neerim Rd and the need to expand the footpath to
accommodate that. As there is only one cafe on that side presently and the need to maintain the PO,
laundrette, barber and dry cleaners for the local residents to access there appears reduced need for a lot of
space for outside dining. Perhaps this is being strongly encouraged by the designers as the council could
potentially increase their revenues by charging shop dwellers for using the outside pavement in the future.4.
The idea of a set of traffic lights for the bike path when it crosses Murrumbeena Rd under the Sky Rail defies
logic. The whole idea of removing the rail crossing was to improve traffic flow. Even with an integrated signal
system to the traffic lights either side of the bike path lights on Murrumbeena Rd- Neerim Rd intersections
there will be traffic delays if cars have to stop for the bikes. Why can't the cyclists who a riding through
Murrumbeena to elsewhere get off their bikes at Murrumbeena Rd and cross at either of the two existing
crossing as all the local residential pedestrians have to. No to this extra set of traffic lights...why did we
bother to remove the train line!!5. Once the Link Rd set up was explained with road deviations, round about
after round about and numerous pedestrian crossings all in the space of a very short distance | strongly
believe it will be a bottle neck of traffic that will impact on local residents around Railway Pde and Hobart St
and cause havoc and great frustration to the local users. | say NO to the Link Rd in its current form and
probably any form.

Jose 14 days ago
Not a fan. But somehow when i read the reports it feels that the decision for this option is already made.

Matt 15 days ago
Design | is BAD for locals. Creating the link road will defeat the purpose of having a skyrail and lead to traffic
issues in the quadrant bounded by Neerim Rd, Poath rd, Hobart Rd and Dandenong Rd

Katie H 16 days ago
The one way road makes the traffic improvements of having the skyrail redundant.

SK 16 days ago
NO to design I....NO NO NO!!!

rwetherell 16 days ago

Having considered the two possible design options, | am convinced the only way option one can be improved
is to abandon it. | see this questionnaire does not ask for objections to either option, only for ways of
improving them. Thus | will have to follow the lead of others and give my objections here. | am not a trader,
but have been a regular user of the Neerim Road shops for 17 years - but have been going much more
sporadically lately, since the butcher and greengrocer closed down. Now we have the Skyrail works (and | am
looking forward greatly to their completion, and losing the boomgates for all time), and we are all wondering
how this small shopping strip might be transformed into a landscaped retail hub, or whatever. | have known
several such transformations over the years, beginning in Armidale NSW in the 1970s, when a successful mall
was established in the main street. However, these have all been substantial areas and reasonably wide
streets. The Neerim Road strip is short and fairly narrow. To get to the shops, it is important for drivers to
be able to come in either from Murrumbeena Road, or along Neerim Road. | can see the good points of the
proposed Link Road, but still, there would be no traffic access westward along Neerim Road. This would lead
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to a further decline in the viability of the businesses there, | feel sure. Moreover, traffic would be forced on
to Hobart Road, Melbourne St and other nearby streets. | am not sure what the future carpark for the
station will look like, despite some attempts to find out, but access to this is very important for those using it.
| do hope there there will be more car spaces than in the old carpark (and many more at Hughesdale Station
where there were few before). So | am all in favour of option two - two-way traffic along Neerim Road near
Murrumbeena Station. The trees in the middle of the road would be very nice, but not essential | don't think,
since there will presumably be many more trees in park-like areas along the line, to make up for the large
number of lovely eucalypts taken out during the construction process.

Sandra 16 days ago

The one way traffic will only increase the traffic in melbourne street for the locals in the area. Also there
should be plenty of car parking with the station near by. Making the road one way will NOT increase the
customers to the shops, better stores types will bring customers.Also i don't understand why you would put
the bus stop on murrumbeena road, there is a reason why we have built the skyrail to allow for better traffic
flow and now you are suggesting to add bus stops in it place. i don't understand why bus stop can not be
placed within the station area out of the way of main roads? Also it is not clear from the diagram, will cars be
able to turn right from murrumbeena rd into railway parade when heading towards dandenong rd? or are we
just increasing the traffic down ardyne street to the linked rd?

Clare 17 days ago
It has to be two way to maintain the viability of the village.

Consultation or Justification 28 days ago

What a sham this entire process is.The last round of justification (oops | mean consultation) overwhelmingly
showed that LOCALS DO NOT WANT THIS LINK ROAD. And yet here it is again as one of the final 2
design options. What you are doing is divisive and dishonest. THE LOCKED IN DESIGN IS CLEARLY THE
LINK ROAD. No doubt it is all for the convenience of the buses. It stands out on your designs because of
your clumsily added text boxes on what is an otherwise professional design tool. | wonder how long it will
take for you to remove this message (you have form).

Hide reply (1)
RN Long time resident 17 days ago
COuldn't agree more!

JD 29 days ago
| think one way on Neerim Road is an excellent idea - MORE car parking means more business for traders,
not less business! | would stop more often at the Murrumbeena shops if there were more car parks.

Hide Replies_ (8)

Mike 29 days ago

How is it excellent? No argument regarding the car parking...but if you can't drive down directly from poath
road it makes no sense. Two way means more traffic...by definition. Therefore the potential for more
customers

Hide Replies_(2)
dars 28 days ago
totally agree- has to be two way

Russell Parrington 18 days ago
Passing cars are not customers. It is foot traffic that provides customers.Parking is also important

Beena 28 days ago

Don't you think the Train station car park is going to provide more parking? Clearly you don't live in the
vicinity of the Shopping Village otherwise you would appreciate the traffic congestion and rat-running this one
way proposal will cause for residents. We've got more than enough to put up with already with Sky Rail on
our doorstep! This would just be the 'icing on the cake'.
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Hide Replies (3)

Evflit 28 days ago

| see the benefit of the link road being for people driving along Neerim Rd from either direction. | don't see
why anyone would come down this way rather from Dandenong Rd rather than using Murrumbeena Rd -
without the railway gates to hold them up, why wouldn't they?

Hide Replies (2)

BeenaRes 28 days ago

Conversely, Why would anyone heading into the city from Murrumbeena South use Beena or Poath Rd to
get to Dandy road? They will flood through Ardyne and Hobart then get a slip lane to join city bound traffic
on Dandy. The only measure being considered to make this less attractive is to bugger up the local traffic
streets with "two way narrow points, speed humps and speed limit reductions” ?2?? (it's already 40 on
Hobart) The consequences of the Link Road go far beyond what is shown in the diagrams.

Hide reply (1)
RN Long time resident 17 days ago
| agree. No extra traffic for our residential streets.

Murrumbeena local 24 days ago
| agree!

Davo 17 days ago

Why can't carpark entry be kept on the link road?One option could be to make a large roundabout which
feeds traffic through murrumbeena, neerim, railway pde back to Murrumbeena, with entry to parking on the
link road. Without the level crossing, | think most people would use it.This option could keep the link road
two way.Option two would be leave Neerim two way, but manage traffic to enter via Hobart or Ardyne. |
live directly opposite the proposed third carpark entry on Railway Pde and | think this will only increase rat
runs in the local streets... making it more difficult for locals to get out of their driveways than it has been.|
think the third carpark entry on Railway Parade will bring more traffic and competition for parking past an
already densely built up area.

FlyGirl 17 days ago
Neerim Road needs to be 2 way - no question - access for traders and shoppers will be less if it is one way

Beena Local 17 days ago

| often go to Murrumbeena shops and mostly walk there, but there have been times when | need to make a
quick dash there by car. When | looked at design | (one-way option) | thought how would | get there by car?
Coming from the Poath Road end of Neerim Road you might think that | would use the new link road and go
all the way around. Not likely! | would choose to go down Hobart Rd and onto Melbourne Street and | don't
think | would be alone. | wouldn't be very happy about that if | lived in Melbourne Street/Hobart Rd. One-
way is too restrictive making it more difficult to get there and in turn people will be less inclined to want to
make the effort to go there at all. In terms of parking, | would hope that there will be a number of parking
bays allocated to the shops with 2 hour restrictions. It need not be allocated to commuters alone. Trees
down the centre of the road?? Looks nice but wouldn't widening the footpaths be more functional??

Russell Parrington 18 days ago

| support “Design One” as it provides a friendly landscaped village atmosphere conducive to creating meeting
places for the local community and visitors.Design Two does not create desirable spaces, as it leaves two
lanes of traffic driving straight thru the small shopping centre, unfriendly to pedestrians keeping the area
generally unpleasant, maintaining the status quo.Lanes in Melbourne’s CBD are renowned for their unique
atmosphere and are popular with city workers and dwellers. Acland St. StKilda shopping precinct has been
converted to a mall and is thriving with widened footpaths and creative landscaping. Councils in inner
suburban Melbourne are also widening footpaths and landscaping to attract shoppers and restaurant patrons
to creative village like spaces in a landscaped environment.Design One converts an ordinary motor car
dominant, two lane road opposite a railway station to a single lane road thru an attractive landscaped village
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like, coffee / restaurant meeting place which is pedestrian friendly. It is both lane - like and mall - like,
essential in creative modern street design to ensure successful small shopping precincts.To convert the small,
mainly unattractive and unsuccessful , Murrumbeena shopping centre to a village like meeting place with wide
pedestrian friendly spaces for tables is a Once in a Lifetime Opportunity to lift the shopping centre and
should not be missed.The above reasons outline why | support the excellent Design OneRussell Parrington

JF 18 days ago

| prefer design one it will allow for increased pedestrian traffic and create a village atmosphere. Realistically
bulky shopping will not be done in Murrumbeena, | believe creating a cafe' boutique atmosphere will bring
more to the village. Moving traffic out of the precinct will help that!

moishirley 18 days ago

No to design one. Yes to design two. Design one will divert traffic unnecessarily to other residential streets.
Thats not convenient & thats not what this change was supposed to achieve, for everyone, commuters,
retailers, drivers, shoppers, residents. The street has to be accessible to encourage & attract us all to the
local businesses without causing disruptions

DeniseU 18 days ago

Keep it two way traffic. The point of the level crossing is to improve traffic flow, not just for safety. There is
more negatives than positives in this option pushing traffic down streets that don't need or want it. A few
additional parking spaces will not make up for diverted traffic. Neerim road businesses should flourish when
Skyrail is complete the carpark returned to the people.

Land of Frogs Resident 19 days ago

| was on the fence at first, as | can see merit in both approaches. But, after looking it over and reading
through everone elses thoughts | really think Option two is the only viable way to go. This is a really big
turning point for our village. Whilst Skyrail has put a big strain on the local businesses, we weren't honestly
booming beforehand. | would vote for option 2 with the proposed trees down the centre relocated to the
footpath, and the median strip space used to expand the footpaths as much as possible. It would allow for
cafe style outdoor dining as so many have meantioned and the centre trees will be a congestion issue. Option
| looks good on paper but there is such a high potential change of traffic usage down the side streets, which
is inappropriate and detrimental to the atmosphere of the suburb. | would think also that the bus stops
should be removed from Neerim too as there is going to be enough room on Murrumbeena and the traffic
from the station can easily flow out that way. I'm sick of them all including the current shuttle buses taking
shortcuts down my residential street and my street isn't even on the route.With Chadstone and Carnegie
nearby we're competing with bigger more resourced shopping strips. We need the two way traffic for
incidental shoppers, and we need to attract them with charm and atmosphere, and we can't just sell coffee, as
great as it may be. Im a mostly pedestrian & public transport user & full time worker. | hate the fact that my
little local green grocer is now a skyrail command centre, and all my local shops are pretty much closed on
Sunday, and | am then forced to trek to Carnegie. We need renewal and we need the two lanes to do it. Its
not just about attracting cafe goers, but to alongside that to improve our village feel. One lane with a link
creates a bypass of our strip. Whilst there are lots of cases of areas in melb that have the one way or ped
only street options that work, they were already strips that were in high demand and florishing. | dont think
that works for us. Im trying to see the bright side now of the impact of skyrail and get over the anger it
created for us all. We can make this beneficial, but Im so worried that the historical elements and the natural
elements | fell in love with when | moved here won't be there and replaced with just shiny & new and no
context to its place and its community. | just hope our new Murrumbeena still has a place for knitted lamp
posts.

jrpell6264 19 days ago

I am an advocate for Design One. | think it could be improved by closing off Neerim Rd between
Murrumbeena Rd all the way to the new Link road and transforming it into 'Neerim Mall.' This would open
up the whole strip to a gateway of shopping, cafes, European style open air markets and exhibitions which
would increase the patronage for the traders akin to Eaton Mall in Oakleigh which is alive most days and
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nights. A vibrant mall like this would attract more people from afar which would increase the economy of the
area. We live in Beaumaris but would definitely frequent the mall. Looking forward to it already!

JRM 19 days ago

Keep Neerim Road two way. People will bypass the shops and head straight to Carnegie when they have to
make a loop.Am | just wasting my time? Is this really consultation or have you already decided? Just like
Skyrail!

tezaus 20 days ago

Introducing the extension across Neerim Rd [joining Ardyne to Hobart] and making it one way in Neerim
will be a negative impact to the surrounding streets and access/ amenity to the shops. A rat run from the
traffic that is banked up on Dandenong rd at peak hours, not from turning into Murrumbeena rd but just
traffic volume, will increase as they turn on to the service rd turn down hoabrt and then rejoin Murrumbeena
rd through the side streets [ Sydney /Melbourne or any of the others off Ardyne. This will be worse if it is
one way in Neerim. The car park spaces would not be affected by as much as they claim if there are no bus
stops in the Neerim rd shops area, which begs the question why are they there ? Is the council going to move
the bus route so it is only going along Murrumbeena??[which would be good for school/local traffic in the
narrow streets] It is bad enough with the sandringham bus coming down the very narrow sydney rd to turn
on to Hobart rd, how much worse for the school pickup/drop off will this make it with the extra cars
bypassing the one way section? The traders, from talking with them, mostly don't want the one way. The
impression, which may be wrong but it is the impression | get from conversations and the way the proposals
are presented , seem to be pushing the one way and road link . Why is this ?

B.BROD 20 days ago

| am totally opposed to option |. You will cripple the traders of an already struggling strip. You will triple or
worse traffic flow in Melbourne Street, and Railway Pde, at the detriment to those residents, on roads never
designed for the volume. What is the opinion of the traders to Option |? Have you tabled their response to
your proposal’This is not your livelihood you are interfering with, you will complicate all residents to the east
of utilising the strip. They will have to enter Hobart st, Melbourne Street, then Murrumbeena Rd, to enter
Neerim rd. They wont bother going, instead choosing Hughesdale, Chadstone or Oakliegh. You will in affect
kill the struggling strip with your beautification. It may look good on paper, and make you feel good about
yourselves, but the traders will pay the price. Let the traders decide, it's their livelihood, we are just visitors!

JG 21 days ago
We like the design options in Design One. The link road looks like a good idea. Also the one way street and
additional angle street parking will allow a lot more people to access the shops along the street.

DT 2I days ago
My preference is for DESIGN TWO!

Gary 21 days ago

Design Two is the way to go opening up a the link road is only going to increase the traffic along railway
parade.A lot of people would like the link bypass so they could bypass the shopping area so they can beat the
traffic lights around the Neerim road and Murrumbeena intersection.

LAS 21 days ago

Something must be done to the entire road surface of Murrumbeena Rd from Dandenong Rd to south of the
existing railway line.Patching pot holes and dips in the road surface is not good enough. Our house is
becoming damaged from the vibrations from constant traffic of construction vehicles and increase in regular
traffic traveling over the uneven surfaces of Murrumbeena Rd. A total resurfacing of the road from
Dandenong Road southwards is essential and it needs to be sooner than later.

LAS 21 days ago

NO to Neerim Rd being one way. | agree with all the existing feedback posted already against Neerim Rd
becoming one way. | am a local resident of 30 years and have put up with traffic congestion along
Murrumbeena Rd, Neerim Rd and all the side streets running into Hobart Rd for years now and enough is
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enough. Making Neerim Rd one way would lead to increase traffic congestion on Neerim Rd, with cars
turning into Neerim Rd from Murrumbeena Rd and there would be a massive increase in all the side streets
linking Murrumbeena Rd to Hobart Rd which houses our large primary school. With a magnifying glass you
can read on the map of design one that the entrance to Neerim Rd from Murrumbeena Rd appears to be

on Murrumbeena Rd would increase with traffic building up to turn into the shared road to enter Neerim
Rd.The real locals are fed up as are the shop owners in Murrumbeena..we want 2 way traffic in the shopping
strip. How do you think people will be able to easily reverse out of the angled parking proposed into a one
lane road ...it will be a congested nightmare and people will avoid it like the plague which will be bad for the
shop owners.No proposal that increases congestion in our local side streets and allows more potential traffic
near our primary school should be approved. The residents along Railway Pde cannot be happy with the
thought they are going to be living on a busy major link road between Hughesdale and Carnegie as well as
look out on the sky rail. No, NO, NO to a one way Neerim Rd.

AK' 21 days ago

Option One is fantastic. Re-directing traffic flow is a great idea in conjunction with the link road. It opens up
so much possibility and potential for Murrumbeena shopping strip. There will be more footpath for
pedestrians and potential for cafes to have additional seating. The shops on the corner of Murrumbeena Road
and Railway Parade will benefit too. Design one is a much better plan. This will allow Murrumbeena shops the
opportunity to transfer and develop into a terrific small village! It works similar to the fantastic pedestrian
upgrades to areas such as Greville Street Prahran or South Melbourne Market.

RGT 22 days ago
The Link Road option is bad for local residents and traders in Murrumbeena but will be great for through
traffic who will save a few seconds in travel time.

jve 22 days ago
| prefer Design 2 with no Link Road. Neerim road should be as it is (two ways) as it is designed for
that.Design | with link road will increase traffic in the residential streets.

Alfie 22 days ago
Two way traffic is clearly the best outcome for all stakeholders.

This is silly 23 days ago

First This is not really consultation. One way will just irritate the real locals, not those who just come for a
latte. Having the connection of a new road was NOT the promise of sky rail to local residents. Never I'm
road should be two way as it is the main thoroughfare and is designed for that. Railway parade is not
designed for main traffic IT IS FOR LOCALS ONLY

Ken Bale 23 days ago

look, one way is the best but would be better with no car traffic and only pedestrianised. Been to Oakleigh
and Box hill before? Now there is no barrier with the train line raised up there is no need for having two
major roads right near one another.

Rick 24 days ago

| agree with the one way flow and the provision of kerb side dinning options. | believe there could be a
widening on the northern side to encourage kerb side dinning as most of the traders in the current
configuration are on the north. While it does experience some overshadowing with extended footpaths will
get some sun and encourage trading. Additional canopy trees could be considered in the areas of no
overhead power. Undergrounding of the power in the section from Murrumbeena Road to Hobart Road to
reduce the clutter and improve amenity. Quality finishes are imperative, granite, bluestone and furniture.
Reduction in traffic is important to encourage a pedestrian environment. Question: is the car park connected
from railway parade to Neerim Road under the overhead? Plans do not indicate a connection. This
connection is important as it will mean that the strip has connectivity from north and south. Overall a good
concept with the overall success relying on high quality finishes.
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Julian 24 days ago

The Neerim Rd one-way option with a link road is not a good idea. This will cause the following:- increase
right turn traffic from Murrumbeena Rd (northbound) into Neerim Rd, narrowing the through traffic on
Murrumbeena Rd;- increase traffic using Hobart Road (a narrow street with a Primary School) to by-pass the
Neerim Rd one-way section, this is a serious safety issue;- increase traffic using Link Rd and Railway Parade
to by-pass the Neerim Rd one-way section;- restrict traffic options for residents within the Hobart Rd side
streets, resulting in Melbourne St becoming busier westbound;- Funnel more traffic down side streets to by-
pass the one-way section of Neerim Rd.Please leave Neerim Rd two-way.

Murrumbeena local 24 days ago
| prefer option | over option 2. | want more parking, pedestrian activity and on-street dining to make Neerim
Road Murrumbeena more lively. It is boring right now. | like the new link road too.

Mike 29 days ago

The one way link road is not a good idea and | oppose it. You will rob traders of 50% of the potential traffic
by diverting traffic to railway parade. Why cant you leave Neerim Road as two way and create the link road?
The current skyrail works and the close of the station are devastating local business. | cant see how this
solution will improve the current situation. For example, if | want to visit the shop 444 Neerim Rd, and | am
traveling down Neerim Road from Poath road | would need to either park in the railway car park on railway
parade or do a lap by traveling down the link rd, turning right into Murrumbeena and right again into
Neerim?? Its not clear which section of Neerim is one way - is it the part of it closest to Murrumbeena Road
or the whole section up to the link road? This needs to be a lot clearer.

Hide Replies (3)
Abe 29 days ago
| agree the design plans need to be clearer with labels on the diagram clearly stating what everything is, but

more busy in my opinion.
Hide Replies (2)

fairbairn 29 days ago
The shop keepers have experienced a marked drop in customer visits for some time now .

manny 24 days ago

the shop keepers have been impacted immensely by the lack of foot traffic from train travellers and it has
hurt them financially! The only stores gaining business are the food related ones where the skyrail bludgers
eat from.

KJS 25 days ago
Option One will vastly increase traffic in residential side streets and increase risk and hazards, especially
along Railway Parade for example.

Alduigan33 26 days ago
Option | not sensible. Option 2 much better.

not happy dan 26 days ago
So now you want our suggestions and opinion! What about our suggestions on the "Skyrail"? We said NO
and there were no consultation regarding having a Skyrail. Rail under only!!!

Donna 26 days ago
Not in favour of option | and only interested in option 2.

natleske 26 days ago

| disagree with making Neerim road one way. This makes it harder to access the shops - you should be trying
to increase access, not decrease it. to go around the block to then have access to the shops is too much
effort and we won't bother. please keep Neerim road two way! we are also concerned about a lot of extra
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traffic down the link road and into railway parade and Ardyne street, especially since cars won't be able to go
west into Neerim rd past the shops. we live in Ardyne street and are concerned about a lot of extra traffic in
our street if you go ahead with this option. If you have to do the Link road, please at least make Neerim road
2 way so that some traffic avoids the link road. otherwise the intersection of railway parade, link road and
ardyne street will become very congested and may involve unsafe right-hand turns. the diagram is unclear
about exactly how this intersection works and if turns can be made all ways and if this is safe. we are worried
there will be a large and constant stream of traffic heading south down the link road and make the
intersection unsafe.

alan_warpmail 27 days ago
The link road is a bad idea. What Glen Eira needs is more parks and green space, not more bitumen. The
extra road will not be needed when Skyrail removes the level crossing. More roads create more traffic.

Arty 27 days ago
| like the idea of the link road, but not the one-way traffic in Neerim Road. Funnelling traffic onto Railway
Parade from Neerim Road doesn't make sense.

Murrumbeena 27 days ago

| think the link road is the best solution in this area. | don't think it will increase traffic in Hobart road given it
ends in the service lane, and people who want to get to Dandenong Road will use Murrumbeena Rd, not turn
into Railway Parade and then take the link road into Hobart Road. What is does though is allow access to the
other side of Neerim Road (towards Carnegie) in a straight line, instead of going near the station, turn left
and then turn right, which slows traffic down and creates congestion on Murrumbeena Road. | am a local and
never understood the set up of the intersection - it desperately needs improvement. It also allows less
congestion on Murrumbeena Rd during school pickup / drop off time. To avoid it becoming a hazard for
school children walking to and back from school, all you need to speed bump/speed limits/clever road design.

Hide reply (1)

BeenaRes 27 days ago

Allows less congestion on Murrumbeena Rd by re-directing traffic onto residential streets. Speed limit is
already 40-50 on Hobart. The only other measure proposed is narrow points and speed humps? This all
creates MORE conflict zones where our kids walk / ride and turns our residential neighbourhood into a
thoroughfare. It does not adequately address the whole neighbourhood and is purely focussed on the Neerim
Rd shops at the expense of the rest of the suburb.

cd89 30 days ago

The link road is a brilliant idea, as one major build up of traffic on Murrumbeena Rd is from people turning
right onto Neerim Rd (driving northbound) while there are cars parked in the left lane. Allowing cars to
continue 'straight’ through this thoroughfare from Dandenong Rd to Caulfield will be highly beneficial.

Hide Replies (3)
Beena 28 days ago

Brilliant for who? All this does is force cars down narrow suburban streets or 'rat running' down Hobart
Road and Melbourne Street!

Hide Replies (2)

cd89 28 days ago

It will create a quieter Neerim road, allowing it to be turned into an entertainment hub with restaurants,
shops etc. which is beneficial for the suburb as Murrumbeena is truly looking a bit worse for wear in that
department.We need to stay objective and look at what will benefit the suburb as a whole, not just our
individual streets. Sadly, a lot of the narrow suburban streets are busy thoroughfares, both north and south
of the train tracks. My remedy for this is simple. Murrumbeena Rd needs to have ALL lanes as clear ways at
all times. This in addition to the crossing removal will increase traffic flow and get people off our 'quiet' side
streets.
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Hide reply (1)

BeenaRes 28 days ago

A bit worse for wear? Yeah, there is way too much Blue, Orange and Grey in the area. We loved our suburb
because it was not a thoroughfare. This project is supposed to improve walkability and green space. How
does introducing Rat Runs, one way streets and massive carparks do that? Once the Level Crossing is gone
the entire suburb will be surrounded by Primary roads Dandy, Beena, Poath and North. The through traffic is
mostly residential and the whole suburb will benefit from actually listening to the locals rather than the spin
which arrived in my letterbox this afternoon. No Link Road (we can see what you're doing, ...once bitten)

ds 28 days ago
No link road - Hobart Road is busy enough as it is. There is a school at the Dandenong Road end and
encouraging more cars into Hobart could possibly cause risk to children during school hours

Tim 28 days ago
No to a link Road. What a brain dead idea that will create annoying rat run traffic during commuter peak
hour times. Cars will try to get from Kangaroo to Dandenong Rs via this route. Disaster for locals!!

AndrewE 29 days ago

No Link Road. *warning- missing detail* the posted design one fails to include the "traffic puzzle" that BEENA
will become. Dunoon St closed at R'way. Hobart Rd mid block closure at Melb. Without these measures Rat
Running will overwhelm the village feel. Walkability is achieved by reducing traffic thoroughfares not
introducing new ones. Turn the Link Road into a Link Path for peds bikes and prams. If you provide 10,000
car spaces you will attract 10,000 cars. Keep the busses on beena road and out of the side streets, protect
our kids around the school, keep neerim two way and leave us just a little piece of suburb we once knew.
Link Road will not maintain our village feel. It will kill it off once and for all. Please don't do it.

Hide reply (1)
Tim 28 days ago
Totally agree. The rat running with a link road will be a danger to pedestrians and create more traffic.

Lauren 29 days ago
No one way. Needs to be two way. And no link road!

Hide Replies_(2)
Margaret 29 days ago
Totally agree.

Hide reply (1)
dars 28 days ago
totally!- two way thanks

fairbairn 29 days ago

With the recently amended Design One &Two it is clear what is suggested to happen .There needs to be an
easy way to get to the shops when approaching from Poath road ,my suggestion would to turn right into
Hobart Road and go around to Murrumbeena Rd. around the back of the shops via Melbourne St. The link
road will encourage drivers to use Neerim Rd. coming from that direction and avoiding the Shops altogether
also the Rat-Runners will use the link road to avoid Murrumbeena Rd. Hobart Rd will be hammered and Riley
St thru Wilson St . The link and Railway Parade will need to be at least two lanes each way in other words a
4 lane thruway with purpose designed traffic lights to favour this thruway at peak times

Hide Replies (2)

Mike 29 days ago
Why cant We just go straight? Seems like a lot of pointless effort..

Beena 28 days ago
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As a person that lives in Melbourne Street, | don't need any more traffic barreling down the street thank you.
It's a narrow residential Street already overrun with trucks and cars, more of the same we don't need!

Beena 28 days ago

I live in Melbourne Street, and would like to understand how you propose to manage the significant increase
in traffic using this street as result of these plans? | am opposed this one way design for Neerim Road as it
will only increase traffic congestion in narrow suburban streets - which is already an issue for residents. This
might look pretty, and wonderful on paper - just like Sky Rail - but lacks common sense.

PY 28 days ago

Design one seems focused on people approaching Murrumbeena from the west. | think having Neerim Rd
one way will cause people approaching Murrumbeena on Neerim Rd from the east to just bypass
Murrumbeena and go onto Carnegie. To get to Murrumbeena shops you will have to go past and loop back.
Also the plans are lacking on any detail about how traffic will be managed on Hobart Rd and Ardyne St.

Margaret 29 days ago

Those of us who live in the streets between Neerim Road and the Highway don't need any more traffic using
Hobart Road. It's a narrow street, part of a regular bus route and regularly has cars parked on both sides of
the road leaving insufficient space for oncoming traffic to continue when a bus is approaching. Often there is
nowhere to pull over to allow the bus through. If a link road is created it will mean increased traffic passing
the primary school - not a sensible outcome.Why can't we leave Neerim Road as two way?

Mary B 29 days ago
No link road please. | live in Ardyne St & am vehemently opposed to any more traffic there. Channeling
through traffic into a residential street is a terrible idea

mickcal 29 days ago

Garred is correct. You have completely stuffed this up. The link on the email for 'Design one' is actually
linking to design two and vice versa. Any feedback, discussion or voting on options must now be voided until
you re-issue an apology and get it right. Another outstanding example of councils doing what councils do
best.. This project has been an absolute disgrace from the beginning.

garred 29 days ago
Just received an email from council with design one and two incorrectly pointing to the wrong diagram. This
will cause a lot of confusion (again!!)

Amanda 30 days ago

| think slowing cars in Neerim Road is good. | drive there now and will have to change my habits but we need
to reduce the impact of cars in urban areas by measures such as this. Change is hard but worth it in the long
run. I'd like to see more development in the centre to bring more people onto the wider footpaths that are
proposed. I'd also like to see convenient bicycle parking and a car share space.

Lyss Hicks 30 days ago

Design option one is my preferred choice, however | think it would work best if more businesses such as
cafes/restaurants utilized the extra space provided by widening the footpath rather than it remaining open
space. Connecting Hobart rd and railway parade is also a good idea.

Hide reply (1)
cd89 30 days ago
Widened footpaths is a great idea. This could open up more outdoor dining, like Koornang Road.
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Do you have any suggestions on how we can
improve design option two (Neerim Road
two-way)?

65 Responses

Locall2 4 days ago

| support option 2, including the addition of trees to improve the streetscape. I'm not sure why the link road
can't still be considered for this option - wouldn't this help with traffic flows? The two sets of bus stops are
also a little unclear - presumably these are fir different bus lines?

macaustin 4 days ago

| support Option 2 however with the addiiton of the link roadKeeping Neerim Rd 2 way will support the
traders with more readily accessabel transport from all sides . The link rd, can then take through NEERIM
RD, traffic out of the shopping centre to reduce the traffic through the shoppling centre. Im sure there are
traffic managment solutions that can limit the access from Hobart Rd and Ardoyne st, to the link road to
eliminate rat running, which will only really be an issue coming south as no real value or time saving going
north. This could also include limiting access to Hobart rd, from Dandenong rd to local traffic onlyPerhaps
council could get LXRA to give up some car parking spots in new car parks to short term parking as a thank
you to the local community for the massive disruption and lack of access we have suffered and will continue
to suffer until this monstrosity is completed. could then remove some on street parking to extend footpaths
if desired.Also, cant see any reason for retaining the right turn ban from Murrumbeena into Railway parade,
as this relates to traffic signals for the level crossing, so that will be removed. That would allow all through
traffic to be diverted from the shopping centreWith the shopping centre, we dont want destination shopping
to overwhelm it, we want services we want, supermarket, chemist, op shop, fruit shop, butchers, newsagent.
We dont want if full of cafes, there are enough alreadyWith railway parade, definitely need pedestrian
crossing near Dunoon St, as people coming from the east don't want to have to walk all the way to
Murrumbeena Rd to crosse. This will also reinstate the access we previously had across the railway line via
the bridgelf you say the cyclists wont walk the extra distance to cross at Railway Pde or Neerim rd, so the
dame goes for us poor locals, Also , can it be confimed as someone raised at the Q & A session , that right
turns from Kangaroo into Murrumbeena Rd, will be banned and why ( will affect a bus route).

Sophia 4 days ago

| support keeping Neerim Road two-way, so | support this option. However, | agree with some of the other
comments that there is no need for the trees in the middle of the street - although they look nice they will
make the traffic lanes narrower and mean there is no ability to U-turn in some sections which could cause
problems - also mean that cars will pile up waiting to U-turn in other sections. Trees in the middle of the
street might also mean that it is harder to see pedestrians if they cross the road in the sections where the
trees are, rather than using the pedestrian crossing. We are lucky in Murrumbeena to have many green areas
- including parks that are just near the shops so there is no need for trees in the middle of the street. Also
the location of the bus stop close to the Foodworks in Neerim Road looks like it could be dangerous for
those turning into Neerim Road - that is, it has the potential to cause accidents - particularly where buses are
driving off from the curb when cars are turning into Neerim Road.

Murradale mess 4 days ago
My preferred Option by far, Jill Ainslie of 4 Erindale St Murrumbeena
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Chantal 5 days ago

| support Design Option 2. | very much want to see two way traffic flow maintained and NO link road. |
support in part the tree lined central median. | like the addition of trees, but | feel there would need to be a
u-turn place for vehicles and that the central median could be used as a pedestrian refuge, ie isn't mulch and
grasses the whole way along between the trees.

Oldfoles 5 days ago

We support Design Two. We have sent separate emails to council (not answered ) following the Q and A
session. However, in essence, our suggestions are:- eliminate the tree lined central median- reinstate car
spaces removed by addition of more trees and landscaping-consider creating bus bays currently occupied by
boom gates .What is the Council's preferred design? And why?

Antony 5 days ago

Option 2 is the only satisfactory option because it preserves what people in the area want and need, easy
access to Neerim road shops and residential streets not being inundated with rat runners looking to avoid
traffic, lights etc. as proposed in option I.

kerryblue 5 days ago

Option 2 - retaining two-way traffic in Neerim Rd - is definitely my preferred option. | fully support the
submission from the Murrumbeena Village Traders Association. Making it a one-way system will, | fear,
dramatically reduce customers to the existing businesses. | know that when | get my car repaired (and | have
been going to Phil Ridder since 1992) | will have to take a circuitous route along Hobart Rd and one of the
small streets linking it with Murrumbeena Rd - roads that do not need more traffic. But will Council listen to
residents? | have a horrible feeling that this website is their way of saying "we have consulted with the
community", when it should be about "listening to the community". Forget the tree plantings down the centre
of the road. We don't need any further impediments to traffic flow and they're hardly going to replace the
trees lost by the rail works. And leave the bus stops where they are - relocating them to the traffic lights isn't
an improvement. | just hope that this discussion encourages residents to get out and support the small
businesses that provide valuable services to our community. Let's keep our newsagent, dry-cleaner, post-
office, cafes, restaurants, bank, bakery, mechanics, laundrette, op-shop, hairdressers, barber, etc viable by
using them!

Carlos Provenza 5 days ago
| believe that the two way option is the best one. The one way option will affect the local business and also
local residents.

garred 5 days ago
This is preferred option

LAS 14 days ago

| totally agree with Jose's comments but | hope the council listens to the local residents and traders. Design 2
is the only workable option for the local people.Here are comments | posted on Design | this morning.After
attending the Q&A last night | wish ti make further comments. |. It is essential for the local residents [many
of who by the way are rate payers] living south east of Dunoon St to have a safe pedestrian pathway from
their homes to the shopping strip on Neerim Rd and to the primary school in Hobart Rd without the need
to battle traffic, cyclists or have to walk up to Murrumbeena Rd to get to the shops and or school. The
pedestrians must have safe access and right of way across the bike path under the sky rail . 2. Within a 500m
radius of the Neerim Rd shops we have 3 nursing homes, primary school, day centre for adults with multiple
disabilities a number of whom use electric wheelchairs, a child care centre and maternal health centre. We
also have a number of local residents with physical, intellectual and mental health concerns as well as teenage
school children commuting from Murrumbeena who are constantly on their mobile phones and not looking
around. Taking our vast varied local population into consideration , how is it considered safe to suggest a
shared vehicular and pedestrian pathway from the intersection of Murrumbeena Rd and Neerim Rd down
Neerim Rd for some metres. It is an accident waiting to happen.3.There was discussion about Al Fresco
dining on the south side of the shopping centre on Neerim Rd and the need to expand the footpath to

86



accommodate that. As there is only one cafe on that side presently and the need to maintain the PO,
laundrette, barber and dry cleaners for the local residents to access there appears reduced need for a lot of
space for outside dining. Perhaps this is being strongly encouraged by the designers as the council could
potentially increase their revenues by charging shop dwellers for using the outside pavement in the future.4.
The idea of a set of traffic lights for the bike path when it crosses Murrumbeena Rd under the Sky Rail defies
logic. The whole idea of removing the rail crossing was to improve traffic flow. Even with an integrated signal
system to the traffic lights either side of the bike path lights on Murrumbeena Rd- Neerim Rd intersections
there will be traffic delays if cars have to stop for the bikes. Why can't the cyclists who a riding through
Murrumbeena to elsewhere get off their bikes at Murrumbeena Rd and cross at either of the two existing
crossing as all the local residential pedestrians have to. No to this extra set of traffic lights...why did we
bother to remove the train line!!5. Once the Link Rd set up was explained with road deviations, round about
after round about and numerous pedestrian crossings all in the space of a very short distance | strongly
believe it will be a bottle neck of traffic that will impact on local residents around Railway Pde and Hobart St
and cause havoc and great frustration to the local users. | say NO to the Link Rd in its current form and
probably any form.

Hide reply (1)
garred 5 days ago
| agree with your comments and accidentally marked the button asking for review from the moderator .

Olivel964 6 days ago
Two way traffic is the best option

K 8 days ago
| suppor the two way option!

tony russell 9 days ago
dont do it it will destroy the shops

Hide reply (1)

tony russell 9 days ago
sorry meant for the one way :)

tony russell 9 days ago
why has the carpark next to the toilets been removed ? eg put it backputting the bus stop next to the corner
of murrumbeena road will cause traffic problems.

6q-gWMO9# 10 days ago

My proposal is that the State Govt. needs to commission a sculpture of the Boyd family to reflect the major
artistic, cultural and historic contribution they made to Murrumbeena in the 40s,50s and 60s. This sculpture
should be placed in the new precinct, in the street or under the ugly sky rail to beautify it and bring some art
and culture to the precinct. Secondly, there will need to be a major "greenscaping' project in the street area
and definitely under the sky rail, (so as to not only beautify this area, but also to hinder graffiti and crime). My
proposal would be for the Murrumbeena Primary School to have a plant shrub/tree day for every student to
plant, (perhaps the state govt could pay for this too!) There definite does not need to be a pub or a
brewery, if anything their needs to be an art gallery or arts precinct - family friendly!

LM local resident 10 days ago

Definitely Design Two. Not sure about trees down the middle perhaps widen footpath slightly with trees.
Bus stops are dangerous right on the corner - couldn't these be in Railway Parade or in Murrumbeena Road
with bays. Surely more car parks can be made under Skyrail for one and/or two hours.

Jason Close 1 days ago
Option 2 could be improved by removing the angled car spaces on the south side of Neerim Road and
widening the footpath so that increased seating and landscaping could be provided. This would take advantage
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of this side of the street receiving good solar access and would enable cafes and businesses to better utilise
the public realm.

stephenD 11 days ago

Design two can be improved by including the link road and removing the trees down the centre of the
road.This will help the traders and their customers and remove the through traffic which clogs the shopping
strip.The City of Glen Eira needs to accept Vic Tracks offer to have a link road or regret the missed
opportunity for generations to come. If not built now it cannot be done in the future when they have built
apartments and multistory carparks along both sides of the skyrail. | believe northbound traffic avoiding the
Murrumbeena / Dandy Road intersection are more likely to use Oakdene, Blackwood and Anzac (an area
where | live), rather than Hobart Road.The City of GlenEira needs to negotiate short term parking with
Victrak as on street parking in either option is not sufficient.

Edwin Belfield 13 days ago
Option 2 is what | vote for.Car parks are very important to the traders so we need as many as we can fit.

don't know 14 days ago
Two way traffic- otherwise you will kill the shopping centre.

MAS 14 days ago

Option 2 seems the best option to me. There will be less traffic confusion and therefore better flow. Parallel
parking would be less disruptive to traffic flow versus angle parking from option | where people will have to
back out into oncoming traffic where visibility from adjacent cars would be dangerously low. | would have
thought some extra safe parking area could have been afforded under the sky rail or adjacent to it. The issue
I have with both options is the plan for the bus Bus stops on Murrumbeena road do not make sense. It would
be better on Railway Parade to avoid halting traffic, especially traffic wanting to continue South around traffic
that is turning West on Neerim. Increasing traffic flow was the original reason for sky rail in the first place.

AnnVL 14 days ago

I think that this is the most viable option HOWEVER having trees in the middle of the road will - as the
consultants said last night - cut the village in two. | am hearing that you are responding to people's desire for
more trees. Thankfully Murrumbeena is very tree lined and hopefully we will see plenty of trees planted
around the skyrail development. Is it necessary to have them in our village, taking up parking spaces or
creating an unsafe crossing of Neerim Rd?| feel that the consultants could have been given the plans - not to
comment on them, but to create new options that would work better for the community. | propose for a
new plan that brings|. Wider footpaths that can have cafe tables on them or a weekend market or local
group sausage sizzles or a picnic table or...2. No trees in the centre of the road - which would give room for
wider footpaths and stop a division of the street and unsafe road crossing3. Two way roadWhy not
incorporate the best of both designs? We don't have to have any of the negative components.

Concerned. 14 days ago

Aesthetically and perhaps even theoretically Option | appears an attractive concept, however in practical
terms it could prove to be a major deterrent to people wanting to access the shopping strip. As a very
recent, long time trader in the strip with approved/permitted access to the addresses of a very large majority
of my clients, | am aware that a very considerable percentage of my custom travelled from the eastern/north
eastern sectors of the suburb to the strip for shopping. Creating a one way east-moving only section of
Neerim Rd. will mean that these people will travel down Neerim Rd. from the Poath Rd direction and then
be diverted under sky-rail into Railway Pde. They will then be confronted with having to carry out 2 right
hand turns into |. Murrumbeena Rd. then 2. Neerim Rd. and then hope for some parking to be available for
them. | know that the right hand turns may not perhaps be as dangerous as they are now because there will
be no railway Xing and the light sequence hopefully will be optimised to allow these turns to be less
traumatic, but, when confronted by this prospect upon being diverted to Railway Pde., | believe most people
will continue straight down Neerim Rd. to Carnegie (Or not even bother at all about Murrumbeena or
Carnegie and head straight to Chadstone). Even people living in the Weeroona Rd./Wahroongaa
Rd./northern end of Omama Rd. will be forced to take one of the side streets to Murrumbeena Rd. so that
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they end up being able to enter into and travel eastwards down Neerim Rd. to access the shops and parking.
Otherwise, they too will be forced under sky-rail into Railway Pde. Please consider this when making your
decision.Also, even though | know that this is not within GEC's jurisdiction or control, surely PTV owe the
traders and locals the 19-20 car parks which will not be available if option 2 is undertaken. Please, PTV, allow
the 20 western most car parks in the car park area under the sky rail to be designated 1/2 to | hour limit
parks so that they can be used by shoppers rather than commuters. This allows both 2 way traffic and also
the extra car parks which would have been generated by option|. The best of both worlds. PTV, you owe
the traders at least that much for the 2 year purgatory you have imposed on them with the construction of
Sky-rail on their door steps/shop fronts! GEC - it would be greatly appreciated if you could carry out some
lobbying on the above car park arrangement being made possible.

Jose 14 days ago

| would support this decision more than design |. However, i am a bit concerned that the consultation is
more of a "let them speak but the decision is already made". When i look at the reports it all points to
Design | being the one to be deployed. Hope i am wrong.

Matt |5 days ago
This is the preferred option. It is the BEST for maintaining the traffic flow and character of the area.

Sandra 16 days ago

| believe the 2-way traffic will be better for the locals as it will keep majority of the traffic on the main roads
rather than on residential streets parallel to Neerim rd. | agree with some of the comments already made
regarding the trees in the centre lane, unclear about the benefit and think that the money could be spent on
other facilities the community can enjoy. More seating, maybe table areas, better bus stop enclosed/sheltered
areas.etcDesign two looks like there is 4 new bus stops, 2 on Neerim rd and 2 on Murrumbeena rd. the
point of the skyrail is to enhance traffic flow and thus | question why bus stops need to be on the main rd.
Can we not incorporate a slip lane near the station for bus stops, thus not disrupting the traffic flow and also
increasing the safety of the commuters getting on and off the bus? Also, why can we not have the bus stop on
railway parade where traffic is dramatically smaller in volume than neerim rd?

Clare 17 days ago
Design 2 is the only design that supports the community and businesses. This is the only option to be
considered.

RN Long time resident 17 days ago

Design option 2 best meets business and residential needs. It keep cars going both ways down neerim rd and
driving past shops they will stop at. It keeps traffic flowing both ways. Most importantly it keeps extra rat
race traffic out of residential streets. Residential streets should be safe, family friendly, peaceful areas - not
substitute freeways. Given the ridiculous amount of over-development near the train station there will
already be a huge increase in traffic and parking congestion from all the extra residents cramming into the
apartments. That in itself should be reviewed. Over-development is destroying the neighbourhood. | also
agree that the bus stops are in an impractical location and trees should go on the footpath not the middle of
the road.

Marg T A 17 days ago

| like the two way for Neerim Road option as | believe it will keep cars off our smaller suburban streets and
may allow more passing trade for local traders. | would like to see the Ardyn Street link to be a pedestrian
walk way thus encouraging families on the South side to walk their children to Murrumbeena Primary school
and residents to visit the shops rather than drive.Narrowing the road both ways along Neerim Road forces
cars to reduce speed and is a strategy often used when trying to improve walkability of an area. Having trees
in the middle of the road is a great option as it will allow for a canopy of trees across the street as they grow
creating welcome shade in summer and a beautiful landscape for all to enjoy. It may also mean the trees have
room to grow and not be competing with verandas for space. Choice of tree thus becomes important: exotic
deciduous or evergreen native eucalyptus. Bump outs around street parking areas whilst taking car spaces,
can be a good idea for softening the streetscape and reducing storm water run off by installing rain gardens.
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moishirley 18 days ago

Yes to design two is a better option. Why is the bus stop located there, both on Neerim & Murrumbeens
roads! It seems an odd spot & disruptive for turning as well as traffic in general. Is Railway Parade a better
option? Is that possible?Definitely yes to design two but modify the bus stop locations!

DeniseU 18 days ago

This option is the only way to go (with some modification). Keep it two way traffic. The point of the level
crossing is to improve traffic flow, not just for safety. | don't know why second bus stops are put so close to
to the cnr of Neerim and Murrumbeena road? Surely this will put strain on turning left from Neerim into
Murrumbeena road? They should be removed if there will be stops on Murrumbeena Road ore relocated
perhaps east of the shops? Additional trees are an important inclusion following all the mature trees that have
been removed for the level crossing removal. Keeping the existing two way traffic flow is the ONLY way to

go.

Mick Hanlin 20 days ago
Preferred option. Streetscape will benefit greatly from trees down the middle and also prefer Neerim remain
a two-way street.ThanksMichael

DT 2I days ago
| STRONGLY AGREE with Neerim Rd remaining 2 WAY.

clinker 21 days ago
Prefer option 2. Not sure about trees in the middle of the road?? Prefer to see money spent on other more
attractive amenities, like seating, planter boxes etc...

LAS 21 days ago

Something must be done to the entire road surface of Murrumbeena Rd from Dandenong Rd to south of the
existing railway line.Patching pot holes and dips in the road surface is not good enough. Our house is
becoming damaged from the vibrations from constant traffic of construction vehicles and increase in regular
traffic traveling over the uneven surfaces of Murrumbeena Rd. A total resurfacing of the road from
Dandenong Road southwards is essential and it needs to be sooner than later.

LAS 21 days ago

| STRONGLY AGREE with Neerim Rd remaining 2 WAY. It will prevent more traffic congestion on the small
side streets which are already stressed and being used beyond what they were designed for.| like the center
road tree design but agree it may cause traffic build up when cars are parking so more discussion about trees
on the footpath should take place.l also agree a green common area instead of the Link Rd could be nice
especially for residents south of the shopping area [which | am not one of].If the whole area under the sky
rail east of the station is car parking then this design with slightly less car parks on Neerim Rd [because it is 2
way Jwould be fine especially if a small number of the car parks nearest the shops in this railway parking area
were designated 2 hour parking limit. The local residents do not need any more roads that allow non
residential traffic passing through rat racing in our side streets to get somewhere 2 minutes
quicker.YES,YES,YES,YES TO 2 WAY TRAFFIC ON NEERIM RD. Please consider the thoughts of the true
local residents in preference to those who visit our area just for a coffee.

AK 21 days ago

Choose option One. Re-directing traffic flow is a terrific idea in conjunction with the link road. It opens up so
much possibility and potential for Murrumbeena shopping strip and the shops on the corner of Murrumbeena
Road and Railway Parade. Design one is a much better plan than design two.

jve 22 days ago
| agree with Design 2 with no Link Road. Neerim road should be as it is (two ways) as it is designed for
that.Design | with link road will increase traffic in the residential streets.

tim 22 days ago
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i agree with the design option two neally 100% but i also feel that the ardyne st. link road should also be
included as part of this option..thanx murrumbeena resident..

This is silly 23 days ago

The two way option is way better. It doesn't change the nature of the other streets ie Hobart and railway
parade, ardyne and Dunoon street. No rat races created. But can't the tress in the middle be removed and
widen the footpaths and add trees there. We need to remember its barren now due to sky rail that gutted
our greenery. When it's finished supposedly trees are coming back

rd21 23 days ago

I think Design 2 is good. Separating Neerim Road with greenery is a good idea. | too would like to see a nice
independent bakery, one with fresh bread and not just hot food. An increase in parking would be good too as
sometimes one has to do a loop around Neerim Rd & side streets until a parking spot becomes available or
one has to park on the other side of the station and walk across. A better supermarket would be
advantageous too. The chemist is great, as is the newsagent and the ATMs. Be great when the Skyrail is
finished. One can live so close to the station but trying to get through it is a nightmare (at the moment). Glad
something is being done about this for the area's sake.The loss of the overhead bridge was a shame, as it was
handy to the newsagent for the morning paper and the ATMs. The old station was very nice, very historic.

Brian W 24 days ago

Option 2 is the better solution as it does not funnel traffic down Hobart Road past the Primary
School.Option | is flawed as it will invite additional traffic down Hobart Road as vehicles whose destination is
to travel south down Murrumbeena Rd will use the service road in Dandenong Rd to bypass traffic light
congestion at the Murrumbeena Rd intersection & travel south along Hobart Rd in lieu..Option | will
increase traffic on local roads that are not capable of handling additional traffic such as Omama Rd, Short St
and Tucket St.Let us pray that our political masters at Council adopt this solution to give some logical
outcome to a deeply flawed rail design that local residents did not want. Had the rail had gone under the
Road the original 1800's (pre-rail) alignment of Neerim Rd could have been re-instated & a satisfactory
outcome would have been achieved for all concerned without any angst.

Nami 24 days ago

| think | will vote (where's the survey though ?) for this option - DESIGN 2 - because, eventhough | think the
wider pavement of the first design sounds appealing, | don't think we need more traffic in side streets. | like in
Toward St (next to Ardyne) and even now and then, you can hear people speed because they're trying to
avoid all the traffic from Murrumbeena Rd. We don't need even MORE traffic and car nuisance around us.
Apart from that, we NEED more greenery. You said you'd make nice landscapes and parks around the
station but all | see is a few trees planted in the middle of the road... which is kinda silly as it's going to take
too much space, just enlarge the pavement and put massive pots of plants on it as | read it somewhere here
as well. Instead of the link road, give us another park there.lt would be really great after a long day, coming
off the train, buy whatever you like from one of the local shops and then rest in a park. It doesn't need to be
big, just green, lively and peaceful too.

Julian 24 days ago

This is the better option for Neerim Rd. Though, make sure the trees on the medium strip are set back from
the pedestrian crossing for better view lines (not as displayed in the photo of the proposal, that is
dangerous).

Murrumbeena local 24 days ago
| prefer design option one.

Rosie M 25 days ago

We much prefer the two-way traffic option on Neerim Rd and not having the link road funnelling traffic
down Hobart Rd. It will make Hobart Rd too congested and certainly not ideal given the large primary
school.

Katie 25 days ago
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Murrumbeena needs to get its heart and soul back again, and become a meeting place, a shopping place (ie
local butcher, grocery and the like), a community space that people want to visit and spend time and money
there. The only thing that has survived the rail works are the three cafes - and a cafe led revival is a great. But
there needs to be more reasons for locals to visit, they need to be able to get off the train or after school
drop offs etc, and pick up a few basics - which is something that cant be done at this point. The Council
needs to spend money to make this work, and it needs to show some love and dedication to our community.
The two way street is a far superior solution, and it needs to come with mature trees, decent street
furniture, good lighting (and by the way, how about some lights in Springthorpe and Boyd Parks as well -
desperately needed for community safety), interesting paving and the like. Businesses need an incentive to
open in the strip, and need people to buy their goods. Council, you need to spend a significant amount of
money to help this community place come good again, we are part of Glen Eira and we deserve it. No more
quick band aid jobs that simply don't work, please do it quickly and properly to bring our place alive again,
thanks

Alduigan33 26 days ago
Option 2 makes much more sense for access to shops on Neerim Rd, and avoiding too much traffic in side
streets. | love the idea of the village green and more outdoor seating for cafes.

Donna 26 days ago
Much more in favour of option 2 than |, but how are you going to fit in trees down the middle of the road?

Neerim 26 days ago
2 way is the best option.Why does the bus stop need to be on Neerim Rd for this option and not option |.
Does not make sense.

natleske 26 days ago
we think this is a better option as it makes access to the shops the easiest. it is sensible to keep Neerim road
two-way. prefer to have no link road as concerned about increased traffic in surrounding residential streets.

alan_warpmail 27 days ago
This is the best option - more trees and more green space.The link road is not needed and will just create
more traffic.

Bennyboy248 27 days ago

I think that considering there is a large car park underneath the skyrail the new proposed 19 carparks should
be replaced with a wider side walk and more greenery. Greenery is one think that Murrumbeena is lacking. |
also think that cafes should have more room for outdoor seating.

Arty 27 days ago
| prefer option two having Neerim Road with two-way traffic, but | think the plan would be enhanced by
having the link road to Railway Parade. Love the relocation of the bus stops, too

Tim 28 days ago

Design 2 with two way is a better option. However the centre strip of trees means traffic will be worse due
to inability to go around cars waiting to reverse park. Look at Church St Brighton as an sample of this, a
single car waiting to reverse park or taking too long to reverse park can bank traffic up for hundreds of
meters. Bad idea. Let drivers have the ability to go around these cars as they do now.

Beena 28 days ago

| do not support the one way option due to the stress it will impose on nearby residential streets, therefore
my support is for keeping the existing routing. Suggestion though - remove the trees down the middle and
widen the footpaths to encourage outdoor dining/trading. You could then add more greenery via planter
boxes or more colorful compact tree varieties.

AndrewE 29 days ago
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Oh wow! You're almost there. Just show a little more commitment to open green space and Villiage Feel by
adding a green space and footpath where Hobart, Neerim and Ardyne meet. Not a Link Road - a Villiage
Green!

Mike 29 days ago

Whay cant this design option also include the link road? It would make perfect sense!!Those wishing to visit
the shops and turn right into Murrumbeena Rd go straignt down.. those wishing to continue to Carnegie a via
Neerim Road take the link road to railway parade..

Hide reply (1)

fairbairn 29 days ago

70% of all traffic is thru traffic if the level crossing at Neerim Rd near the Racecourse was not there to make
travelling East very messy during peak periods we would avoid being a thru way for drivers trying to get
Bayside

patgean 30 days ago
Retain left turn option from Neerim Rd into Murrumbeena Rd

Hide reply (1)

fairbairn 29 days ago
the newly amended plans are now available.

garred 29 days ago
Just received an email from council with design one and two incorrectly pointing to the wrong diagram. This
will cause a lot of confusion (again!!)
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Do you have a question to submit for our Q
and A session?

I O Responses

2316200265482 10 days ago

The design concept for Carnegie with a proposed tram line through Koornang Road will instead increase the
volume of traffic on Murrumbeena Road and defeat somewhat the benefit of the sky-rail at Murummbeena.lt
appears that Council is determined to progress with the tram line concept irrespective of any community
objections. How is Council addressing this outcome to increasing traffic on Murrumbeena Road?

JoeK 13 days ago

I'm in favor of design | as it allows for better connectivity of north and south parts of M'beena. Allows for
easier access to M'beena primary for pedestrians and school drop offs from the south end. Although Neerim
Rd should remain two way for improved access to the shopping strip and greater choice in direction of traffic
flow which should be good for the businesses. A right turn from M'beena Rd onto Railway Ave should be
introduced to allow rail users easier access to the rail car park, thus reducing the need to cut through
Dunoon and Ardyne Streets. Joe Kovacs

Sandra 16 days ago

how are we improving the area for shop owners that reside on Murrumbeena rd? Shops like Three little
bakers, Tuscana, chai thai, nava Golden lion...ect The design both focus on Neerim rd only we need to look
holistically to benefit all business owners and residents within the area.

Sandra 16 days ago

why have we not considered removing the centre tree lane and expanding the footpath for shop owners to
have more outdoor space for table and chair? This could increase foot traffic and allow family with pets to
enjoy the cafes or mums with prams.

Sandra 16 days ago
why have we not considered slip lanes or railway parade for bus stops and keeping bus off the main rd, so
that traffic flow is not impacted on pick up?

Greg Neal 16 days ago

What traffic control measures are proposed for Hobart Road and Ardyne Street where they connect to new
link road in option One? Earlier traffic reports suggested one way or other restrictions but current plan does
not give details.

AndrewE 29 days ago

Option | Link Road does not show the traffic control measures required in the side streets. Given that
murrumbeena currently enjoys a village feel because it is NOT a thoroughfare, how will turning it into one
maintain or improve amenity for the residents most impacted?

Hide reply (1)

Beena 28 days ago

Option | - One Way Traffic: Couldn't agree more. Where are the plans on how council would manage, what
| suspect, would be a significant number of cars rat-running down residential streets!
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Ann 29 days ago
Where is the SUBSTATION to be built? Plans indicate that it is opposite Ardyne St. Is this correct? It gets no
mention in any Council plans!

Mike 29 days ago
Why isnt there an option for leaving Neerim Road as a two way road and creating the link road?? | am
opposed to the one-way concept as | dont think it will work.
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Do you have any general feedback?

28 Responses

PhilipT 3 days ago

Option | is by far the best design | believe. Retaining two way traffic, rejecting the idea of increased trees and
planting in the centre median as suggested by some would maintain the status quo; an overly busy
thoroughfare with no redeeming features or reasons for visitation. Removing one lane of traffic would at least
allow for the possibility of increased options for outdoor seating and dining like other nearby areas. If nothing
changes then Murrumbeena will continue to be forgotten in favour of Carnegie and Oakleigh.

TomK 4 days ago

There should be a zebra crosing across Railway Parade at the end of Dunnoon St because of all the
passengers and shoppers who walk from the station/shops and cross at Dunoon St (less so at the moment
because the footbridge is gone and its ground level walkway replacement is not there yet, but they will be
back to crossing at Dunoon St) and then go along Dunoon St or Railway Parade. This is particularly the case
if the link road is built.The opposition shown, in the LXRA's COSEP consulatations, to the cyclists and
pedestrians sharing a path in the new parkland is evidence that there should be a pedestrian crossing at the
Dunoon St end of the station so the station/shops-Railway Parade pedestrians can cross away from the
cyclists without having to walk along the path.Dunoon St needs a concrete pedestrian refuge at the Railway
Parade end as it is so wide. This would make it more pedestrian friendly and safer.

Antony 5 days ago

If council are serious about improving amenity in the wake of the monstrous skyrail, they should abandon the
crazy link road idea which will flood Hobart rd and adjoining streets with traffic. Don't we have larger arterial
roads such as Murrumbeena for this through traffic? Isn't this why they removed the level crossing? Can only
be Option 2.

patgean 30 days ago

Whilst navigation links on the web page are correct - Residents who pick Design | from the e-mail are
actually getting the design 2 download/map. This could easily result in some respondents incorrectly
supporting a particular Design. Given the anxiety felt by some due to how skyrail communications were
handled, | expected more from our council in ensuring that information is correct before publishing

Hide reply (1)

garred 5 days ago

Completely agree. The original email that went out had these design confused. Then | posted on here about
it and the moderator removed my comments.| then asked for an explanation from the council person who
sent the email who said she would get back to me- still waiting. Hard to tell if this is all deliberate but it does
makes you cynical.

garred 5 days ago

2 way street is the preferred option. We do not want a link road, this will make Hobart road busier and we
have a school. We do not want Hobart Rd made one way or closed in any way. Am concerned we are not
seeing the truth with option | and bus lanes. Why would you have the bus lanes on Murrumbeena road? Esp
without a slip lane of some sort.

Olivel964 6 days ago
Two way traffic only please
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Dorothy 10 days ago

| like option one;The long term and short term parking, plenty of trees and vegetation, increased pedestrian
space it will be easier and more enjoyable to visit Murrumbeena village and travel from Murrumbeena station.
| believe the link road will greatly improve the traffic flow in the area and will mean that many of us will have
to adapt to these changes, this will be hard but of benefit in the long term

HPI17 12 days ago
Option | due to car parking and to improve the shopping experience.

CMI2 16 days ago
Design One is my preferred option. It will create a lovely village feel for the community and there will be
more parking. The link road will reduce traffic congestion in the area.

Clare 17 days ago
Design 2 is the only design that respects the community and maintains the village feel.

NT 20 days ago

My preference is design 2. Leave Neerim Road 2-way. The number of visitors is in jeopardy if it is changed to
being | way because access to the strip will require either use of public transport or use of the side streets
to get into position to use the street one way.

LAS 21 days ago
Leave Neerim Rd 2 way.

AK 21 days ago

It would be great to help Murrumbeena shops grow and develop through the upgrade of pedestrian areas.
Allowing more pedestrian pathway and seating area for cafes will help Murrumbeena grow as a suburb. There
are currently great cafes on Neerim Road, but very few opportunities for outdoor seating. Having the
opportunity to add outdoor seating, markets and a village atmosphere similar to Oakleigh, Greville St
Prahran, and South Melbourne Market would hugely benefit the area and community.

Stuck in Traffic 21 days ago

Having read the information on Council’s website I'm partial to Design Option | subject to consideration of
an independent traffic report that demonstrates the impact of vehicle flows on local streets. More broadly, |
would like to see the Murrumbeena Level Crossing Project take a holistic approach at integrating and
revitalising the surrounding area and not solely Neerim Road. There are also businesses operating nearby on
Murrumbeena Road that | would hope could also benefit. The limited parking along Murrumbeena Road
(south of Railway Pde) is a major issue for traders and customers alike that patronise the Pizza, Asian
takeaway, Chicken shops, the Thai restaurant, the Dentist and Hairdresser. With the proposed relocation of
the bus stops closer to the station surely this would provide an opportunity to also revisit the parking
restrictions that currently make access to these businesses difficult.lts time to make accessibility to traders
around Murrumbeena Station and its surrounds (not just Neerim Road) Great Again! BTW - Page 24 of the
SGS Economics & Planning report states that “SGS have identified the following services as being available at
Neerim Road: Stonnington School of Dance, Thomson Real Estate, Care Training Australia”. Last time |
checked these were on Murrumbeena Road and Railway Parade respectively.

RGT 22 days ago

Design |, with the Link Road is flawed and very bad for local residents! It will create a real opportunity for
“rat running” between North and South Murrumbeena that would lead to a substantial increase in traffic in
Ardyne Street, Dunoon Street & Gerald Street.Constructing the Link Road will also produce another road
crossing for the pedestrian and cycling path that is planned to be constructed along the rail corridor.The Link
Road will generate the need for a pedestrian crossing on Railway Parade near the Murrumbeena station to
provide safe access to the station due the increased traffic that would use Railway Parade.Creating a Link
Road is against the overwhelming majority of opinions from the Stage 2 of Murrumbeena consultation, where
over 70% of the |35 survey respondents stated that they did not support any of the Link Road options.
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jc 24 days ago

| prefer option one. Living on the south side of the tracks and driving my son to and from Murrumbeena
Primary will mean using the link road and avoiding Murrumbeena Rd. The one way traffic will create more
space and a safer environment.

KJS 25 days ago
Will there be an opportunity to actually vote on what we want as residents? Or will state gov and council go
ahead with what they decided is best regardless (a la skyrail?)

Patty 27 days ago

Prefer Option ONE, definitely. Because more footpath space is needed. Option TWO is more
cluttered/congested with less footpath space & far less parking spaces than the BETTER DESIGN of Option
ONE.

larry@xcllusive.com.au 27 days ago
| think that the link road will lead to an improvement in traffic flow as it removes the double traffic lights
currently in place. The restriction of traffic flow in Neerim Road will also add value for retailers.

LC 29 days ago

| think that the option with the link road and Neerim Road one way seems the most effective option. | read
the economic report and | think it suggests that this will be the best option for the retailers. It is in the
interests of all locals to maintain a thriving shopping precinct. Also it will allow more priority for pedestrians.
On reading the traffic report it seems that this option allows more capacity for the future with the
disadvantage of needing to provide a crossing for the southern shared pathway across the link road. I'm sure
that it will be possible to mange this crossing.

Hide Replies (2)

Beena 28 days ago

Are you serious - clearly you don't live in the vicinity of the Shopping Village. Where are the traffic
management plans for cars rat-running down narrow residential streets because they can only access Neerim
Road from one direction?!

BeenaRes 28 days ago

Is this a stitch up? The reports, diagrams, and "expert opinions" are clearly written in the favour of option
one. This is the same link road which caused so much dissent that Glen Eira Council chose to re think their
comms. The song remains the same and it is clear that people who have lived here for a very long time don't
want a link road. Option Two will be fine thanks. It achieves the best outcomes for all without major and
quite frankly, unnecessary changes.

fairbairn 29 days ago
see the newly amended plans they appear more helpful

palmview 167 30 days ago
I am finding it hard to visualise how the village will look from the drawings provided. Can you provide a more
realistic image?

Hide reply (1)

Abe 29 days ago

Yes | agree! The design drawings are very low on detail and there should be more detail, including labelling
and a key so that we know what is what on the design. | imagine that the full scale mark ups and 3D versions
are not produced yet as there has not been the level of consultation for this, this would be the first step in
the design plan | imagine

garred 29 days ago
Just received an email from council with design one and two incorrectly pointing to the wrong diagram. This
will cause a lot of confusion (again!!)
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Amanda 30 days ago

| think your consultation is good - | can look at the plans at home and comment in the evening. Agree that
the downloads for options | and 2 are switched around and should be corrected. Would also have liked to
see 3D renders of how Neerim Road would look. | think reducing traffic in Neerim Road is good. | don't
want to see more parking - | want to see other modes of transport given priority over the car.

Do you have any general feedback?

PhilipT 3 days ago

Option | is by far the best design | believe. Retaining two way traffic, rejecting the idea of increased trees and
planting in the centre median as suggested by some would maintain the status quo; an overly busy
thoroughfare with no redeeming features or reasons for visitation. Removing one lane of traffic would at least
allow for the possibility of increased options for outdoor seating and dining like other nearby areas. If nothing
changes then Murrumbeena will continue to be forgotten in favour of Carnegie and Oakleigh.

TomK 4 days ago

There should be a zebra crosing across Railway Parade at the end of Dunnoon St because of all the
passengers and shoppers who walk from the station/shops and cross at Dunoon St (less so at the moment
because the footbridge is gone and its ground level walkway replacement is not there yet, but they will be
back to crossing at Dunoon St) and then go along Dunoon St or Railway Parade. This is particularly the case
if the link road is built.The opposition shown, in the LXRA's COSEP consulatations, to the cyclists and
pedestrians sharing a path in the new parkland is evidence that there should be a pedestrian crossing at the
Dunoon St end of the station so the station/shops-Railway Parade pedestrians can cross away from the
cyclists without having to walk along the path.Dunoon St needs a concrete pedestrian refuge at the Railway
Parade end as it is so wide. This would make it more pedestrian friendly and safer.

Antony 5 days ago

If council are serious about improving amenity in the wake of the monstrous skyrail, they should abandon the
crazy link road idea which will flood Hobart rd and adjoining streets with traffic. Don't we have larger arterial
roads such as Murrumbeena for this through traffic? Isn't this why they removed the level crossing? Can only
be Option 2.

patgean 30 days ago

Whilst navigation links on the web page are correct - Residents who pick Design | from the e-mail are
actually getting the design 2 download/map. This could easily result in some respondents incorrectly
supporting a particular Design. Given the anxiety felt by some due to how skyrail communications were
handled, | expected more from our council in ensuring that information is correct before publishing

Hide reply (1)

garred 5 days ago

Completely agree. The original email that went out had these design confused. Then | posted on here about
it and the moderator removed my comments.| then asked for an explanation from the council person who
sent the email who said she would get back to me- still waiting. Hard to tell if this is all deliberate but it does
makes you cynical.

garred 5 days ago

2 way street is the preferred option. We do not want a link road, this will make Hobart road busier and we
have a school. We do not want Hobart Rd made one way or closed in any way. Am concerned we are not
seeing the truth with option | and bus lanes. Why would you have the bus lanes on Murrumbeena road? Esp
without a slip lane of some sort.
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Olivel964 6 days ago
Two way traffic only please

Dorothy 10 days ago

| like option one;The long term and short term parking, plenty of trees and vegetation, increased pedestrian
space it will be easier and more enjoyable to visit Murrumbeena village and travel from Murrumbeena station.
| believe the link road will greatly improve the traffic flow in the area and will mean that many of us will have
to adapt to these changes, this will be hard but of benefit in the long term

HP17 12 days ago
Option | due to car parking and to improve the shopping experience.

CMI2 16 days ago
Design One is my preferred option. It will create a lovely village feel for the community and there will be
more parking. The link road will reduce traffic congestion in the area.

Clare 17 days ago
Design 2 is the only design that respects the community and maintains the village feel.

NT 20 days ago

My preference is design 2. Leave Neerim Road 2-way. The number of visitors is in jeopardy if it is changed to
being | way because access to the strip will require either use of public transport or use of the side streets
to get into position to use the street one way.

LAS 21 days ago
Leave Neerim Rd 2 way.

AK 21 days ago

It would be great to help Murrumbeena shops grow and develop through the upgrade of pedestrian areas.
Allowing more pedestrian pathway and seating area for cafes will help Murrumbeena grow as a suburb. There
are currently great cafes on Neerim Road, but very few opportunities for outdoor seating. Having the
opportunity to add outdoor seating, markets and a village atmosphere similar to Oakleigh, Greville St
Prahran, and South Melbourne Market would hugely benefit the area and community.

Stuck in Traffic 21 days ago

Having read the information on Council’s website I'm partial to Design Option | subject to consideration of
an independent traffic report that demonstrates the impact of vehicle flows on local streets. More broadly, |
would like to see the Murrumbeena Level Crossing Project take a holistic approach at integrating and
revitalising the surrounding area and not solely Neerim Road. There are also businesses operating nearby on
Murrumbeena Road that | would hope could also benefit. The limited parking along Murrumbeena Road
(south of Railway Pde) is a major issue for traders and customers alike that patronise the Pizza, Asian
takeaway, Chicken shops, the Thai restaurant, the Dentist and Hairdresser. With the proposed relocation of
the bus stops closer to the station surely this would provide an opportunity to also revisit the parking
restrictions that currently make access to these businesses difficult.Its time to make accessibility to traders
around Murrumbeena Station and its surrounds (not just Neerim Road) Great Again! BTW - Page 24 of the
SGS Economics & Planning report states that “SGS have identified the following services as being available at
Neerim Road: Stonnington School of Dance, Thomson Real Estate, Care Training Australia”. Last time |
checked these were on Murrumbeena Road and Railway Parade respectively.

RGT 22 days ago

Design 1, with the Link Road is flawed and very bad for local residents! It will create a real opportunity for
“rat running” between North and South Murrumbeena that would lead to a substantial increase in traffic in
Ardyne Street, Dunoon Street & Gerald Street.Constructing the Link Road will also produce another road
crossing for the pedestrian and cycling path that is planned to be constructed along the rail corridor.The Link
Road will generate the need for a pedestrian crossing on Railway Parade near the Murrumbeena station to
provide safe access to the station due the increased traffic that would use Railway Parade.Creating a Link
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Road is against the overwhelming majority of opinions from the Stage 2 of Murrumbeena consultation, where
over 70% of the 135 survey respondents stated that they did not support any of the Link Road options.

jc 24 days ago

| prefer option one. Living on the south side of the tracks and driving my son to and from Murrumbeena
Primary will mean using the link road and avoiding Murrumbeena Rd. The one way traffic will create more
space and a safer environment.

KJS 25 days ago
Will there be an opportunity to actually vote on what we want as residents? Or will state gov and council go
ahead with what they decided is best regardless (a la skyrail?)

Patty 27 days ago

Prefer Option ONE, definitely. Because more footpath space is needed. Option TWO is more
cluttered/congested with less footpath space & far less parking spaces than the BETTER DESIGN of Option
ONE.

larry@xcllusive.com.au 27 days ago
| think that the link road will lead to an improvement in traffic flow as it removes the double traffic lights
currently in place. The restriction of traffic flow in Neerim Road will also add value for retailers.

LC 29 days ago

| think that the option with the link road and Neerim Road one way seems the most effective option. | read
the economic report and | think it suggests that this will be the best option for the retailers. It is in the
interests of all locals to maintain a thriving shopping precinct. Also it will allow more priority for pedestrians.
On reading the traffic report it seems that this option allows more capacity for the future with the
disadvantage of needing to provide a crossing for the southern shared pathway across the link road. I'm sure
that it will be possible to mange this crossing.

Hide Replies_(2)

Beena 28 days ago

Are you serious - clearly you don't live in the vicinity of the Shopping Village. Where are the traffic
management plans for cars rat-running down narrow residential streets because they can only access Neerim
Road from one direction?!

BeenaRes 28 days ago

Is this a stitch up? The reports, diagrams, and "expert opinions" are clearly written in the favour of option
one. This is the same link road which caused so much dissent that Glen Eira Council chose to re think their
comms. The song remains the same and it is clear that people who have lived here for a very long time don't
want a link road. Option Two will be fine thanks. It achieves the best outcomes for all without major and
quite frankly, unnecessary changes.

fairbairn 29 days ago
see the newly amended plans they appear more helpful

palmview 167 30 days ago

I am finding it hard to visualise how the village will look from the drawings provided. Can you provide a more
realistic image?

Hide reply (1)

Abe 29 days ago

Yes | agree! The design drawings are very low on detail and there should be more detail, including labelling
and a key so that we know what is what on the design. | imagine that the full scale mark ups and 3D versions

are not produced yet as there has not been the level of consultation for this, this would be the first step in
the design plan | imagine

garred 29 days ago
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Just received an email from council with design one and two incorrectly pointing to the wrong diagram. This
will cause a lot of confusion (again!!)

Amanda 30 days ago

| think your consultation is good - | can look at the plans at home and comment in the evening. Agree that
the downloads for options | and 2 are switched around and should be corrected. Would also have liked to
see 3D renders of how Neerim Road would look. | think reducing traffic in Neerim Road is good. | don't
want to see more parking - | want to see other modes of transport given priority over the car.
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ATTACHMENT 3

Strengthening Murrumbeena's Village Feel

Feedback received (via email, letter, telephone or in person at the Q&A session)

Design 2 is preferable for easy access to the shopping area. The bus stops should be as per design 1
option, set around in Murrumbeena Road off sets, providing additional parking to customers in Neerim
Road.

2 way with link road

We prefer Design 2 where there is no link between Hobart and Ardyne Roads Thank you for considering
the safety of our children who attend Murrumbeena Primary in Hobart Road

It appears as though you are intentionally trying to confuse people ....the Design One link downloads
Design 2 and vice versa for Design 1
| prefer the design with 2 way traffic

My comments are as follows:

When | click on the email for 'Murrumbeena design 1' | get '"Murrumbeena design 2' and vice verca.
Considering this | don't think you can be confident everyone is going to be commenting on the correct
design.

| suggest you correct this immediately and resend the email.

My preference is for Design 2 with the 2 way traffic.

Also there was talk of a bike path running underneath the Skyrail. What happened to that?

The efforts of Council to provide a long term vision and solution to the current moribund lethargy
surrounding the Murrumbeena shopping strip is to be encouraged. As committed locals, my husband and
| attended the meeting last night at Duncan McKinnon and again heard the voices trying to hold on to the
past. Nothing good can happens if you are unwilling to look outside and embrace the opportunities
brought about by new paradigms.

Not one member of the Murrumbeena Traders Association spoke up on behalf of that group. And it would
be a hypocrisy if they did because unlike Council they do not a vision or aspiration for the future. The
MTA says no but offers nothing in return. Where has been their investment to make the shopping strip
attractive and inviting to locals. Instead there has been little effort to revitalise and make the strip more
friendly and usable. Those property owners who had land available behind the strip for parking have all
but one sold up and been happy to have this repurposed for housing.

What locals with a true commitment to our community are wanting is a chance to have a local precinct that
is vibrant and future focussed.

We urge the Councillors to vote for Design one. Ignoring the expert consultant findings is not reasonable
and they are all advocates of change and for practical reasons not emotive ones. Arguments put forward
last night by the vocal for keep the status quo lack any true analysis or understanding of what that means.
Local traffic issues that exist now — exist for many reasons that are not related to what is proposed for the
shopping strip. For example, school traffic results because the school is a school of choice and there are
500+ students who go there. That is to be celebrated not whinged about because there are difficulties
when the school is being accessed at morning and afternoon.

Let the focus be on what is important for Murrumbeena’s survival as a vibrant and viable local community.
The rail precinct changes offers us the impetus for change, Councillors must now be brave enough to say
yes to the only solution that will deliver a better future for the Village and the local community as a whole.
Please on behalf of those who want a future that is bright and bold, be brave.

103




Thank you for sending the proposed designs for Murrumbeena's council plan. | attended Strengthening
Murrumbeena's village feel Q and A session on last Thursday and | have the following feedback:| propose
to support design two - Neerim Road two way and no link road. The main reasons are as follows:1)
Safety for the residents and young children who always use Hobart street and Railway Parade. There are
a lot of young children walking on these streets to go to Murrumbeena Primary school.On proposed
design 1 and new link road, this design will give a lot more traffic on Railway parade and especially on
Hobart street (having the fact that in the next 10 years, it would be many more apartment complex from
the new council plan). Imagine when the kids (including my kid or maybe possibly future of your young
children) walk to the school, how many streets crossing and number of cars, they need to walk pass. The
design number 2 with two way on Neerim road give the better design for the community. The cars that
does not need to come on Hobart street or railway parade, can go on Poath road or Murrumbeena road.In
addition, after the sky rail completed, the resident would use the bike path under sky rail. If the council
chooses to build the link road, it will be more dangerous for bikers or pedestrians who use the bike path
(and again for young kids who will use the path). | noticed from the feedback session that more than 80%
of the attendance supporting design two and are the residents who live near the village. The minority that
support design one or build the link road are the one who live the further away from the Murrumbeena
village or do not have young children. They just want a little convenience from the link road, which is not
necessary.What the most important in the community is the safety of the residents and especially for the
young children in the area. You just need only one stupid driver to kill one family. You can see how bad of
accident occurred in Cranbourne east smash. This is not worth the risk. The link of the news is as
below:http://www.theage.com.au/victoria/woman-and-teenage-girl-killed-in-horrific-cranbourne-east-
smash-20170809-gxsywy.htmIPlease do not build more road in the kids' area. Safety comes first. | live on
Dunoon Street in Murrumbeena since 2003 and can see how the residents use the streets. 2) More
business opportunities for the local shops in the Murrumbeena's Village. With the proposed designed two,
it would bring more business to the local shops. Two ways traffic is necessary factor for the local shop to
survive. From the feedback session, the council can see the massive supportive that the local residents
support design two and request Neerim two-way. If the council blocks the traffic from Hobart to go to
Neerim road North way, the shoppers will have more option to go to Carnegie or Hughdale. As a result, it
will be bad business for Murrumbeena's Village. 3) Save budget from building new link road. You can use
that money to improve bike path, plant more trees and build more parks and open space for the
Murrumbeena's community. That is what the government keeps promising to us about sky rails (more
parks, not more road). Please let me know your confirmation that you can pass my feedback to the council
by replying this email. Thank you for your cooperation.

Design one: Clear no. Design doesn’t clearly show link to Hobart Road. Why put extra traffic on a
residential street which has a school. Reducing traffic by half can’t be good for traders.
Design two: More positive and better traffic flow. Would be better for traders.

| live on Dunoon street.

| am against the Murrumbeena link road.

The traffic congestion will be a safety hazard for school kids.

The road will take up the natural space and add to the concrete jungle feel.

It is unnecessary.

Also , | suggest big bushy trees on the outside of each of the pylons particularly at the station.

It will prevent graffiti and hide the hideous concrete . It will be impossible to wash off graffiti and | don't
think there are plans to print the concrete .
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Please note | do not want a one way road and the link road. Option one will be a detriment to the traders
and local residents and will increase traffic in the many surrounding side streets.

Please keep Neerim Road two way and no link road. Do not have trees down the middle. This will disrupt
traffic when vehicles are parking and reduce visibility for pedestrians.

11 | To Glen Eira Council,
Could you all please listen to the people who use this area and make sure we retain two way traffic. That
is the only way we can save our businesses after the devastating effects of no parking for two years..... we
need to recover. Please say no to one way traffic.

12

Submission on ‘Strengthening Murrumbeena’s Village Feel'As you are aware, my family and | || N |
. | welcome the

opportunity to provide comment to Council on the above proposal.Firstly, | would like to point out how
disappointed | am with certain aspects of the consultation process, particularly basic communication and
administrative errors which have plagued this final stage of consultation. Some of these errors were
communicated to Council officers several weeks ago and to date have not been resolved.l do, however,
acknowledge the difficulty in engaging with the various stakeholders throughout the community which can
have differing and competing interests. That being said, on this occasion it is clear that there is broad
community support for design option two (two-way with no link road). Still | am concerned that Council has
a desire to proceed with design option one (one-way with link road) with the view that the local community
is unaware of the ways in which this concept will act to deliver the type of suburb they want.This is
erroneous and to help counter this view it | have attached a petition signed by 746 concerned local
residents and customers to form a part of this submission.Within this context, | strongly encourage Council
to adopt design option two (two-way with no link road) and consider the following recommendations in the
final Transforming Murrumbeena proposal to be presented to the Level Crossing Removal Authority
(LXRA) to be included as a part of the level crossing removal works:

* Retaining two-way vehicle access along Neerim Road within the Murrumbeena Village so that
customers, suppliers, residents et al. can retain direct vehicle access from both directions to local
businesses and properties. This priority should take preference over other competing interests.

* Retain existing on street car parking with an increase in number of spaces fromlevels pre-crossing
removal works where possible.

« Utilising the former Billy Motors site to provide a dedicated off-street car park for visitors to the area
providing as many timed, short term parking spaces as possible with direct access from Neerim Road.

* Provide multiple entry points to commuter and/or short term car parking areas fromNeerim Road.

* Relocate the bus stops and taxi rank currently located on Neerim Road to the southern side of the
station precinct and use this opportunity to provide further on- street car parking in their place.

Additional urban design treatments also need further development once a design option has been
confirmed by Council. Encouraging and investing in street art, hanging flower baskets, improved street
furniture, improved lighting, water fountains, bike racks, tree guards, tree grates, footpath texturing etc.
could help improve the character and overall amenity of the area without significant disruption post level
crossing removal works.| trust Council will respect the interests of the local community and adopt design
option two,ensuring two-way vehicle traffic is retained along Neerim road.
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As a resident of Murrumbeena for over 25 years, | am most concerned about the negative effects on
residents arising from the construction of the proposed Link Road. My concerns are that the Link Road will
led to more through traffic in local streets, create an unnecessary crossing of the bike and pedestrian path
and it goes against the wishes of the majority of the community that were expressed in recent public
consultation.

More Through Traffic in Local Streets

| think the Link Road will create an opportunity for “rat running” between North and South Murrumbeena
that would lead to a substantial increase in traffic in Ardyne Street, Dunoon Street & Gerald Street. An
enormous amount of traffic management will be necessary to try and stop through traffic from using local
streets in Murrumbeena.

The recently implemented right hand turn ban from Kangaroo Road into Ardyne Street has already led to
substantially increased through traffic in Gerald Street, Innellan Road and Toward Street. Since the turn
ban was installed, the speed of traffic in Gerald St has risen considerably. It is now more unsafe for
residents walking, cycling and trying to exit their properties by car. By constructing the Link Road, the
Council will be creating opportunities for more through traffic and higher speeds in the local streets. Thus
constructing the Link Road would be irresponsible. It is most unlikely that traffic management will be able
to stop through traffic using local streets in Murrumbeena if the Link Road is constructed.

Adding More Crossings

Constructing the Link Road will produce another road crossing on the pedestrian and cycling path that is
planned to be built along the rail corridor. The level crossing removal is about removing crossings, the
proposed link road creates an additional crossing of the bike and pedestrian path as well as making
intersections on Neerim and Railways Parades more complex. The Link Road will make walking and
riding more slow and dangerous in Murrumbeena. Council should be promoting active transport by making
walking and cycling safer and more attractive.

In addition, the Link Road option will generate the need for a new pedestrian crossing on Railway Parade
near the Murrumbeena station to provide safe access to the station due the increased traffic that would
use Railway Parade.

The Community has already rejected previous Link Road Options

In the Stage 2 of Murrumbeena consultation, an overwhelming majority of opinions, over 70% of the 135
survey respondents stated that they did not support any of the Link Road options. The community has
clearly rejected the Link Road options and is concerned about it's consequences. Council appears to be
consulting but seems to be not listening to the local community. Safety and amenity in residential streets
should not be compromised by marginal travel time savings for through traffic. Council should be more
interested in lowering the risks of increased crashes and noise from through traffic on local streets.

The Link Road will led to more conflicts between traffic, pedestrians and cyclists in local streets. To
reduce road trauma, it is important that through traffic use the main roads. | am confident that if the Link
Road is constructed that there will be decreased levels of safety and amenity in local streets of
Murrumbeena. Council will need to take full responsibility for the negative impacts on residents living in
Murrumbeena if the Link Road option is implemented.
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I've taken some time to think this over following the last information session. I've talked to neighbours in
local streets and traders and weighed up pros and cons. On balance | need to express my preference for
a design that does not include a link road. | still feel, that despite smart traffic management to avoid rat
running through local streets, avoiding a rat run would not be totally successful. We are fortunate to be
surrounded by major roads and | believe the traffic should not be brought closer to our suburban streets.
The link road and one way treatment of Neerim road would impact adversely not just in streets around
Ardyne (Gerald st already has increased traffic) but also on the streets north of Neerim road such as
Sydney Rd, Melbourne Rd etc. According to records from the pharmacy most of their customers are from
the east of the suburb and a one way treatment would oblige them to do a loop through side streets. Poor
old Melbourne street etc would really suffer. | remain concerned about parking. Residents miss the little
two hour car park that worked so well. We could hover in there and within minutes a space would become
vacant as people used it simply as a quick park to pick up a script, go in to the bank, collect dry cleaning
etc. It was a brilliant short term car park that locals knew how to use. We need a two hour off street car
park to replace it, rather than just on street parking. | do feel that we have been well consulted Mat and
that your team have made great efforts to respond to concerns. Overall though, | am not in support of
designs that include the link road.

15

The plans as distributed do not detail what will be happening with Hobart Rd, particularly at the
intersection with Neerim Rd. In the earlier discussions and plans there were various options discussed
such as one way or barriers to reduce the traffic in Hobart Rd but the presented Designs say nothing.
Design 1 does seem to show a narrower Hobart Rd at the intersection with Neerim Rd.

As a resident of Hobart Rd | am highly interested but unfortunately | will be away for the Q & A session.

16

It's _m_...house which is one of the most affected

residences by the link road.

Unfortunately the plans are a bit light on detail and | need a little more before your meeting on the 23rd of
Aug next. So, here goes:

What treatment do you propose for the corner of Ardyne Street and Railway Parade? We require full
details.

Where is the replacement parking for the shops that was near the toilet block now situated? There was
about a dozen 2 hour parking spots there that served shoppers.

How many car parking spots does the link road take up?

| hope you are able to answer these questions before the meeting and thank you for your help.

17

Following on from our discussion on Thursday, here are my feedback points as a resident of
Murrumbeena.

Traffic direction

| have been a resident for only 12 months, and whilst | agree the current traffic arrangement is unusual,
my impression is changing the traffic flow on Neerim road is creating too much stress for current
residents. Personally, | liked the suggestion mentioned a while back about directing traffic on to railway
parade from Poath road, however | understand this requires a discussion with Monash council. Has a
discussion with Monash council taken place? Also, the design option one does not describe how Ardyne
street would be impacted, and probably requires more detail here. Whichever design, this intersection is
likely to be a thoroughfare for local primary school children so it will need to be slow and very clear
crossing lights.

Transport access

I would like to see a parkiteer installed at Murrumbeena station. There are currently many people driving
from south of Kangaroo road to the station and they may consider riding their bike if there was somewhere
safe and secure to park it. | like the suggestion of angled parking on Neerim road north of the station, |
think this is a great way of creating more parking within an existing space. | also suggest looking at
flexicar hire options for around the station. We would personally consider selling our second vehicle if we
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had access to a short term car hire facility at the end of our street.

Village feel

There is a lot of emphasis on increased car parking spaces in these drawings, which is important,
however | would personally like to see a greater emphasis placed on green spaces for enjoyment and
relaxation. | am concerned the area will look very heavy with infrastructure and the trees and green
spaces will be important in softening this look and promoting enjoyment in the area. There are many
artisans and environmentalists in this area who | am sure would be happily involved in the design or art
space, and this may allow some members of the community to feel a sense of control and input into these
changes.

18

Unfortunatly | will not be able to attened the planned Q&A meeting planned for Wednesday night. Could
younpkease answer a few questions?

Design One the grey stips at the end of ardyne street, and indicated at both the continuation of railway
pde and nerrim rd and hobart link, does this is indicate the plan to be dead ends or will there still be the
ability to continuento drive down these streets. If they are intended to be dead ends | need to voice a
strong objection to this.

Design 2 | believe the bus stops in nerrim road indicate too close to the corner.

19

Question Regarding entry and exit to car park

How is the car park entered from Chadstone end of Poath road?

Will it be necessary to enter car park from Railway Parade when approaching from Chadstone end of
Poath Road?

20

Firstly, | have to apologise for my error in my previous email. On the billboards at Murrumbeena station
the designs are incorrectly labelled: Design ONE shows NO link Road whilst Design TWOshows the link
road. My own error shows just how confusing the communication has been.Here is some additional
feedback on the Q and A session.- | totally reject Design One which includes the proposed link road. The
very creationof 4 north south roads without level crossings should be enough without pushingtraffic into
already crowded residential street.- Within Design Two, the central avenue of trees is unnecessary. Who
is going to care andmaintain the new greenery and landscaping?- Any proposed link Road would cut
right through the railway commuter car park.lt is totally unreasonable , and possible unlawful , to require
commuters to negotiate a road within the car park.- Car parking spaces both north and south of the
station have been replaced on the designsby landscaping and trees. Surely these spaces can be more
usefully utilised for morecars and/ or bus stops?- As an alternative to the proposed bus stops on the
designs, perhaps the space createdby the removal of the railway gates on either side of Murrumbeena
Road could be usedas indented bus stops in both north and south directions
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The technical assessments regarding future traffic activity at the Dandenong Road service road and
Hobart Road to which reference is made are unknown. Should there be significant increase at that
intersection then the "calming measures", as mentioned in your reply and as foreshadowed at the meeting
by the speaker from One Mile Grid, then they are the available options. In your own assessment it is
stated many people are opposed to these measures.

The removal of the rail crossing in Murrumbeena will facilitate, as intended, a significantly improved traffic
flow along Murrumbeena Road. That of itself renders unnecessary the convoluted approach that is Design
1. The bus routes north and south can move along that corridor without the necessity to utilise Hobart

Road with all the implications for the safety of residents, school children and parents attending the school.

The Rail Over Road solution to the congested and dangerous crossing was foisted on the residents of this
area with precious little consultation. The mood of the meeting was overwhelming in its opposition to
adoption of Design 1 and we expect the elected members of Glen Eira Council to avoid repetition of that
occurrence by ensuring Design 2 is implemented.

22

Our apologies for not being able to attend. We did try to contact the Council by phone and email to no
avail.

We support the 2 way traffic design for Murrumbeena shopping centre.

23

I am writing with concern at the proposed link road, for Ardyne Street, Hobart Rd. Murrumbeena.

As a resident of Gerald Street, | am concerned that such a road will create more traffic in our street and

the surrounding streets, causing a rat race from Kangaroo Road, through the local streets to Dandenong
Road. Gerald Street, already carries a lot of traffic with people avoiding Ardyne Street (which has speed
humps) and the bowling club users parking in the street.

There seems to be no reason to create a link road, once the crossing is removed as Murrumbeena Road,
should be able to cope with the traffic flow, so why waste money on another through road.

It is also ridiculous and dangerous to propose a road that would pass Murrumbeena Primary school which
has over 600 students.

The road would also pass through the cycling track and park area proposed for underneath Skyrail which
is also dangerous and unnecessary.

There would also need to a pedestrian crossing installed in Railway Parade near the station for
passengers to navigate the road, which is also another cost.

Your survey conducted in the community showed overwhelmingly that residents do not want a link road so
you have an obligation to support the residents views.

| ask that you seriously consider abandoning this idea for the safety of our children, and the children of
Murrumbeena Primary School. Let's get traffic off our streets and on to main roads instead.
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Dear Councillors | would like to bring to your attention some of the concerns | have about the
purposedLink road in murrumbeena It will create an opportunity for "rat running" between North and
South Murrumbeena that would lead to a substantial increase in traffic in Ardyne StreetDunoon Street &
Gerald Street. It will produce another road crossing for the pedestrian and cycling path that is Planned to
be constructed along the rail corridor. It will generate the need for a pedestrian crossing on Railway
Parade near the Murrumbeena station to provide safe access to the station due the increased traffic that
would use Railway Parade.lt is against the overwhelming majority of opinions from the Stage 2 of
Murrumbeena consultationwhere over 70% of the 135 survey respondents Stated that they did not support
any of the four Link Road options

25

Re: Link Road Murrumbeena

We live on the [ . <o /< arc the house and the people to be MOST

affected by the link road. Very bluntly, we don’t want it, but we do understand that some people do.

The council officers seem very, very keen to get the road. Getting the land and having it built at the
LXRA’s expense must sound appealing and without it, they’ll never achieve their long term plans to turn
the Murrumbeena shopping strip into a Mall.

| have lost confidence in the consultative process, I'm hesitant to offer any solutions, but | think | have a
proposal that may make everyone happy. First | need to briefly go over a few points to explain why I'm
hesitant to give any support for the link road at all.

I’'m hesitant to offer any suggestions because of the run around we have been given. First we were told
“don’t worry, it is only a proposal”, then we see trees being cut down to make way for it. We were able to
film one specific old growth tree that was to be preserved being cut down to make way for it on the East
South side. We were given the general explanation that trees had to be removed because of the
machinery and lastly it was cut down by mistake. We haven’t seen a machine in that spot yet. At this point
we knew the link road was more than a proposal.

We are then told it's LXRA'’s fault, it is under NDA and the council can’t talk about it. We do our own
research and find all the councils along the corridor were offered link roads here and there and it was up
to the council to say yes or no to the offers. We are then told at a meeting with council officers that it
wasn’t under NDA and it was a mistake that both the council and LXRA said it was. In particular, we have
to thank | GGG o' his candour who explained how the link road ideas came
about. It is a pity our own council wouldn’t do the same.

Despite being key stake holders, the only reason the council started to talk to us was because | put out a
leaflet to the community about the road and how it was up to the council no matter how much they protest
it was up to LXRA. Plus | sent an email to just about everyone involved with the project.

We are also told at the outset of the project that there would be no loss of car parking and yes, the 12 or
so 2 hour carparks near the toilets would be replaced. We now hear this is not the case.

We then have the council’s earlier survey results ignored where over 70% of the 300 odd respondents
said no link road. According to one resident at the meeting last Wednesday, this figure is now higher.
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When the presenters were asked, “What would it take for you to drop the link road”, no clear answer was
given. The question was applauded, but not the answer from the panel.

So, | give this solution. Build the link road, put a hedge in the middle of it with pedestrian access and use it
for car parking for the shops. This would go somewhat to make up for the loss of parking near the toilets
near Murrumbeena Road. My quick chat to a LXRA representative at the meeting indicated it is entirely up
to the council what they do with it.

That way the council gets the land, the road and keeps most of us happy, while the council is able to keep
it's future options open.

Thank you for spending the time to read this email. | hope it will be useful as both a background document
and solution.

26

Thanks for keeping me in the loop. | did attend the information session last week.

I have had a look at the two plans. We are concerned about the link road as we live in Ardyne street and
worried about the potential increase in traffic in the street if the link road goes ahead. Also, the proposed
new intersection at the corner of Ardyne st, Railway Parade and the new link road looks very confusing.
We are worried about a huge increase in traffic coming down the link road and if it will become unsafe to
exit our street with this flow of traffic (especially as Neerim Rd will be closed off to traffic coming from the
west).

Thanks for taking my comments.

27

Summary of comments received verbally by Officers at the Public Q&A Session held at Duncan
MacKinnon Reserve in relation to the designs:

Concern regarding more traffic on local roads, particularly near the school

Concern that the shopping centre would lose customers

Like the trees and pedestrian areas

Concern about access and noise from the link road (from residents that live close to the proposed
connection)

Support for the easier connection that the link road would create

Suggestions for a hybrid design retaining two-way traffic and inclusion of a link road

Discussion about the drawbacks of the central median planting

Concern about access for parking for visitors and residents on local roads outside their homes

Summary of questions received by Officers at the Public Q&A Session held at Duncan MacKinnon
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Reserve in relation to the designs:

Discussion with residents regarding how the Ardyne Street intersection would operate and what
access would be permissible

Questions regarding the benefits and drawbacks of extended footpaths with compromised car
parking

What are the next steps and the process moving forward

Questions regarding the process of how the two designs presented were developed from earlier
stages of engagement

Some questions regarding the LXRA project area

The Q&A Session was recorded — if you wish to see the full video please visit the following link:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=s11RWND5Cx0
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Strengthening Murrumbeena's Village Feel community session. 23 August at Duncan Mackinnon Pavillion

Feedback cards

Comments or feedback

Do you have any questions that weren't addressed tonight that you would like answered?

You are not listening to residents! Two way traffic
flow is the better option.

Why is option 1 still on table given it was rejected! Why does your retails model base itself on a café culture rather than
what our strip is?

Design 2 - No tress down the middle. Angle parking
both sides

N/A

The meeting did not start until 7:21pm. How it was
wound up at 8:30pm. Question time was too short

Why did you not start on time

Do not changed the Neerim Rd to one way. No one
way!

N/A

I think it was evident that the council want option 1,
but the community want option 2.

Yes. Instead of a link rd, make that space short term carparking. Please comment

N/A

Early proposal for commercial development on South-east side of Neerim RD. Will it happen? Will parking be replaced?

I'm grateful for the opportunity - I'm excited about
Option 1. Others are clearly not what they need to
think progressively.

The 1st option is clearly better in terms of "village feel"

Mostly except for the smoking areas

Where is the dedicated outdoor smoking areas in either design option?

Just not enough time for questions and discussion by
the attedning residents

Will find a submission that combines elements of option 1 and 2

N/A

How cyclcists will be separated from pedestrian traffic moving to and from the station

Definitely no link road. Keep Neerim Rd. 2 way but
remove trees in Neerum Rd in centre of road

Future plans of bus routes.
Traders and local residents should have major say.

Cars accessing station carpark from South
Murrumbeena to already access Railway Parade
carpark via Arydyne, as cant turn right from
Murrumbeena.

Prefer hybrid solution

Why not wait until skyrail is complete to see how N/A
traffic flows are really impacted
Many people expressed their opinion only thinking of|N/A

themselves not the greater good. Traders surely
want more parking. Is there going to be more
commercial development?

There were four options now only two - how did this
happen? Option 1 not acceptable and needs to be
dropped.

Hybrid options - where are they? Finding more car parks for option 2 - ideas? Participants (consultants) declaring who
pays them and the number of options they were given to report on.

My preference is for option 2. No link road. No
hybrid if it includes a link road

N/A

N/A

Bike trail will be interrupted with the new link road. Proposed to build new bike trail rather than link road

Is it already too late to change

Overdevelopment is already choking the narrow streets. How 'Open" is the access across rail carpark to neerim road
from railway?

N/A Will there be a pedestrian access from Dunoon to Neerim via railway carpark (like former bridge!). I.e through state
property

Design one excellent N/A

We need a combination of options 1 and option 2 N/A

with a link road and two way traffic in neerim road.

Consultation process like this are very important in
building community and having stronger and better
local government

No link road through Ardyne to Hobart

2 hour car parking in railway car park

What about Hughesdale? Consider purchase of laundromat on Poath rd to facilitate amenity of the station forecourt.
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1)Do we really need the new bike path, It is more of
a hindrance with pedestraian moves across the path.
2) Need to more to inhibit "rat-run" traffic into
Hobart Rd.

3) Please re-route Bus Route 822 to only up and
down Murrumbeena Rd and remove it from narrow
side-street (Hobart Road and especially Sydney
Street)

4) Reinstate right hand turn from Kangaroo Road to
Murrumbeena Road to minimuse risk of rat-run
down Ardyne Street.

5)What about Hughesdale? Something needs to be
done there

N/A

No link road N/A
2-way on neerim rd best option

Design 2 preferred

No option 1 link road N/A
Do not do design 1 N/A

N/A

There was no explanation of the consideration givben to the treatment of the Link Road (Hobart st) at the Dandenong
Road end

2hr parking in Toward St and Railway Parade and all
surronding streets around the station. Very difficult
to park in front of our home and for visitors

Opportunity for market stall. Creators market. Ption 2 sounds good. Please no buses in Railway Parade

Clearly the local community mostly affected prefer
option 2 with some possible additions but hoping
Neerim Rd 2 WAY.

Who is responsible for the total resurfacing of Murrumbeena Rd from Dandenong Rd southwards - there are potholes
that cant be fixed by just filling it in all the way along the road

What about a bridge for the cycle and foot traffic
over the link road

N/A

N/A

PTV have caused so much inconvenience to the area they should dedicate approx 20 car spaces in the western end of the
communiter carpark under the sky-rail to short term shopping parking. Definitely option 2 - 2 way staffic with increased
parking under sky rail

1) Will trees actually survive the skyrail blocking the
sunlight?

2)Why do we now have more crossing where we
were trying to free the flow of traffic?

1) Will people's concerns actually be considered by council?
2) Will there actyually be options for local shoppers to park (1-2 hours)

As a long term resident | don’t support option 1

How will the final decision be made and communicated

Link Road.
Ardyne and Railway Parade. Is it a raised path?

Pedestrian crossway

Why arent council listening to residents? We don’t
want option 1.

Why cant option 2 also include a link road

Post contact details of all council staff on Glen Eira
website so that response to the meeting can be
directed accordingly.

Any traffic restrictions in Neerim Rd will destroy businesses within 3 years. Option 2 less the central tress is the only
viable option. No link road!

In option 2 can the space saved from the link road be
used to provided short term off street parking near
the shops

N/A

| prefer option 2. Option 1 creates congestion in

railway parade with buses and entrances into station
carpark. It will be made difficult to get to Poath Road
and Bute St to access Erindale St and Kangaroo Road.

What will happen to the intersection of Railway Parade and Poath Rd

Option 2

N/A

When | went to meeting on 23.8.17 | knew nothing
about road at shopping centre at first. Option 1
wsounded good but after hearing comments option
2 is superior

It seems overwhelming support for option 2. But it seems there is overwhelming support against it by Council. Also
option 2 needs centre island removed. Not enough room on road.
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EXAMPLES OF LOCALISED TRAFFIC TREATMENTS

2 - RAISED FLAT TOP SPEED HUMP
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING 17 OCTOBER 2017

ITEM 9.5 MUNICIPAL PUBLIC HEALTH & WELLBEING PLAN 2017-2021
Author: Tammy Gelley, Manager Public Health
File No: 17/1276064

Attachments: Municipal Public Health & Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021

Action Plan for the Glen Eira Municipal Public Health & Wellbeing
Plan 2017/18

PURPOSE AND SUMMARY

To adopt the Municipal Public Health & Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021 and Action Plan for the
Glen Eira Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2017/2018.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council adopts the Municipal Public Health & Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021 and the Action
Plan for the Glen Eira Municipal Public Health & Wellbeing Plan 2017/18.

BACKGROUND

The Glen Eira Municipal Public Health & Wellbeing Plan 2017—-2021 guides Council’s efforts
to enhance the health and wellbeing of our community. The Plan builds on the achievements
of the previous Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2013-2017and incorporates
current needs and priorities identified through both research and community consultation.

The Plan adopts a whole-of-Council approach focused on improving health across a range of
dimensions. It aims to improve the health and wellbeing of residents through Council-run
programs and projects, advocacy and working in partnership with health service providers,
government bodies, community groups and residents to create a community where all people
have the opportunity to achieve maximum health and wellbeing.

The Plan has been developed following extensive community consultation. This resulted in
six health priorities being identified:

Priority 1 — Demonstrate leadership, advocacy and collaboration

Priority 2 — Promote active lifestyles and healthy eating

Priority 3 — Respond to family violence

Priority 4 — Reduce tobacco, alcohol and other drug consumption

Priority 5 — Improve mental health and community connection

Priority 6 — Enhance public health protection

ISSUES AND DISCUSSION

Feedback received in the third phase of community engagement has now been incorporated
into the final Plan and Action Plan.

A submission was received from ‘Climate Change Our Future’ in relation to the lack of
climate change strategies contained within the plan.

They suggested 26 items for incorporation into the Plan to address the negative effects of
climate change. Upon review of these items, it has been found that 25 of the items are
addressed in various ways through other Council plans, primarily in the Environment
Sustainability Strategy 2016-2021, the Integrated Transport Strategy and their corresponding
Action Plans.

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 1
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There was one item that was not considered relevant to Glen Eira or within Council’s control,
which was the support for the ban of onshore gas production.

Following this feedback, the Plan has now been amended to incorporate greater linkages
between the Municipal Public Health & Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021 and the Environmental
Sustainability Strategy 2016-2021.

Council received positive feedback from residents in relation to Council’'s engagement
activities and programs that support disadvantaged, isolated or at risk young people.

POLICY AND LEGISLATIVE IMPLICATIONS

The Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021 meets the legislative
responsibilities of the Victorian Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 and has regard to the
Victorian Health and Wellbeing Plan 2015-2019 and Climate Change Act 2010.

COMMUNICATION AND ENGAGEMENT

The community engagement approach used to inform the development of the Plan included
a variety of consultation methods to provide a broad range of people in the community the
opportunity to contribute.

Three phases of community consultation was undertaken, which included two community
consultation forum and a health sector forum that was attend by partners from local
community health services and primary care partners, community houses, Caulfield Police
and the Department of Health

Community members were invited to provide feedback in writing or online. Online
consultation was conducted via Council’'s Have Your Say website, which included an outline
of the Plan’s health and wellbeing priorities, and the opportunity to provide feedback via a
discussion forum.

In addition, the third phase of community engagement involved reconnecting with
stakeholders and community members who had previously participated in consultation of the
plan. This was undertaken to ensure that the updated Plan captured their initial feedback.

CONCLUSION

The Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021 has been amended to
incorporate feedback from the three phases of community consultation.

An accompanying Action Plan has been developed in line with this feedback, and both
documents are now presented to Council for approval, publication and submission to the
Victorian Department of Health and Human Services.

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 2
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Glen Eira City Council’s Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021
is a strategic document that aims to maximise the health and wellbeing of

Glen Eira residents.

The Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 requires Council to prepare
a municipal public health and wellbeing plan within the period of

12 months after each general election of Council.'

)
- | State of Victoria. Section 26 (1) Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008. 1

2 Glen Eira City Council M " » + ) y
! \ N i h ‘_ i 0 75
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Introduction

(] This Plan outlines the role that Council will
play in improving the health and wellbeing

1Y of Glen Eira residents through Council-run

i e programs and projects, by advocating and

working in partnership with health service
providers, government bodies, community
groups and residents.

It provides an overview of the health and
wellbeing of Glen Eira residents, Council’s
progress to date and our aspirations for
health and wellbeing.

The Plan also provides a set of strategies
and objectives to improve outcomes for the
community.

Glen Eira residents enjoy a relatively
high level of health and wellbeing
when compared against the Victorian
average. However, the incidence and
burden of chronic disease continues
to present key challenges for

Glen Eira.

Prevention and early intervention are still the

best ways to fight lifestyle related diseases
o that lead to serious illness. Healthy eating,
' active lifestyles, tobacco free living, social
connection and screening to assist in the
early identification of iliness, continue to be
the focus of effective public health policy to
reduce the burden of disease.
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Effective leadership, advocacy, planning and
service delivery is required on the part of all
stakeholders within our City to ensure

Glen Eira residents continue to have access to
relevant, affordable and effective public health
services.

The following public health and wellbeing
priority areas have been established through
the analysis of health and wellbeing data, and
feedback received from local health agencies
and community members.

I. Demonstrate leadership, advocacy and
collaboration

2. Promote active lifestyles and healthy
eating

3. Reduce tobacco, alcohol and other drug
consumption

4. Respond to family violence

Improve mental health and community
connection

6. Enhance public health protection

The Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing
Plan 2017-2021 will be reviewed annually to
highlight key milestones and achievements,
and provide updates against the health
priority areas. An action plan will also be
developed each year for the life of the Plan.




The Victorian Public Health and Wellbeing Act
2008 is central to Victoria's public health.

[t aims to:

* protect public health and prevent disease,
illness, injury, disability and premature
death;

promote conditions in which people can
be healthy; and

reduce inequalities in the state of public
health and wellbeing.

All Victorian local governments are required
to develop a public health and wellbeing plan
under the provisions of the Victorian Public
Health and Wellbeing Act 2008.2

Legislation requires that the plan must:

* include an examination of data about
health status and health determinants in
the municipal district;

identify goals and strategies based on
available evidence for creating a local
community in which people can achieve
maximum health and wellbeing;

provide for the involvement of people in
the local community in the development
implementation and evaluation of the
public health and wellbeing plan;

specify how Council will work in
partnership with the department and
other agencies undertaking public health
initiatives, projects and programs to
accomplish the goals and strategies
identified in the Municipal Public Health
and Wellbeing Plan; and

ensure consistency with the Glen Eira
Council and Community Plan and Municipal
Strategic Statement.

State of Victoria. Section 26. Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008.

2 Public health and wellbeing plans

Health as defined by the World Health
Organisation (1946)° refers to a state of
complete physical, mental and social
wellbeing and not merely the absence of
disease or infirmity.

Public health refers to ‘the organised
response by society to protect and promote
health, and to prevent iliness, injury and
disability’.*

Public health is what we, as a society, do
collectively to assure the conditions in which
people can be healthy. ‘Public health focuses
on prevention, promotion and protection
rather than on treatment; on populations
rather than individuals; and on the (social/
economic) factors and behaviours that cause
illness and injury" (Victorian Public Health and
Wellbeing Plan 2011-2015).°

Council recognises the importance of climate
change and its effect on health and wellbeing.
As a result, climate change is identified as
one of the four key themes in Council’s
Environmental Sustainability Strategy
2016—2021. This Strategy sets clear goals

to 2021 to accelerate efforts to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions and address the
impacts that climate change may have on the
Glen Eira community. It also sets long-term
targets to achieve zero net emissions both
from Council operations (2030) and from the
community (2050).

The internationally recognised Social Model of
Health will inform Council’s role to improve
the health and wellbeing of the community
(see appendix A).

Preamble to the Constitution of WHO as adopted by the Intemational Health Conference, New York, |9 June - 22 July |946; signed on 22 July 946 by the
representatives of 61 States (Official Records of WHO, no. 2, p. 100) and entered into force on 7 April 1948. The definition has not been amended since | 948.
Commonwedlth Govemment of Australia. National Public Health Partnership. 2007.

State of Victoria. Victorian Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 201 1-15. 201 |
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3 Why Is health planning so

important!

Significant developments in health prevention
and protection in recent decades have
resulted in an increased life expectancy and a
reduction in many of the risks to health and
wellbeing. However, as some risk factors have
decreased over time, others have increased
and new risk factors have emerged. It is now
estimated that more than one third of all
premature deaths in Australia are the result
of chronic preventable diseases (Australian
Institute of Health and Welfare 2016).

Although the Glen Eira community enjoys

a comparatively high level of health and
wellbeing, residents are not immune to
lifestyle risk factors such as obesity, sedentary
behaviour, poor nutrition, smoking and
alcohol.

Glen Eira City Council | Municipal P
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Along with stress, high cholesterol
and high blood pressure, these
risk factors contribute significantly
to the burden of disease in Glen
Eira and provide opportunities

for improvement through early
prevention and management.

The ongoing provision of information, services
and programs will enable residents to make
healthy lifestyle choices and in turn, ensure a

healthy future for Glen Eira.

Plan ZO%I -

ealth and Wellt

-



Public health and wellbeing

profile of Glen Eira

A comprehensive review of current
population and health statistics for the City has
been undertaken to inform the development
of this Public Health and Wellbeing Plan.

Data from the Department of Health and
Human Services 2012 shows that life
expectancies for the residents of Glen Eira

are slightly higher than the Victorian average.
The life expectancy at birth for persons in
Glen Eira was 81.2 for males, and 85.6 for
females, higher than the Victorian state
average of 80.3 for males and 84.4 for females.

Overall, Glen Eira residents enjoy
a comparatively high level of health
and wellbeing.

Glen Eira City Council

High levels of household and individual income
is experienced, with a significantly lower
percentage of Glen Eira residents receiving

all forms of income support compared to
Victoria. In addition, Glen Eira is ranked one
of the lowest in the state in terms of
socioeconomic disadvantage.

Self-reported wellbeing is a good predictor
of ill-health and other significant health
behaviours. The 2015 VicHealth Indicators
Survey asked respondents to rate their
wellbeing on a scale of zero to 100.

The report highlighted that Glen Eira
residents gave their wellbeing an average
score of 76.9 out of |00.

Despite this comparatively high level of health
and wellbeing, Glen Eira residents are not
immune to lifestyle related risks such as
insufficient exercise, poor nutrition, smoking
and alcohol.

The municipality has one of the highest rates
of smoking in the Southern Metropolitan
Region.

In terms of nutrition, more than half of

Glen Eira residents are not meeting the
recommendations for daily fruit and vegetable
consumption.

Glen Eira residents also spend a significant
amount of time in sedentary behaviour, with
less than half of the population spending
sufficient time in physical activity.

The incidence of family violence in Glen Eira
also continues to rise, with 898 incidents
reported to Victoria Police in 2015-16.

Since 201 I, the number of family violence
incidents reported has increased by more than
45 per cent.
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LIFE EXPECTANCY

81.2(M) 85.6(F) Glen Eira
80.3(M) 84.4(F) VicAv

Source: Department of Health
and Human Services 2013

PREVALENCE OF
TYPE 2 DIABETES

3.8% Glen Eira
5.1% Vic Av

Source: National Diabetes
Service Scheme 2017

PREMATURE MORTALITY
RATE PER 100,000 FROM
SUICIDE & SELF-HARM
INJURIES

3.8% Glen Eira
5.1% Vic Av

Source: Social Atlas of Australia 2013

RESIDENTS OVERWEIGHT
OR OBESE

56.8% Glen Eira
64.1% Vic Av

Source: Social Health
Atlas of Australia 2013

RESIDENTS VISITING
OPEN SPACE WEEKLY

58.8% Glen Eira
50.7% Vic Av

Source: Community Indicators
Victoria 2016

ASTHMA INCIDENCE
PER 100,000 PEOPLE

9.8% Glen Eira

10.9% Vic Av

Source: Department of Health
and Human Services 2013

PREVALENCE OF
ARTHRITIS

16.6% Glen Eira
19.8% Vic Av

Source: Social Atlas of Australia 2013

REGISTERED MENTAL
HEALTH CLIENT RATES

7.7% Glen Eira
10.9% Vic Av

Source: Social Atlas of Australia 2013
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RESIDENTS ENGAGING
IN SUFFICIENT
PHYSICAL ACTIVITY

42.3% Glen Eira
41.4% Vic Av

Source: Australian Institue of
Health and Welfare 2016

PREVALENCE OF
HYPERTENSION

21.7% Glen Eira
24.5% Vic Av

Source: Victorian Population
Health Survey 2014

CHILDREN FULLY
IMMUNISED AT
12 MONTHS

94.9% Glen Eira
93.7% Vic Av

Source: Deaprtment of Health
Statistical Profile 2015

PARTICIPATION
IN CERVICAL CANCER
SCREENING

65% Glen Eira
60% Vic Av

Source: Social Atlas of Australia 2013




Negative health indicators
for Glen Eira residents

CANCER INCIDENCE
PER 1000,000 PEOPLE

549.0 Glen Eira
511.4 Vic Av

Source: Social Atlas of
Australia 2013

PREVALENCE OF
CURRENT SMOKERS

18.2% Glen Eira
13.1% Vic Av

Source: Victorian Population
Health Survey 2015

PARTICIPATION
IN BOWEL CANCER
SCREENING

29.6% Glen Eira
33.5% Vic Av

Source: Social Atlas
of Australia 2013

GP ATTENDANCE PER
1,000 POPULATION

5,074.9 Glen Eira
5,452.1 Vic Av

Source: Department of Health
and Human Services 2013

RESIDENTS AT RISK OF
SHORT-TERM HARM
FROM ALCOHOL

33.7% Glen Eira
29.4% Vic Av

Source: Victorian Population
Health Survey 2015

RESIDENTS SITTING
FOR MORE THAN
EIGHT HOURS A DAY

43.2% Glen Eira
41.4% Vic Av

Source: Community
Indicators Victoria 2016

' .
= RESIDENTS NOT OLDER LONE

MEETING FRUIT AND PERSON HOUSEHOLDS
&, VEGETABLE CONSUMPTION (65+ YEARS)

PER ADULT
] GUIDELINES (SOCIAL ISOLATION)
- . . 650.16 Glen Eira
- 54.8% Glen Eira 10.7% Glen Eira
. . 553.13 Vic Av
48.6% Vic Av 8.9% Vic Av

Source: Australian Institue
of Health and Welfare 2016

GAMING MACHINE
EXPENDITURE

Source: Victorian Commission
for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation 2016

Source: Australian
Bureau of Statstics 201 |
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Involving the community to

help develop our plan

Consultation conducted at Caulfield CONSULTATION POSTCARDS
Community Health’s falls prevention groups DISTRIBUTED:

40 participants 30 responses received
CATCHMENT PLANNING Survey conducted at Council’'s

CONSULTATION CONDUCTED WITH

FIVE COMMUNITY HEALTH SERVICES I—Iealthy Agemg SEminAr:

ZO participants

Environmental Sustainability Strategy Survey

3OO responses received Youth Voice Survey ...

Online via Have Your Say — Glen Eira \ ZO O responses received

Council and Community Plan consultation

74 . PLANNING FORUMS
comments received CONDUCTED WITH FIVE

NEIGHBOURING COUNCILS
|48 votes received

TWO COMMUNITY SURVEY CONDUCTED AT COUNCILS

CONSULTATION FORUMS HELD PARTY IN THE PARK EVENT:

O N E HEALTH SERVICE | OO responses received
PROVIDER FORUM

This Plan was also influenced by data collected through community consultation conducted by
Council in the last six to |2 months in the development of Glen Eira’s:

*  Council and Community Plan;

*  Ageing Strategy;

* Disability Action Plan;

*  Environmental Sustainability Strategy;

*  Planning Scheme;

*  Youth Voice Survey; and

* Early years centre consultations.

Each of these strategies have strong links with the Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan and work in
conjunction to improve the health and wellbeing of Glen Eira residents.

Glen Eira City Council | Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2017-202 |

133



VWhat the community told us ...

“More opportunities &

“It’s important that

for the community “Public drop-in

we care for people in
to connect through Peop

tai chi classes for
cultural groups,

our community who
i health/arthritis.” p yt N
3 need support.
activities and markets.” § PP
‘““Mental health
“We would like ¢
services need to to health Support and “More opportunities for
access to hea
work together in . . encourage physical activity, exercise
to provide more promotion seminars | | rograms and walkin
fif) dabl d and programs targeting more foca Preg " &
accaes:':I: seera'nces . men’s health.” volunteering.” groups.
i vices.
“ R (3 N
What is o aeatel M , Creating
important to me rugs a'n alcoho ore community greater
. . are an issue for grants to support .
Is a community . . . community
h | young people in our innovative healthy .
Where peop e” community.” living programs.” wellbeing and
feel connected. resilience.”

“Volunteer
programs and
neighbourhood
support programs
to visit isolated
older adults.”

“More consistent S [e)Eiile)al 5 =1 | “Elderly residents need

e e roblem information on health
ging problem as issues, such as healthy

f .I . I "’
amily violence )’OU get older'.” eating, cooking, diet.”

“More health
pr‘omo‘tlon “More Publlc

“More health

“More community information

c health messages information in different
SETNIEEES on community about smoking languages and
for T.he radio.” restrictions.”

a less complex
health system.”

community.”

10 Glen Eira City Council
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National and state public

health policy context

State and federal governments play an
important role in providing public health and
wellbeing funding, legislative regimes and
state wide health programs.

The National Health Priority Areas initiative is
a collaboration across commonwealth, state
and territory governments, non-government
organisations, health experts, clinicians and
consumers. The National Health Priority Areas
Strategy aims to address specific diseases and
conditions that contribute significantly to the
burden of illness and injury in the Australian
community.

The nine National Health Priority Areas are:
* cancer control;

* cardiovascular health;

* injury prevention and control;

* mental health;

* diabetes mellitus;

* asthma;

* arthritis and musculoskeletal
conditions;

* obesity; and

* dementia.
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Victorian Public Health Priorities

The vision of the Victorian Public
Health and Wellbeing Plan 2015-2019
is ‘a Victoria free of the avoidable
burden of disease and injury, so that
all Victorians can enjoy the highest
attainable standards of health,
wellbeing and participation at

every age’.®

The Victorian Public Health and Wellbeing Plan
identifies the following six priority areas as the
major focus for action over the life of the Plan:

1. Healthier eating and active living

2. Tobacco free living

3. Reducing harmful alcohol and drug
use

4. Improving mental health

Preventing violence and injury

6. Improving sexual and reproductive
health

u

6 State of Victoria. Victorian Public Health and Wellbeing Plan
2015-2019.P5.2015.



Role of local government

Council has a range of functions determined
by the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008’
that relate to the protection, improvement
and promotion of the public health and
wellbeing of the Glen Eira community.

They include:

* creating an environment which
supports the health of members of the
local community, and strengthens the
capacity of the community and individuals
to achieve better health;

* initiating, supporting and managing public
health planning processes at the local
government level;

* developing and implementing public
health policies and programs within the
municipal district;

* developing and enforcing up-to-date
public health standards, and
intervening if the health of people within
the municipal district is affected;

* facilitating and supporting local
agencies whose work has an impact on
public health and wellbeing;

* to improve public health and
wellbeing in the local community;

* co-ordinating and providing
immunisation services to children living

or being educated within the municipal
district; and

* ensuring that the municipal district
is maintained in a clean and sanitary
condition.

7 State of Victoria. Section 24 Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008.

Glen Eira City Council

These responsibilities are actioned by
Council through the delivery of health
protection and health promotion programs
addressing areas of food safety; tobacco
control; infectious disease management;
immunisation; and regulation of businesses
that pose a threat to public health.

Council also delivers a wide range of services
and community infrastructure that directly
or indirectly influence the social, economic
and environmental influences of health. This
includes basic community infrastructure like
roads and drainage; waste management
services; land use planning; recreational
facilities; parks and open space for leisure;
and emergency management planning and
response.

Council services that support our community,
include services for the aged, families,

youth and children; arts and culture programs;
community events; public libraries; and
community development programs.

136



Our progress to date

Council has already achieved significant progress in providing health and wellbeing initiatives
for the Glen Eira community through the previous Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan
2013-2017. The highlights according to each priority area from the previous Municipal Public
Health and Wellbeing Plan 20132017, include:

Promote healthy eating and a physically active community

Annual program of health promotion seminars implemented, with healthy eating and
physical activity sessions delivered in partnership with community health centres, including v
Healthy Eating on a Budget, Eating Well, and Ageing Well.

There were 52 premises that recieved a Taste4Health award and 14 premises that
received a Taste4Health Kids award. These businesses met healthy menu criteria developed
in partnership with Bentleigh-Bayside Community Health to provide food low in salt, sugar
and fat and high in dietary fibre.

There were 83 socially isolated older residents attended recreational outings and exercise v
classes each year to improve community connection and mental health.

Promote community wellbeing and connectedness

A range of community events were held each year, including:

- Party in the Park (three events held between January to March) — 94,000 attendances
2013-17. v

- Carols in the Park — 22,500 attendances 2013-17.
- Springtime Music Festival — 3,437 attendances 2013-17.
- Storytelling Festival — 27,300 attendances 2013-17.

There were 864 local volunteers from 205 community organisations recognised at annual
Volunteer Recognition ceremonies for their contributions to the Glen Eira v
community.

$1,517,904 in community grant funding provided to local community groups for the delivery
of community support services; health education programs; physical activity initiatives; 4
alcohol and drug programs; and community events to facilitate community connections.

Glen Eira City Council | Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021
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Improve mental health

There were 6077 disadvantaged, isolated or at risk young people supported annually through v
Council's Youth Services support programs.

There were |8 health promotion projects and programs provided to the community to im-
prove mental health, including Dementia Awareness Community Forum, Anxiety — Learn, Think, v/
Do, Positive Pathways to Mental Health, Cyberbullying and Introduction to meditation.

Six major national and state awareness campaigns related to mental health promoted to

the community through Glen Eira News (Council's monthly newspaper), Council's website,
community flyers and community banners, including Fluro Friday Mental Health Week, |6 Days
of Activism Awareness Campaign, R U OK Day, and White Ribbon Day.

Reduce harm from tobacco, alcohol and drugs

From 2013-2016, Council's environmental health officers conducted 273 tobacco inspections v
of tobacco retailers, eating establishments and licensed premises.

Eight Responsible Service of Alcohol training sessions (two each year) for sporting clubs and v
the general public.

Men's health forums — harmful effects of alcohol, tobacco and other drugs and parent v
education sessions on binge drinking, and harmful effects of drugs on young people.

From 2013-2016, Council's environmental health officers undertook 3,312 food safety v
assessments of registered food businesses.

More than 49,500 vaccinations administered from 2013-2016. More than 90 per cent of
children are currently up-to-date with vaccinations meeting national immunisation targets.

There were | 12 cases of infectious disease investigated in conjunction with the Department v
Health and Human Services and controls put in place to protect the community.

Deliver public health leadership

There were 22 health promotion initiatives implemented in conjunction with Department v
Health and Human Services, primary care partnerships or local community health centres.

Development of a new Community Heatwave Plan to better respond to extreme

temperatures and promotion of heat health information through Council publications and v
website to protect vulnerable members of the community.

Flood safety information promoted to the community to increase community resilience and v
capacity to respond and recover from extreme storm events.

14 Glen Eira City Council
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Public health and wellbeing

priorities 201/-202]

The Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021 identifies six priority areas, and

24 health and wellbeing strategies. Each priority area includes a range of activities where Council
can influence the health and wellbeing outcomes of the community. The focus of the Plan will
be on addressing the health issues identified through research, community consultation and in

state and national health strategies.

Council also recognises the need for inclusion of all community members, including Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander residents, culturally and linguistically diverse communities, people with
disabilities and LGBTIQ (Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Intersex and Queer) community
members across the priority areas and strategies contained in the Plan.

The six priority areas of the Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021 are:

Demonstrate
leadership,
advocacy and
collaboration

Respond to

family
violence

Improve
mental
health and
community
connection

Promote active
lifestyles and
healthy eating

Reduce tobacco,
alcohol and
other drug

consumption

Enhance
public health
protection

Glen Eira City Council | Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021
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PRIORITY 0l: DEMONSTRATE LEADERSHIP, ADVOCACY AND COLLABORATION

OBJECTIVE:

To facilitate partnerships, lead key local health and
wellbeing awareness initiatives, and advocate on behalf of
the community to improve outcomes for the community.

Why is this important for the Plan?

- The Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 requires Council to specify how it will work
in partnership with the Department of Health and Human Services and other agencies
undertaking public health initiatives, projects and programs.

- The Department of Health and Human Services southern region works collaboratively
with the health and community service sector, including local government, to develop
integrated community health service systems that address overall population health
requirements.

- The Southern Metropolitan Primary Care Partnership is a voluntary alliance of local
government, community health and primary health organisations, working together to
improve health outcomes throughout southern Melbourne.

Why is it a priority for Glen Eira?

- Strong partnerships with external organisations and stakeholders are required to
maximise effort to address health and wellbeing outcome initiatives within the
municipality.

- State and regional public health planning bodies provide an opportunity for Council to
advocate on behalf of residents for public health and wellbeing issues to be addressed
at the local level.

- Council works closely with and supports local community groups to implement
community support and public health initiatives through an annual community grants
funding program.

STRATEGIES:

.1 Assist in building strong and effective partnerships with local health and wellbeing
service providers to deliver quality outcomes, reduce duplication and fragmentation of

effort.

[.2 Increase the availability of public health and wellbeing information in the local
community.

1.3 Advocate on behalf of residents to state and federal governments for affordable,

accessible and appropriate public health and wellbeing services.

|4 Actively contribute to state and regional health planning networks and forums to assist
in planning, promoting and delivering relevant public health and wellbeing initiatives.

. L ]
. -
{ Glen Eira City Council | Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2017-202 |
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and healthy eating
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“ PRIORITY 02: PROMOTE ACTIVE LIFESTYLES AND HEALTHY EATING

OBJECTIVE:

To encourage regular physical activity and promote -
the consumption of safe and nutritious food.

Why is this important for the Plan?

- Unhealthy eating and low fruit and vegetable consumption are risk factors in the
development of a number of chronic diseases, including coronary heart disease, stroke
and many types of cancer (Australian Institute of Health and Welfare 2016).

Difficulty accessing healthy, nutritious foods is a contributing factor to being overweight or
obese, as those in low and middle socioeconomic areas are more likely to be exposed to
cheaper, less nutritional food outlets. This can often result in poor choices of more
affordable, energy dense foods (Heart Foundation 201 ).

- Increased levels of physical activity help to decrease the risk of being overweight or obese,
which is a major risk factor for diseases such as heart disease, cancer, stroke and
respiratory diseases (VicHealth 201 2).

Sedentary behaviour is associated with poorer health outcomes, including an increased
risk of type 2 diabetes (VicHealth 2012).

Why is it a priority for Glen Eira?

- Only 7.3 per cent of adults in Glen Eira meet the recommended daily intake of five serves
of vegetables. This is slightly lower than the Victorian average of 7.4 per cent
(Australian Institute of Health and Welfare 2016).

More than half (54.8 per cent) of the Glen Eira population does not meet both fruit and
vegetable consumption guidelines. This is higher than the Victorian average of 48.6 per
cent (Australian Institute of Health and Welfare 2016).

Wi More than half (52.6 per cent) of Glen Eira residents do not spend sufficient time in
S physical activity. This is higher than the Victorian average of 50.4 per cent (Australian
Institute of Health and Welfare 2016).

- Glen Eira residents engage in high levels of sedentary behaviour, with 30.4 per cent of
people spending eight or more hours a day sitting, compared to the Victorian average of
23.8 per cent (Austradlian Institute of Health and Welfare 2016).

- 56.8 per cent of Glen Eira residents are overweight or obese. Though this figure is lower
than the Victorian average of 64.1 per cent, rates of being overweight or obese are
continuing to rise as are the risks of developing associated health conditions
(Australian Bureau of Statistics 2017).

STRATEGIES:

2.1 Promote national, state and regional campaigns and initiatives to raise awareness of the
importance of healthy eating and physical activity.

"',. | 2.2 Continue to enhance the built environment of our City and partnerships with local ==
"ﬁ y and p p )

community and sporting organisations to provide safe, accessible, inclusive environments
for physical activity. ageanennst

2.3 Promote the availability of safe, healthy and nutritious food in the City.

24 Encourage people to consume recommended daily intake of fruit and vegetables, and
reduce consumption of sweet drinks and unhealthy food.

I I in Eira City Council | MunicipIPuinc Health and Wellbeing Plai 2017

143



- -
PRIORITY 03:

T

Respond to family violence




PRIORITY 03: RESPOND TO FAMILY VIOLENCE

OBJECTIVE:

To work in collaboration with local organisations to
improve access to information and services to reduce

family violence,

Why is this important for the Plan?

- Australia’s first Royal Commission into family violence included in their report a
recommendation for councils to report on the measures they propose to take to
reduce family violence and respond to the needs of victims.

- Intimate partner violence is the biggest contributor to ill health and premature death of
Victorian women aged |5 to 44 years (Victorian Health Promotion Foundation 2017).

- Preventing family violence is a major priority for the Victorian government. The Victorian
Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2015-2019 identifies preventing violence and injury as
one of its key strategies for promoting health and wellbeing.

Why is it a priority for Glen Eira?

- Implementing a whole community approach will allow for more efficient utilisation of
resources to address the issue, and will allow the community to adopt mutually
respectful attitudes, behaviours and beliefs.

- There was a 12.3 per cent increase in family violence incidents in Glen Eira from
2015-16 — one of the largest increases in the Southern Melbourne Region
(Crime Statistics Agency 2016).

- Family violence is now a high priority for Victoria Police evidenced through the
development of the Code of Practice for the Investigation of Family Violence, the
establishment of family violence teams, and the leadership it has shown in transforming
the way police respond to family violence incident.

- The Municipal Association of Victoria has been funded by the Community Crime
Prevention Program to deliver the Local Government Preventing Violence Against Women
initiative. This Program recognises the important role of local government in the
prevention of violence against women as both a service provider, and a major

employer.
STRATEGIES:
3.1 Provide community leadership to prevent violence against women.
3.2 Promote and participate in national, state and local initiatives that raise awareness of
' family violence.
33 Foster joint planning and action with local support organisations to reduce the incidence

of family violence.

o 34 Provide community information and referral to support families at risk of family violence.
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4
Reduce tobacco, alcohol
and other drug consumption

22 Glen Eira City Council




PRIORITY 04: REDUCE TOBACCO, ALCOHOL AND OTHER DRUG CONSUMPTION

OBJECTIVE:

To reduce the impact of smoking, alcohol and other
drugs on the community.

Why is this important for the Plan?

- Smoking remains the leading preventable cause of many cancers, respiratory,
cardiovascular and other diseases (VicHealth 201 2).

- Alcohol misuse can result in more than 200 types of short and long-term preventable
harms, including accident and injury, cancer, heart attack and stroke (VicHealth 2012).

- lllicit drugs cause significant harm to individuals and the broader community, including
loss of workplace productivity, and the cost to our health and criminal justice systems
(VicHealth 2012).

Why is it a priority for Glen Eira?

- Glen Eira has one of the highest smoking rates in the Southern Metropolitan Region,
with 18.2 per cent of residents identifying as current smokers. This is significantly
higher than the Victorian average of 3.1 per cent (Australian Institute of Health and
Welfare 2016).

- About one-third (33.7 per cent) of Glen Eira residents were identified as being at risk
of short-term harm from alcohol (five or more drinks in a single occasion) in a given
month. This was higher than the Victorian estimate of 29.4 per cent (Australian Institute
of Health and Welfare 2016).

Glen Eira had 284 alcohol-related ambulance attendances in 2013-14.
This was an increase of 20 per cent from 2012-13 (Tuming Point 2015).

STRATEGIES:

4.1 Promote awareness of the dangers of smoking, alcohol and drug use.

4.2 Encourage a reduction in smoking rates in Glen Eira.

4.3 Implement the Victorian Tobacco Act 987 and provide education and enforcement in
relation to the sale and advertising of tobacco in local premises, and monitoring smoke-
free dining and smoke-free outdoor areas.

Continue to work with and support local community and sporting organisations to
promote responsible serving of alcohol, promote smoke-free environments and a safe

drinking culture.
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PRIORITY 05: IMPROVE MENTAL HEALTH AND COMMUNITY CONNECTION
OBJECTIVE:

To promote social inclusion and improve mental health
In the community.

Why is this important for the Plan?

- Our social connections, including the people we know, the friends we confide in, the
family we belong to, and the community we live in are central to mental health and
wellbeing (VicHealth 201 2).

- Social participation in activities such as volunteering has shown to build social
connectedness (VicHealth 201 2).

- Social isolation can lead to stress, anxiety, depression, decreased resilience to traumatic
events and suicide (VicHealth 201 2).

& - Mental illness is one of Australia’s top three leading causes of disease burden, and the f
largest contributor to the disability burden in Victoria (VicHealth 201 2).

Why is it a priority for Glen Eira?

- Fewer Glen Eira residents (27.4 per cent) report participating in volunteering compared
to Melbourne (28 per cent) and Victoria (33 per cent) (Department of Planning and
Community Development 2010).

26.7 per cent of households in Glen Eira are lone person households. This, combined
with a high number (19.9 per cent) of residents aged 60 years and over is likely to result
in an increase in social isolation (Australian Bureau of Statistics 2017).

Only 59.8 per cent of residents perceive their neighbourhood to be a close-knit
neighbourhood. This is lower than the Victorian average of 61 per cent (Department of
Health 2013).

STRATEGIES:
5.1 Work in partnership with local community organisations to deliver information and
seminars to improve mental health.

52 Provide opportunities for increased social connectedness through participation in arts
and culture, recreation, sporting and other community activities.

53 Support local community organisations to provide local cultural events and festivals.

54 Promote inclusion of diverse groups including people with disabilities, people who
identify as Aboriginal or Torres Strait islander people, culturally and linguistically diverse
communities and LGBTIQ community members.
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PRIORITY 06: ENHANCE PUBLIC HEALTH PROTECTION
OBJECTIVE:

Protect the community from transmissible disease and
assist the community to respond to and recover from
natural disasters.

Why is this important for the Plan?

- Enforcement of public health standards relating to food safety; infectious disease;
residential noise; asbestos removal; rooming houses and general sanitation; and
cleanliness of the City, protect the community from disease and illness.

- Immunisation against disease is still the most effective public health intervention to
prevent disease and the spread of disease.

- Extreme weather events that occur as a result of climate change, such as heatwaves and
floods, negatively impact upon the health and wellbeing of the community, particularly
vulnerable persons such as young children and the elderly.

Why is it a priority for Glen Eira?

- Under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008, Council is required to develop and
enforce up-to-date public health standards and intervene if the health of residents is
affected.

- Under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008, Council is required to co-ordinate and
provide immunisation services to children living or being educated in the City.

- The Emergency Management Act 201 3 requires Council to develop an Emergency
Management Plan to assist the community to respond and recover from emergencies,

i f including extreme weather events.

STRATEGIES:

6.1 Protect the community from illness through education and enforcement of public health
standards at local food premises; rooming houses; tattooists; beauty therapy businesses;
and local swimming and spa pools.

6.2 Respond to community concerns about local issues that may be dangerous to health.

6.3 Co-ordinate, promote and deliver vaccination programs to protect the community from
vaccine preventable disease.

6.4 Review Council's Emergency Management Plan, Heatwave Plan, Flood Plan and
Pandemic Plan annually, and provide the community with up-to-date information to
better respond to and recover from emergencies and extreme weather events.

Glen Eira City Council
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weeenorx [V]0dels to Improve public

health and wellbeing

Council will adopt and embed proven internationally recognised approaches into its public
health and wellbeing leadership, partnership, advocacy, planning and service delivery activities.
The internationally recognised Social Model of Health and the Ottawa Charter of Health Promotion
will inform Council’s role to improve the health and wellbeing of the community.

Social Model of Health

The Social Model of Health outlines the interrelated factors that contribute to an individual's
health and wellbeing. The Social Model of Health began to emerge in the 1970s, as people began
to realise that not only people’s behaviors, but their environment, upbringing and sociocultural
situation impact health. It's based on the understanding that for health gains to occur, social,
economic and environmental determinants must be addressed.

The Ottawa Charter of Health Promotion

The Ottawa Charter of Health Promotion® is the leading international approach to health
promotion which has been developed from the Social Model of Health. It defines health
promotion as the process of enabling people to increase control over, and improve their health.

The model set out below highlights five action areas:
1. Build healthy public policy — governments make laws which affect the health of
communities and individuals.

2. Create supportive environments for health — healthy lifestyle is made easy when your
community infrastructure supports better health.

3. Strengthen community action for health — acting as a community makes promoting
and achieving health more attainable.

4. Develop personal skills — enables people to take control of their own health and then
pass these skills on to others.

5. Re-orient health services — health services and professionals should be involved in
areas, such as education, policymaking and community action.

Lomic, cultural ang . The five priority action

%, areas of Ottawa Charter
ey, ) for Health Promotion are

s
. \%“d Comm””ity, also used to evaluate the
%oc,\’& i 3 success and
sustainability of health

promotion initiatives.

a“d WOI‘king COn

Age, gender
and hereditary

8. World Health Organization, Health and Welfare Canada, and Canadian Public Health Association. 1986. Ottawa Charter for Health
Promotion: an international conference on health promotion —the move towards a new public health. Nov. 17-21, Ottawa.
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Ottawa Charter of Health Promotion
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Not only people’s behaviours, but their

environment, upbringing and sociocultural situation

impact health. It’s based on the understanding

that for health gains to occur, social, economic and
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City of Action Plan for the Glen Eira Municipal
| ‘-E;IL:: Public Health and Wellbeing Plan
2017/2018

GLEN EIRA
CITY COUNCIL

This Action Plan is the companion document to Council’s Municipal Public Health and
Wellbeing Plan 2017-2021. It outlines how Council will work towards meeting the priorities
and strategies identified in the Plan.

The Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan has been developed following
comprehensive community and stakeholder engagement, which identified the following
six priorities:

Priority one — Demonstrate leadership, advocacy and collaboration
Priority two — Promote active lifestyles and healthy eating

Priority three — Respond to family violence

Priority four — Reduce tobacco, alcohol and other drug consumption
Priority five — Improve mental health and community connection
Priority six — Enhance public health protection

Demonstrate

leadership,
advocacy and ot o
colboridon healthy eating

Promote active
lifestyles and

Reduce tobacco,
alcohol and
other drug

consumption

Respond to

family

violence

Improve
mental
health and
community
connection

Enhance
public health
protection
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Strategy

2017/18 Actions

Measure

1.1 Assist in building
strong and effective
partnerships with local
health and wellbeing
service providers to
deliver quality outcomes,
reduce duplication and
fragmentation of effort.

Collaborate on aligning and
complementing health and
wellbeing strategy plans, priorities
and processes with Southern
Melbourne Primary Care
Partnership (PCP) members.

Ongoing involvement in Primary
Care Partnership (PCP) meetings
and projects, and active
participation in evaluation
processes with PCP partner
plans.

Investigate opportunities to partner
with local community health
services on health and wellbeing
initiatives.

Partner on two health initiatives
per year.

1.2 Increase the
availability of public
health and wellbeing
information in the local
community.

Ensure current information relating
to health status and health services
is easily accessible by the
community.

Publication of Glen Eira health
data profile on Council’s website.

Distribute current health and
wellbeing information and
publications to PCP partners,
local service providers and the
wider community.

1.3 Advocate on behalf of
residents to State and
Federal Governments for
affordable, accessible
and appropriate public
health and wellbeing
services.

Advocate in partnership with PCP
members for reduced maximum bet
limits on gaming machines.

Advocacy proposals submitted to
State Government.

Advocate with health partners to
obtain funding for national health
priority campaigns of relevance to
the community.

Advocate with PCP partners on
shared health priorities.

1.4 Actively contribute to
State and regional health
planning networks and
forums to assist in
planning, promoting and
delivering relevant public
health and wellbeing
initiatives.

Participate in Department of Health
and Human Services, Social
Planning Network and LGPro
planning forums.

Attendance at forums.
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Priority 02: Promote active lifestyles and healthy eating

Objective: To encourage regular physical activity and promote the consumption of safe and

nutritious food.

Strategy

2017/18 Actions

Measure

2.1 Promote National, State
and regional campaigns and
initiatives to raise awareness
of the importance of healthy
eating and physical activity.

Identify and promote
campaigns that are relevant
for the local community.

Health campaigns promoted through
Council's website, Facebook page
and Glen Eira News.

2.2 Continue to enhance the
built environment of our City
and partnerships with local
community and sporting
organisations to provide safe,
accessible, inclusive
environments for physical
activity.

Offer a variety of facilities,
including major reserves and
sportsgrounds for use by
sporting clubs and the
general public.

Facilities available for use and for
hire

all-year-round though Council’s
Recreation unit.

Glen Eira Leisure to provide a
range of opportunities for
involvement in recreation,
including indoor and outdoor
pools, gymnasium, personal
training, group exercise and
accessibility programs.

Glen Eira Leisure facilities available
for use all-year-round.

Commence a free exercise program
in our local parks called Active
Parks.

Provide a range of physical
activity classes for older
adults.

Over 50s exercise classes held
weekly including chair-based,
calisthenics and strength training.

Investigate additional opportunities
for subsidised exercise classes at a
range of venues.

2.3 Promote the availability of
safe, healthy and nutritious
food in the City.

Inspect registered food
businesses to assess
compliance with National
Food Safety Standards.

Conduct 800 food safety
assessments for at least 95 per cent
of all registered food businesses.

Analyse food samples from
registered food businesses.

200 food samples analysed per
year.

Eligible local food businesses
assessed on healthy menu
criteria to improve nutritional
value of food offered.

All eligible food businesses
assessed each year.

Ensure Council’s Delivered
Meals program provides
nutritious food choices for
older persons.

Nutritious food value of Council’s
Delivered Meals program reviewed
with assistance of dietician.

2.4 Encourage people to
consume recommended daily
intake of fruit and vegetables
and reduce consumption of
sweet drinks and unhealthy
food.

Encourage children to
increase their consumption of
fruit and vegetables.

Support and encourage the
participation of early childhood
services and schools in the Victorian
Prevention and Health Promotion
Achievement Program, in
partnership with local community
health services.

Nutritional information provided to
mothers and children at Maternal
and Child Health Key Ages and
Stages visits.

Promote water consumption
throughout the municipality.

Promote water as the preferred
beverage at all Council-run events.

Deliver nutrition health
promotion seminars in
partnership with local
community health services.

One nutrition seminar delivered per
year.
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Encourage residents to grow
their own food.

Free community education
workshops provided in line with
Council’s Neighbourhood
Sustainable Gardening Program.

Nutrition information and
dietary guidelines posted on
Council’s website.

Information reviewed and updated
annually.
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Priority 03: Respond to family violence

Objective: To work in collaboration with local organisations to improve access to information

and services to reduce family violence.

Strategy 2017/18 Actions Measure
3.1 Provide Maintain internal family violence Participation in family violence
community prevention champions group to champions group activities and

leadership to
prevent violence
against women.

foster joint action on family violence
across Council departments.

programs, including one new initiative
each year.

Develop and implement an annual
Family Violence Prevention Action
Plan.

Plan developed that outlines a range of
activities and actions focused on
preventing violence against women.

Implement 90% or more of the actions
in the annual Family Violence
Prevention Implementation Plan.

Develop a Family Violence Policy.

Family Violence Policy developed and
endorsed by Council.

Support community groups and
organisations to apply for
community grant funding to address
the prevention of family violence
and violence against women.

Identify family violence as a priority
area in the Community Grants program
guidelines and prioritise the
assessment of applications that deliver
family violence initiatives.

3.2 Promote and
participate in
National, State and
local initiatives that
raise awareness of
family violence.

Initiatives held for the 16 Days of
Activism campaign and White
Ribbon Day.

Two initiatives held per year.

3.3 Foster joint
planning and action
with local support
organisations to
reduce the incidence
of family violence.

Maintain partnership with Southern
Melbourne Primary Care
Partnership (PCP).

Participation in Southern Melbourne
PCP and family violence working
groups.

Work in partnership with Women'’s
Health in the South East (WHISE)
to implement ‘Preventing Violence
Together — A Strategy for the
Southern Metropolitan Region’.

Participate in projects and initiatives
throughout the year.

Participate in the Municipal
Association of Victoria (MAV)
Preventing Violence Against
Women Network.

Representation on MAV network
committee.

3.4 Provide
community
information and
referral to support
families at risk of
family violence.

All mothers who attend a Glen Eira
Maternal and Child Health Service
have the opportunity to respond to a
family violence risk assessment.

75 per cent of mothers attending Key
Ages and Stages visits complete a
family violence risk assessment.

Improve the ability of staff to
recognise and respond to families at
risk of violence.

Professional training provided to
Maternal and Child Health staff to
assist families who are experiencing or
at risk of family violence.

Family Violence Lawyer from Peninsula
Community Legal Centre made
available to provide legal advice and
representation services.

Deliver a compulsory e-learning module
on family violence to all new staff.
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Priority 04: Reduce tobacco, alcohol and other drug

consumption

Objective: To reduce the impact of smoking, alcohol and other drugs on the community.

Strategy 2017/18 Actions Measure

4.1 Promote Deliver initiatives that address the Partner with local community groups and
awareness of the issues of drinking, smoking and service providers to run health promotion
dangers of other drugs across the community. | projects targeting drugs and alcohol.

smoking, alcohol
and drug use.

Work with local partners to deliver
safe driving workshops to young
people.

Delivery of Safe Driving Peer Leadership
Program in partnership with Taskforce
Community Agency.

Promote health campaigns such as
Quit that aim to reduce tobacco,
alcohol and other drugs
consumption.

One health campaigns promoted in Glen
Eira News.

4.2 Encourage a
reduction in
smoking rates in
Glen Eira.

Support local community groups by
providing grants relating to non-
smoking.

Prioritise programs that promote non-
smoking in community grants.

Improve family health and
wellbeing by supporting parents
and families to reduce tobacco
consumption.

Refer clients to Quit smoking programs
under the Maternal Child Health
Framework.

4.3 Implement the
Victorian Tobacco
Act 1987 and
provide education
and enforcement in
relation to the sale
and advertising of
tobacco in local
premises, and
monitoring smoke
free dining and
smoke free outdoor
areas.

Monitor and enforce standards for
the display and sale of cigarettes
and smoke free requirements in
tobacco retailers, certified
tobacconists, eating
establishments and licensed
premises.

Provide education and conduct
inspections in

40 per cent of tobacco retailers, 100 per
cent of certified tobacconists, five per
cent of eating establishments and 10 per
cent of licensed premises.

Support local businesses in adopting
changes to Victorian tobacco legislation.

4.4 Continue to
work with and
support local
community and
sporting
organisations to
promote
responsible serving
of alcohol, promote
smoke free
environments and a
safe drinking
culture.

Responsible service of alcohol
courses provided for sporting clubs
and other community groups.

Two responsible service of alcohol
courses held per year.

Provide education and support to
sporting clubs around the
consumption of alcohol and other
drugs.

Investigate partnership opportunities with
local community health services and
Glen Eira leisure centres to deliver
education workshops to sporting clubs in
relation to drinking and drug culture.

Promote and encourage local sporting
clubs to participate in the Good Sports
program.
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Priority 05: Improve mental health and community

connection

Objective: To promote social inclusion and improve mental health in the community.

Strategy

2017/18 Actions

Measure

5.1 Work in partnership
with local community
organisations to deliver
information and
seminars to improve
mental health.

Maintain effective working partnerships
with mental health service providers to
enable appropriate referral and support
for mothers and babies.

Ongoing partnership with Alfred Child
Youth and Mental Health Service
(CYMHS).

Strengthen the current working
relationships with community
organisations delivering social support
services to connect vulnerable families
with Council services.

Ongoing partnership with Community
Information Glen Eira (CIGE).

Maintain partnership with Gambler’s
Help Southern to monitor gaming and
its impact in Glen Eira.

Run a campaign for Gambler’s
Awareness Month in partnership with
Gambler's Help Southern.

5.2 Provide
opportunities for
increased social
connectedness through
participation in arts and
culture, recreation,
sporting and other
community activities.

Promote volunteerism and recognise
the contribution of volunteers in the
community.

Volunteer recognition award
ceremony held annually.

Facilitate a volunteer expo in Glen
Eira to build capacity for volunteering
in the community.

Support and encourage the use of
community gardens within Glen Eira.

Promote participation in Glen Eira’s
existing community gardens.

Undertake further investigation into
the feasibility of establishing a
community garden within the
municipality and look to implement.

Support senior citizens clubs to
enhance social inclusion of older
persons.

2,000 older residents utilise Council’s
Senior Citizens Centres each year.

Provide older adults with opportunities
for recreational and social activities

Offer weekly recreation activities as
part of Council’s Explorers program.

5.3 Support local Provide a range of events, festivals - Party in the Park
community and community celebrations to build - Groove and Graze
organisations to provide | social connectedness and promote - Storytelling Festival
local cultural events and | community inclusion. - Springtime Music
festivals. My Brother Jack Awards

5.4 Promote inclusion of
diverse groups including
people with disabilities,
people who identify as
Aboriginal or Torres
Strait islander people,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
communities and

Council information provided in a
range of languages and formats.

Ensure Council publications and
resources are available in multiple
languages where possible.

Review accessibility of information
and events advertised in Glen Eira
News.

Promote Glen Eira Pride support group
for young people who identify as
LGBTIQ.

Glen Eira Pride advertised on
Council’'s website and Facebook
pages.

LGBTIQ community Promote organisations that support Glen Eira Disability Service Provider
members. diversity groups in Glen Eira. Register reviewed and updated on
Council’'s website annually.
Support diversity groups through the
prioritisation of community grants for
multicultural events.
Council to establish a reconciliation Reconciliation action plan developed
action plan approved by Reconciliation | and approved for implementation.
Australia.
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Priority 06: Enhance public health protection

Objective: To protect the community from transmissible disease and assist the community to

respond to and recover from natural disasters.

Strategy

2017/18 Actions

Measure

6.1 Protect the
community from illness
through education and
enforcement of public
health standards at
local food premises,
rooming houses,
tattooists, beauty
therapy businesses and
local swimming and spa
pools.

Undertake food safety risk assessments
of registered food businesses selling
‘high risk foods’ (aged care facilities,
childcare facilities, restaurants, cafes,
takeaway premises) to identify and
mitigate food safety risks.

Risk assessments conducted at
600 premises per year.

Inspect all hairdressers, beauty
therapists, prescribed accommodation,
skin penetration and colonic irrigation
businesses to assess the safety and
hygiene standards and prevent the
spread of infectious disease.

Conduct 220 Public Health and
Wellbeing Act 2008 inspections
for at least 95 per cent of all
public health and wellbeing
businesses.

Inspect all tattooist premises to assess
the safety and hygiene standards and
prevent the spread of infectious disease.

Inspect all tattooist premises.

Regular analysis of water quality from all
local public swimming and spa pools to
assess the water quality and hygiene
levels at each facility.

Conduct water sampling at each
public swimming and spa pool.

6.2 Respond to
community concerns
about local issues that
may be dangerous to
health.

Investigate and respond to public health
nuisance complaints including
residential sewerage spills and
residential noise control.

Investigate all notified public
health nuisance complaints.

Investigate community concerns about
asbestos and provide community
education about safe asbestos removal.

Investigate all complaints about
unsafe asbestos removal.

Investigate incidents of infectious
disease outbreaks and notifications.

Investigate all notified incidents of
infectious disease outbreaks and
notifications.

6.3 Co-ordinate,
promote and deliver
immunisation programs
to protect the
community from vaccine
preventable disease.

Provide vaccinations to infants and
school children in accordance with the
National Immunisation Schedule.

8,000 vaccinations provided to
infants and school children.

6.4 Review Council's
Emergency
Management Plan,
Heatwave Plan, Flood
Plan and Pandemic
Plan, and provide the
community with
up-to-date information
to better response to
and recover from
emergencies and
extreme weather
events.

Heatwave information and flood safety
posted on Council’'s website and
factsheets delivered to libraries, seniors’
centres, maternal and child health
centres, neighbourhood houses and
swimming pools.

Information reviewed and updated
annually.

Regularly review Council’s Heat Wave
Response Plan and implement the Plan
when triggered.

Plan reviewed annually.
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING 17 OCTOBER 2017

ITEM 9.6 CITIZEN OF THE YEAR AWARDS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEMBERSHIP REPORT

Author: Gaye Stewart

File No: 17/1218488

Attachments: No attachments

PURPOSE AND SUMMARY

That Council appoint two community representatives to the Citizen of the Year Awards
Advisory Committee 2018.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council appoints the following two community representatives to be on the Citizen of
the Year Awards Advisory Committee 2018:

o Mr Jon Charlton, Principal of Kilvington Grammar School; and

. Mrs Gwen Brown, Secretary of DJ Coakley East Bentleigh Senior Citizens Club and
recipient of the Citizen of the Year Award in 2017.

BACKGROUND

The Glen Eira Citizen of the Year Awards recognise the contributions of outstanding Glen
Eira residents and community groups who, through hard work and dedications, have
significantly contributed to the community.

There are three award categories: Citizen of the Year, Young Citizen of the Year, and
Community Group of the Year.

The Terms of Reference for the Committee state that Council will appoint two community
representatives:

1. One secondary school principal; and
2. One previous recipient of the Glen Eira Citizen of the Year Awards

The previous recipient of the Glen Eira Citizen of the Year Award community representative
has generally been the prior year’s Citizen of the Year.

Awards will be presented at the annual Australia Day Breakfast held on Friday 19 January
2018.

ISSUES AND DISCUSSION

A Citizen of the Year Advisory Committee is established to assist Council by providing
recommendations for the Glen Eira Citizen of the Year, Young Citizen of the Year, and
Community Group of the Year.

Three Councillor representatives are required on the Citizen of the Year Advisory Committee.
The Council will be required to endorse the Councillor representatives at the Special Council
meeting on 1 November 2017 so that the Committee may meet on 6 November and their
recommendation by approved by Council on 28 November 2017.
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This timeline will ensure that winners can be notified in time to be available for the Awards
Ceremony (Australia Day Breakfast on 19 January 2018).

FINANCIAL, RESOURCE AND ASSET MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS
None

POLICY AND LEGISLATIVE IMPLICATIONS
None

COMMUNICATION AND ENGAGEMENT

None required

LINK TO COUNCIL AND COMMUNITY PLAN

Theme: Community Building and Engagement
Strategic objective: To build a strong, connected community that actively participates and
engages with Council to improve outcomes for the community.

OFFICER DECLARATION OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST

No officers involved in the preparation of this report have any direct or indirect interest in this
matter.

CONCLUSION

Recommend the appointment of two community representatives to the Citizen of the Year

Awards Advisory Committee 2018:

e Mr Jon Charlton, Principal of Kilvington Grammar School
o Mrs Gwen Brown, Secretary of DJ Coakley East Bentleigh Senior Citizens Club and
recipient of the Citizen of the Year Award in 2017

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 2
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING 17 OCTOBER 2017

ITEM 9.7 ANNUAL REPORT 2016-17
Author: Peter Swabey (Director Corporate Services)
File No:

Attachments: Attachment 1 — Annual Report 2016-17

PURPOSE AND SUMMARY
To consider the 2016—17 Annual Report.

RECOMMENDATION

That the 2016-17 Annual Report be adopted by Council and be published as an online
version accessible via Council’s website.

BACKGROUND

The Local Government Act 1989 (S134) requires that a Council must hold a meeting to
consider the annual report within one month after submitting the annual report to the
Minister. Council’'s 2016-2017 Annual Report was submitted to the Minister for Local
Government on 28 September 2017 (refer attached) as required by S133 of the Local
Government Act 1989. The Annual Report was circulated in draft to all Councillors for
comment in August 2017.

The Annual Report will be published on Council’s website.
ISSUES AND DISCUSSION

In-line with the Digital by Default pillar of the Glen Eira Transforming Together (GETT)
program, it was decided that the 2016—17 Annual Report would move to an online format.
This will enable the Annual Report to be accessible to more people as it will be able to be
viewed on multiple platforms. Interested parties will be able to view or download the whole
Report or parts thereof e.g. the Community Plan results, the Local Government Performance
Reporting Framework, etc. It features a video of the Mayor and CEO highlighting Council’'s
major achievements throughout the year.

FINANCIAL, RESOURCE AND ASSET MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS
Not applicable.

POLICY AND LEGISLATIVE IMPLICATIONS
" Legislation — Sections 133 and 134 of the Local Government Act 1989

COMMUNICATION AND ENGAGEMENT

Public Notice has been given of this Meeting and the 2016-17 Annual Report is available for
inspection.

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 1
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING 17 OCTOBER 2017

LINK TO COUNCIL AND COMMUNITY PLAN

Theme 5: Informed and engaged — A well governed Council that is committed to
transparency and engages residents in decision-making.

OFFICER DECLARATION OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST

No officers involved in the preparation of this report have any direct or indirect interest in this
matter.

CONCLUSION
As part of the legislative requirements under the Local Government Act, Council must

consider the Annual Report each year. This year's Annual Report will be published in an
interactive, online format.

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL Page 2
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THE CITY OF GLEN EIRA

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE

GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL WORKS WITH AND FOR THE COMMUNITY:

— to provide quality facilities, services, safeguards and supports;

— towards goals that are beyond the capacity of individuals, but achievable when working together;
— according to overall community values, needs and priorities;

— in a caring, accountable and professional manner; and

— to provide value-for-money for present and future generations.

COUNCIL FUNCTIONS

The functions of Council include:
— Advocating and promoting proposals which are in the best interest of the local community.
— Planning for and providing services and facilities for the local community.

— Providing and maintaining community infrastructure in the municipal district

See Sustainable Community Assets and Infrastructure page 63.

— Undertaking strategic and land use planning for the municipal district

See Town Planning and Development page 51.
— Raising revenue to enable Council to perform its functions.
— Making and enforcing local laws.

— Exercising, performing and discharging the duties, functions and powers of councils under the Local Government Act 1989 and other Acts.

See Role of Council page 95.

— Providing any other function relating to the peace, order and good government of the municipal district See pages 18—19, 95.

GUIDING VALUES

COMMUNITY-FOCUSED, RESPONSIVE AND INCLUSIVE
Council works to develop an inclusive and caring community where everyone can feel they belong. Everyone is encouraged to participate in the

decision-making, which leads to achieving the best possible health, safety and lifestyle options within the City.

ACCOUNTABLE AND RELEVANT LEADERSHIP
Council consults, listens and takes note of community views to determine its priorities and needs, and then acts through open, transparent processes
that are financially and environmentally responsible and sustainable. Council constantly works to find innovative ways of providing services measured

against recognised benchmarks to improve services and set better standards that will meet tomorrow’s increasing demands.

COMMUNITY WELLBEING
Council, with an increasingly diverse community, treats all people with respect and dignity, providing equal access for all to services and resources.
Council operates to identify gaps and lift standards not currently being met by other community providers or levels of government, within the

constraints of its limited resources.
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A CITY AND ITS PEOPLE
The City of Glen Eira is located in Melbourne’s south-east suburbs,
approximately 10 kilometres from Melbourne’s central business district.

[t was created in 1994 following the merger of the former City of Caulfield and the nearby suburbs of Bentleigh, Bentleigh East, McKinnon and parts

of Ormond, which were in the former City of Moorabbin.
The City of Glen Eira is 39 square kilometres in area and includes the suburbs of Bentleigh, Bentleigh East, Carnegie, Caulfield, Caulfield East, Caulfield
North, Caulfield South, Elsternwick, Gardenvale, Glen Huntly, McKinnon, Murrumbeena, Ormond and part of the suburbs of Brighton East and St

Kilda East.
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HISTORY AND HERITAGE
Glen Eira is named from two local landmarks — Glen Eira Road and Glen Eira Mansion. Glen Eira Road is one of the City's main thoroughfares, dating

back to the mid-1800s when the then colonial government surveyed the area and made all Crown allotments available for sale. Pioneer pastoralist
Henry Ricketson bought the Glen Eira townhouse on Kooyong Road in 1865 and remodelled it into an |8-room mansion. The house subsequently
became the site of a hospital before being demolished in 1964. A number of other mansions built during this era have been preserved by the

National Trust and are open to the public.

A CITY AND ITS PEOPLE
Glen Eira is home to 149,012* people across 54,73 | #* households — representing more than 160 different cultural backgrounds — and is the centre

of Melbourne’s Jewish community.

* Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics, Estimated Resident Population, 30 June 2017.

**Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics, Census of Population and Housing 201 6.
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GLEN EIRA’S DIVERSE POPULATION*
— 36 per cent of residents were born overseas; more than one quarter of residents (28 per cent) were born in a non-English speaking country.

— Other than English, the most common languages spoken at home are Mandarin (5.5 per cent), Greek (3.9 per cent), Russian (3.4 per cent),
Hebrew (2.2 per cent) and Hindi (1.3 per cent).

— 35.2 per cent of residents identify as Christian, with the most practised Christian religions being Catholicism, Anglican and Greek Orthodox.
— 31.6 per cent of residents nominated no religion in the 2016 Census.

— 24.2 per cent of residents are non-Christian with the Melbourne average being 13.2 per cent.

— 6.8 per cent of residents identify their religion as Judaism.

— 6,204 residents (4.4 per cent of residents) have a disability requiring daily assistance with life tasks.

— 13,369 (11.6 per cent) residents are carers of the elderly and people with disabilities.

—20.1 per cent of the population are aged 60 years and over.

*#Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics, Census of Population and Housing 201 6.

GLEN EIRA’S POPULATION#* CITY OF GLEN EIRA GREATER MELBOURNE
Number % %

Males 68,140 484 49

Females 72,735 51.6 51

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 252 0.2 0.5

peoples

Australian citizens 112,175 79.6 79.6

Eligible voters (citizens aged 18+) 85,542 60.7 60.8

*Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics, Census of Population and Housing 201 6.

GLEN EIRA’S AGE GROUPS* CITY OF GLEN EIRA GREATER MELBOURNE
Number % %
Babies and preschoolers (0 to 4) 8,601 6.1 6.4
Primary schoolers (5to | 1) 12,387 8.8 8.5
Secondary schoolers (12 to 17) 9,428 6.7 6.7
Tertiary education and independence (18 to 24) 12,989 9.2 10
Young workforce (25 to 34) 22,029 15.6 163
Parents and homebuilders (35 to 49) 30,334 21.5 211
Older workers and pre-retirees (50 to 59) 16,861 12 .9
Empty-nesters and retirees (60 to 69) 13326 9.5 9.3
Seniors (70 to 84) 10,689 7.6 7.7
Elderly (85 and over) 4,240 3 2

*Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics, Census of Population and Housing 201 6.
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THE GLEN EIRA WORKFORCE¥*
More than 66,000 people living in the City of Glen Eira are employed or looking for work, of whom 59.4 per cent are working full-time; 34.1 per cent

part-time; and 6.5 per cent did not state their hours of work or were unemployed and looking for work.

The three most common occupational groups among Glen Eira residents are:

— professionals (21,973 people or 33.3 per cent);

— clerical and administrative workers (10,023 people or 15.2 per cent); and

— managers (9,923 people or |5 per cent).

In combination, these three occupations account for 41,919 people in total or 63.5 per cent of the employed resident population.

In comparison, Greater Melbourne has 24.1 per cent of its population working as professionals; 5.3 per cent as clerical and administrative workers;

and 12.5 per cent as managers.

*Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics, Census of Population and Housing 201 |.

GLEN EIRA’S HOUSEHOLDS
Due to high housing diversity, Glen Eira houses a range of age groups and life stages. Compared to Melbourne, Glen Eira has a higher proportion of
lone-person households, totalling 25 per cent (Melbourne average 22 per cent), and has fewer families with children (both couples and one parent

families), totalling 40.9 per cent compared to Melbourne’s 43.6 per cent.
The average household size in Glen Eira is 2.49 people*.

*Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics, Census of Population and Housing 201 6.
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OUR ORGANISATION

MAYOR AND CEO OVERVIEW

Welcome to Council’s first online Annual Report 2016-2017 in which we
account for our performance, our achievements and setbacks, our approach
to emerging challenges and our stewardship of public monies.

ACHIEVEMENT AGAINST OUR COMMUNITY PLAN
In 2016—17, Council achieved 83 out of the 103 actions in the Glen Eira Community Plan 2013-2017.

PUBLIC OPEN SPACE

Public open space continues to be a priority for Council. We acquired a property at 6 Aileen Avenue, Caulfield South, which we hope to convert to a
pocket park following community consultation; we completed the redevelopment of the disused reservoir site in Glen Huntly — Booran Reserve —
which provides residents with |.6 hectares of fantastic open space and parkland; Hopetoun Gardens, Elsternwick underwent significant enhancement
to its entrance to complement the planting of four mature palm trees. Landscaping works along the facade of the Gardens include a new entrance

wall, new garden beds, seating, signage and new pavers along the Glenhuntly Road walkway.

We consulted the community on two landscape concepts for an area of Joyce Park in Ormond. The new open space will be created by the inclusion

of the eastern bowling green — previously part of the Glen Eira McKinnon Bowls Club.
See Booran Reserve — an open space for all page 27.

See Hopetoun Gardens makeover honours historic cannons page 28.

DEVELOPMENT
Works to remove three of Victoria’s worst level crossings — Centre Road, Bentleigh; McKinnon Road, McKinnon; and North Road, Ormond were

completed in November 2016.

We were delighted that our advocacy for interim building height controls on commercially zoned land in the Bentleigh and Carnegie shopping strips

was approved by the Minister for Planning in May.

We went through a comprehensive engagement process with the community to set the long-term vision for Bentleigh, Carnegie, Elsternwick, East
Village and our other activity centres. This has been outlined in our newly created Activity Centre Housing and Local Economy Strategy. We continue to
improve our service delivery with planning information requests; pre-application advice; extension of time requests; and search and copy requests all

now available online.

See Council advocates during major level crossing works page 38.

GOVERNANCE

Glen Eira’s 2016-2020 Council was officially sworn in at a Special Council Meeting on Tuesday 8 November 2016, following the October Council
elections. Five new councillors were elected and four former councillors re-elected to represent the Glen Eira community for the next four years.
We underwent an organisational restructure to ensure Council is sustainable for the future. The Glen Eira Council and Community Plan 2017-2021
was adopted by Council, following extensive community consultation. Our engagement process was diverse and co-ordinated through a range on

interactions, including face-to-face, online, hard copy, email and telephone.
See Councillors page 12.
See Corporate governance page 81.

See Consultation key to Council and Community Plan success page 33.

ADVOCACY

Our request for interim building height controls on commercially zoned land in the Bentleigh and Carnegie shopping strips was approved by Minister
for Planning Hon. Richard Wynne. These height controls are binding on all planning permit applicants and Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT). The approval of the interim height controls now enables Council and the community to create a shared vision for Bentleigh without the

threat of inappropriately tall buildings being approved by VCAT.

We secured $1.5 million in State and Federal Government project funding. Projects funded include:
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— Booran Reserve — $65,000;

— Brady Road Kindergarten and Bentleigh West Kindergarten early learning facility upgrades — $225,000;
— Duncan Mackinnon Reserve athletic track reconstruction — $100,000;

— Duncan Mackinnon Reserve netball courts — $90,000;

— King George Reserve Pavilion female facilities redevelopment — $90,000; and

— EE Gunn Reserve rehabilitation with warm season grasses — $653,000.

See Council advocacy wins interim height decision page 36.

SUSTAINABILITY

We continued to implement our solar program across Council-owned sites. Seven buildings were fitted with solar photovoltaic (PV) systems. Council
now generates clean electricity in the order of 137,638 Kilowatt hours per year, the equivalent of the power used by approximately 28 average
homes in Glen Eira. We are one of |3 metropolitan Melbourne councils participating in landmark contracts for the recycling of food waste and garden
waste (organics) from kerbside bin collections. When the new facilities commissioned under the contracts start operating, they will complete a
network across Melbourne capable of diverting more than half a million tonnes of food and garden waste away from landfills by 2019. We hope to be

able to introduce food waste recycling services for the community in 2018.
See Glen Eira leading the way with solar page 31.

See Council takes action on food waste page 32.

COMMUNITY WELLBEING

As part of its Community Grants Program, Council provided $437,063 to 142 local not-for-profit community groups and organisations to encourage
community strengthening and inclusion. We accommodated 264 teams playing community sport and delivered 92,222 hours of in-home support to
more than 3,000 elderly, frail or disabled residents. There are no waiting lists for kindergarten, child care or home care within Glen Eira. StoryTime
and BabyTime sessions held at Glen Eira Libraries and Learning Centres were attended by 61,869 children and parents. Glen Eira Sports and Aquatic
Centre (GESAC) hosted 1.5 million visitors. Of the 15,500 members at GESAC, 52 per cent are female.

COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND ASSETS
We invested $35 million in community infrastructure and community facilities. We completed 96 per cent of the capital budget. The program
comprised 76 per cent renewal and upgrade of existing assets, 19 per cent expansion and five per cent new. We opened Booran Reserve in Glen

Huntly. We removed 6,690 square metres of graffiti from private property.

FINANCE AND RISK MANAGEMENT

Our operating result was a surplus of $29.43 million. This was favourable to budget by $12.21 million mainly due to:

— higher than anticipated revenue from parking infringements income $3.2 million;

— higher than budgeted open space fee income $2.3 | million;

— higher than anticipated operating grants due to the early receipt of the 2017—18 payment from the Victorian Grants Commission $1.83 million;
— increased planning fee income of $1.0 million due to changes in the planning and subdivision fee regulations from October 2016;

— better than budget interest income of $504,000 and rates and charges $232,000;

— higher capital grants by $290,000 due to additional funding; and

— savings in employee costs $1.68 million and lower depreciation and amortisation $1.01 million.

Any surplus on operations is allocated to higher levels of capital investment. We continue to achieve above average capital investment, below average
operating costs and the second lowest average rates and charges in Melbourne.

OUR STAFF MEMBERS

As well as being a service provider, we are also one of Glen Eira’s largest employers. We continue to invest in development, leadership and wellbeing
programs for our staff members. We introduced Glen Eira Transforming Together — an internal transformation program centred on adopting
innovative ways of thinking, operating and delivering services. We undertook an organisation wide audit and qualitative baseline assessment of our
values to ensure they align with our desired culture. Collectively, we decided on five new values — Collaboration, Respect, Service Excellence,
Integrity, and Innovation. Forty nine staff members were recognised for the work they have contributed to the organisation above and beyond the
normal expectations of their role. Staff turnover was | 1.8 per cent. We would like to thank all managers and staff members for continuing to achieve

Council's objectives and serve the Glen Eira community.
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SETBACKS
The opening of Booran Reserve was delayed due to a combination of inclement weather (wettest Melbourne weather in a decade), works meeting

the quality and OHS standards specified so that the Reserve was fit for purpose, and service authority works to activate power to the site.

Works carried out by the State Government's Level Crossing Removal Authority, to remove three of the worst level crossings — Centre Road

Bentleigh; McKinnon Road McKinnon; and North Road, Ormond — had a significant impact on our local shopping strips, especially traders.

We have continued to advocate to the State Government for better use of the underutilised Crown Land at Caulfield Racecourse Reserve.
Unfortunately progress has been slower than we would have liked, due to complexities in the legislative processes associated with the dissolution of
the Trust and the establishment of a new governing body. We continue to hold the Government to account for ensuring that this valuable community

asset is opened up for community use at the earliest opportunity.

See Booran Reserve — an open space for all page 27.

See Booran Reserve — where environmental and sustainable features shine page 30.
See Council continues advocacy for better use of Crown Land page 37.

See Council advocates during major level crossing works page 38.

KEY CHALLENGES
We considered what continuing role to play in the provision of disability services once the Commonwealth National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS)
rolls out in Glen Eira in April 2018. The NDIS is a significant change to the disability services landscape and under the new provisions; it is not going to

be feasible for Council to register directly as a provider under NDIS.

Many sports clubs in Glen Eira are at capacity and are requesting to increase the number of teams. Council was able to accommodate all additional
requests by existing clubs by increasing sportsground maintenance. We cannot accommodate requests from new clubs or introduce new sports whilst

the number of grounds remains the same. We receive approximately |5 extra requests per year for sportsground usage from new clubs.

FUTURE OUTLOOK

2017-18 is already shaping up to be a big year for Glen Eira City Council. Not only will we deliver the priorities outlined in our Council and Community
Plan 2017-2021, we will also continue to work with and engage with the community through consultation to achieve the best outcomes for the Glen
Eira community. Improving our service offering through digital transformation and gaining insight into customer experience, will continue to be a large

focus of our internal transformation program.

Mot

CR MARY DELAHUNTY
MAYOR

LDV~

REBECCA MCKENZIE

CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER
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COUNCILLORS

The City of Glen Eira is made up of three wards with three Councillors
elected to represent each ward. The following Councillors were elected for

a four-year term on Saturday 22 October 2016 and took their Oath of Office
at a Special Council Meeting held on Tuesday 8 November 2016.

The Councillors elect a Mayor and Deputy Mayor annually.

The elected Councillors are:

CAMDEN WARD

Cr Mary Delahunty
Mayor 2017

Cr Delahunty was first elected to Glen Eira
City Council in 2012. She is serving her second
term as a Councillor and is Mayor of Glen Eira
for 2017.

Cr Delahunty lives with her young family

in Elsternwick. Cr Delahunty is an active
member of many local sporting and community
groups. She likes to keep fit at the gym and
plays and umpires netball. She is a General
Manager of an industry super fund and is an
authority member of the Emergency Services
Telecommunication Authority. Cr Delahunty is
a 2015 Churchill Fellow.

Cr Delahunty believes the City of Glen Eira has
a rich cultural history and a bright future. She
is passionate about open space and community

participation in government decisions.

Cr Delahunty wants to ensure that people feel
connected and that Local Government is a

strong, effective service provider.

Cr Delahunty has a Diploma Financial Services
(Financial Planning), Masters of Applied Finance
(Corporate Advisory) (Kaplan University)

Mobile: 0427 970 879

Email: mdelahunty@gleneira.vic.gov.au

Cr Joel Silver

Cr Silver lives in Elsternwick, having been a
lifelong resident of Glen Eira and. For most of
that time, his family have been traders on Glen
Eira Road. Cr Silver was called to the Victorian
Bar in May 2014 and practices predominately
in commercial law (focusing on building and
construction disputes). Cr Silver has used
these skills in several community organisations
including Peninsula Community Legal Centre
in Bentleigh where he worked as a volunteer
lawyer, and the Law Institute of Victoria
where he served as Young Lawyers President.
Outside his work, Cr Silver enjoys reading up
on Australian history, walking his dog Gilly,

and spending most (if not all) of his Council
allowance on finding Glen Eira’s best coffee
shop.

Engaging with the community is Cr Silver's
priority on Council and he encourages

residents to be in touch with him, on any

matter.

Cr Silver has a Bachelor of Laws (Honours)
(The University of Melbourne), Graduate
Diploma in Legal Practice (Leo Cussen Centre

for Law)
Mobile: 0499 357 262

Email: jsilver@gleneira.vic.gov.au
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Cr Dan Sztrajt

Cr Sztrajt and his young family live in Caulfield
with where he has been a resident for more
than 30 years.

Since the age of 16, Cr Sztrajt has been
volunteering in Glen Eira across a wide range of
roles. These include five years with a locally-
based youth movement, seven years with the
Jewish Community Council of Victoria and
continuous involvement with countless charities

and educational initiatives.

Cr Sztrajt is an Assistant Principal of one of
Melbourne’s top performing K—12 schools.
He is passionate about education and youth
empowerment. In addition to his leadership
role, he teaches the VCE subject, Global
Politics.

Cr Sztrajt believes that Glen Eira City Council
has a pivotal role to play in the development
and support of our grassroots community
organisations, youth movements and sporting
clubs. He takes pride in supporting those in our
community who are committed to enacting

positive change through their volunteerism.
Mobile: 0466 372 822

Email: dsztrajt@gleneira.vic.gov.au



ROSSTOWN WARD

Cr Margaret Esakoff

Cr Esakoff is a long-time resident of Glen
Eira. She was educated in Rosstown Ward
and has lived there almost all of her adult life.
She is married with two children and three

grandchildren.

Cr Esakoff has experience in business
administration — having run a small business
with her husband — as well as working in
the publishing, advertising and radio/television

industries.

Cr Esakoff is serving her fifth term on Council,
and served as Mayor in 2005, 2007 and 201 I,
and Deputy Mayor in 2008 and 2010. She
now devotes her time to Council apart from
voluntary work and committee positions

held in the local community, including vice-
presidency of the Management Committee

of Community Information Glen Eira and
membership on the Ethics Committee for
Calvary Health Care Bethlehem.

Cr Esakoff is committed to improving residents’
quality of life, believes in strong community
involvement and takes a keen interest in all

community issues.
Phone/Fax: 9578 2877
Mobile: 0407 831 893

Email: mesakoff@gleneira.vic.gov.au

Fiil'

Cr Clare Davey

Her desire to play a larger role in her local
community was one of the reasons why Glen
Huntly resident, Clare Davey decided to run for

Council.

One of the five new faces on the elected
Council, Cr Davey has worked in Local
Government as a traffic and transport engineer

formore than five years.

Cr Davey grew up just across the border in
Bayside and has spent six of the last eight years
living in the City of Glen Eira.

When Cr Davey is not working as a traffic and
transport engineer, she can be seen pounding
the pavement — she loves running on the
Rosstown Rail Trail or at Princes or Caulfield
Parks and hopes to complete both her second

and third half marathon this year.

Cr Davey enjoys running, visiting her local
cafes and taking her three nieces to local parks,

galleries and hiking.

Ensuring people can live the 20 minute city
lifestyle is one of the issues Cr Davey is most

passionate about.

During her first term on Council, Cr Davey has
aimed to improve local shopping centres and

make them easier for residents to access.

Cr Davey has a Bachelor of Environmental

Engineering (Honours) (Monash University)
Master of Traffic (Monash University)
Mobile: 0466 469 776

Email: cdavey@gleneira.vic.gov.au
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Cr Tony Athanasopoulos

Cr Athanasopoulos was born of two migrant
parents from Greece and Italy. They both
worked hard to give their three boys the life
they envied, and always taught the importance
of service. Cr Athanasopoulos now resides
and runs a family business in Carnegie with the
drive instilled by his parents. He has a partner
Katherine who is also his business partner and
they both share a position on the Chrisalis
Foundation board, a not-for-profit foundation

supporting young people with disabilities.

Cr Athanasopoulos imagines a world where
people inspire others to achieve their best,
and where we nurture one another to achieve
excellence. Cr Athanasopoulos wishes to

use his vision of the world to establish new
foundations for the municipal district of Glen

Eira.

Cr Athanasopoulos has attended Head Masters
Academy and the TMG College — The Malka
Group College

Mobile: 0466 372 816

Email: tathanasopoulos@gleneira.vic.gov.au



TUCKER WARD

Cr Jamie Hyams

A long-time resident of Glen Eira with a keen
interest in sport and recreation, Cr Hyams is
serving his fourth term on Council and was
Mayor in 2012 and 2013 and Deputy Mayor
in 201 I. Formerly a solicitor and executive
director of a community sporting body, he is
now a senior policy analyst at a not-for-profit

public affairs organisation.

Until 2011, Cr Hyams was President of the City
of Moorabbin Historical Society, having served
an eight-year term. He is on the Committee

of Management of the Glen Eira Adult

Learning Centre and has been a cricket club
president, Bendigo Bank committee member;
Neighbourhood Watch Area Secretary and
Residents’ Association Vice-President. Cr
Hyams believes it is vital to remember that

Council is there to serve the community.
BA, LLB, (Monash University)
Mobile: 0427 319 018

Email: jhyams@gleneira.vic.gov.au

Cr Jim Magee

Deputy Mayor 2017

Cr Magee emigrated from Belfast, Northern
Ireland in 1970. He is married with two boys
and has lived in Bentleigh East since 1988. Cr
Magee’s weekdays involve work and Council
commitments and on weekends he is a keen
bowler with the Coatesville Bowls Club. Cr

Magee served as Mayor in 2015.
Mobile: 0427 338 327

Email: jmagee@gleneira.vic.gov.au
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Cr Nina Taylor

Cr Taylor is trilingual, a lawyer and works for
a not-for-profit organisation as part of a long-
term commitment to meaningful community

engagement.

Cr Taylor's charitable activities have included
providing phone-line legal advice at the
Women's Legal Service to members of the

community experiencing domestic violence.

Cr Taylor also has extensive private industry
experience involving the promotion of
treatment options for chronic disease
(diabetes) to medical and allied healthcare
professionals working in rural and urban
hospitals/clinics and community healthcare

centres.

Cr Taylor is passionate about supporting
healthy lifestyles in the community, including a
broad range of sporting activities for people of
all ages. In addition, Cr Taylor has management
experience in the promotion of disability
services and advocates for an inclusive and
supportive community. As a qualified teacher,
other priorities for Cr Taylor are equitable
access to high quality education, preschool and
child care. Cr Taylor's own commitments are
to minimise carbon output involving a focus on
public transport usage, energy efficiency and

sustainable gardening practices.
Mobile: 0466 372 809

Email: NTaylor@gleneira.vic.gov.au



COUNCILLOR ATTENDANCE AT COUNCIL MEETINGS

COUNCILLOR ORDINARY MEETINGS SPECIAL MEETINGS TERM OF OFFICE
Number of meetings attended by

each Councillor and number of

meetings held (shown in brackets)

Cr Tony Athanasopoulos 10 (10) 34 22 October 2016-30 June 2017
Cr Clare Davey 9 (10) 4 (4) 22 October 2016-30 June 2017
Cr Mary Delahunty I5(15) 4(5) | July 2016-30 June 2017

Cr Margaret Esakoff I5(15) 5() I July 2016-30 June 2017

Cr Jamie Hyams I5(15) 5() | July 2016-30 June 2017

Cr Joel Silver 9 (10) 4 (4) 22 October 2016-30 June 2017
Cr Dan Sztrajt 8 (10) 4 (4) 22 October 2016-30 June 2017
Cr Jim Magee I3 (15) 5() I July 2016-30 June 2017

Cr Nina Taylor 9 (10) 4 (4) 22 October 2016-30 June 2017
Cr Kelvin Ho 5(5) (1) | July 2016-22 October 2016
Cr Michael Lipshutz 5() (1) | July 2016-22 October 2016
Cr Oscar Lobo 4 (5) 0(h | July 2016-22 October 2016
Cr Neil Pilling 5(5) (1) | July 2016-22 October 2016
Cr Thomas Souness 5(5) (1) | July 2016-22 October 2016

ELECTION OF MAYOR AND DEPUTY MAYOR

Glen Eira's Mayor and Deputy Mayor are elected for a one-year term. Councillor Mary Delahunty was elected Mayor and Councillor Jim Magee was
elected Deputy Mayor on 8 November 2016 at a Special Meeting of Council.

Although the Mayor has no more authority than other Councillors, the position is a significant one as a community leader and Council spokesperson.
The Mayor also performs an important leadership, social and ceremonial function and is Chair of all Council Meetings.

COUNCILLORS’ CODE OF CONDUCT
On 14 February 2017, Council adopted a revised Code of Conduct.

The purpose of the Code is to assist Councillors in meeting their responsibilities by setting standards of conduct to ensure the conduct of Councillors
is legal, ethical and appropriate at all times.

The Code specifies that, as the performance of the Council and the wellbeing of the Glen Eira community are directly affected by the conduct of the

City's elected representatives, the community is entitled to expect that:

— The business of the Council is conducted with efficiency, impartiality and integrity.

— Councillors obey the spirit and letter of the law in particular, the provisions of relevant statutes, regulations, local laws and instruments.
— Responsibility to the community is always to be given absolute priority over the private interests of Councillors.

All Councillors sign a written agreement to abide by the Code of Conduct when they take the oath of office at the start of their term and each time a

review of the Code of Conduct is undertaken.
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COUNCILLORS’ REMUNERATION AND SUPPORT

Councils may set annual allowances for their Mayor and Councillors according to their predetermined category, based on criteria such as each
council’s individual size and revenue base. Following a review by the Minister, Glen Eira became a ‘Category 3" Council in November 2008. Councillor
allowances have been reviewed in accordance with the Act and the current allowances are $29,630 plus 9.5 per cent superannuation contribution for

Councillors and $94,64 | plus 9.5 per cent superannuation contribution for the Mayor. Allowances are fully taxable.

The Mayor and Councillors are supported by a secretariat, which processes requests and correspondence from members of the community, co-

ordinates Council meetings and supports Mayoral and other civic functions.
All Councillors are provided with a mobile phone, a photocopier; printer and a desktop computer, tablet or iPad.

They can also make use of the Councillors’ office facilities at Glen Eira Town Hall, which contains office equipment and a basic library, holding a range
of Council and related publications. The Mayor also receives use of an office, computer and telephone at Town Hall. Use of facilities is governed by

Council's Civic Support and Expenses Policy.

COUNCILLOR EXPENSES

In accordance with Section 75 of the Local Government Act | 989, Council is required to reimburse a Councillor for expenses incurred while
performing their duties as a Councillor. Council is also required to adopt and maintain a policy in relation to the reimbursement of expenses for
Councillors. The policy is to provide guidance for the types of reasonable expenses that must be reimbursed, in addition to the provision of resources

and support available to the Mayor and Councillors to enable them to fulfil their duties.

Council also publishes in its Annual Report the details of the expenses, including reimbursement of expenses for each Councillor and member of a

Council committee, paid by the Council.

The details of the expenses, including reimbursement of expenses for each Councillor and member of a Council committee paid by the Council for

the 2016~17 year, are set out in the following table:
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SCHEDULE OF COUNCILLOR ALLOWANCES AND EXPENSES, | JULY 2016-30 JUNE 2017

COUNCILLOR COUNCILLOR CONFERENCES, TRAVEL — COMMUNIC- FUNCTIONS CARER TOTAL

ALLOWANCES FUNCTIONS LOCAL ATION EXTERNAL TO EXPENSES EXPENSES
AND TRAINING TOWN HALL

Cr Tony Athanasopoulos $20,948 $158 - $1,659 $45 - $22.810
Cr Clare Davey $20,948 - - $1,594 - - $22,542
Cr Mary Delahunty $76,697 - - $1933 $109 $3,659 $82,398
Mayor 2017

Cr Margaret Esakoff $30,733 - $86 $894 $45 - $31,758
Cr Jamie Hyams $30,733 - - $952 $45 - $31,730
Cr Joel Silver $20,948 - - $2,555 - - $23,503
Cr Dan Sztrajt $20,948 - - $1,606 - - $22,554
Cr Jim Magee $30,733 - - $2,236 - - $32,969

Deputy Mayor 2017

Cr Nina Taylor $20,948 $458 - $1,471 $45 -