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SUMMARY
CONSULTATION SNAPSHOT
93 online surveys completed
17 forum comments
755 concept plan document downloads
13 Facebook comments
107 email/mail/phone submissions
88 community forum attendees

BACKGROUND
In 2016 council undertook a major Planning Scheme Review and identified the need for the
introduction of structure plans for Bentleigh, Carnegie and Elsternwick activity centres.
Since then three stages of consultation have been undertaken which have contributed to
the development of these draft concept plans; stage one: Tell us what you love about your
shopping strip (356 responses), stage two: Transformation concepts (81 responses) and
stage three: early structure planning (45 attendees).
METHODOLOGY
Stage four: Quality Design Principles and stage five: draft concept plans consultation was
undertaken simultaneously. Consultation ran from 26 July to 3 September 2017. Residents
in the study area were informed by mail while previous consultation participants were also
emailed. The consultation was also promoted in various Council publications. Feedback was
captured through an online survey, mail/email/telephone submissions, Facebook comments
and meetings with stakeholders. All feedback has been considered and analysed to identify
key themes.
KEY THEMES


Concept plans: A mixed response was received regarding the concept plans as a
whole. Some, particularly those responding online showed strong support, claiming
the plans were well considered, a more uniform and appropriate scale and provide
necessary and appropriate opportunities for growth. Others felt that there was
enough development in Elsternwick already and heights should be reduced particularly in the strategic sites and urban renewal area.
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Urban Renewal: The most feedback received was in relation to the urban renewal
area. While some respondents felt this area was the right location for growth, the
majority of email submissions received were in strong opposition to the proposed
heights of up to 12 storeys in this area. Most of these submissions came from
residents within or adjacent to the urban renewal area who were concerned about
overshadowing, traffic and privacy. Many felt that this area was being sacrificed to
meet development targets and protect other areas and that the heritage in these
streets including Alexandra Ave and Oak Ave needed to be protected.



Consultation: Some residents, particularly those in the urban renewal area, felt
that the consultation period wasn’t long enough and that Council should have
provided more direct consultation with those most affected.



More green/open space: There was a strong call, particularly in online surveys
for more open space to accommodate population growth. A linear park along the
railway line (from Elsternwick to Gardenvale stations) and a significant sized park in
the urban renewal area were identified as preferred locations.



Traffic: Traffic was considered to be an issue across the board and anticipated to
get worse with an increase in population. Areas expected to contribute most
significantly and require the most planning include the ABC (Woolworths) site, the
urban renewal area and streets with proposed road closures. There was also some
suggestion that traffic analysis should have been undertaken first.



Parking: Proposed concepts for parking were generally supported however there
were mixed views about the best location with some calling for a spread of parking
throughout the centre, including more parking near the station. It was seen as
important for ant multi-level parking to be attractive and minimise impact on
neighbours. Permit parking for residents was also seen as important.



Heritage: Protecting heritage including those properties not currently heritage
listed or in a heritage overlay was viewed as important as well as considering
appropriate transitions away from heritage listed properties and heritage areas.



Transformation projects: Projects were well received and seen as a positive step
in reinvigorating the centre. There was some suggestion that the library would be
better placed in its current location rather than the entertainment precinct and that
the plaza over the railway line may be more effective on the South side of Glen
Huntly Road, however overall the proposals were well supported.
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ONLINE SURVEY
TELL US WHAT YOU THINK OF THE TRANSFORMATION
CONCEPTS
It’s a good start.
A more considered approach to the amount and speed of traffic needs to be addressed.
I think that any plan to improve the overall amenities of the residents of Elsternwick is a good initiative. Key
considerations will be around traffic management and parking.
GOOD – the green spaces and diverse housing options.
BAD – eight storeys in the retail precinct – too much, given it borders on residences of 1-2 storeys.
CONCERN – impact on traffic flow along streets surrounding Glenhuntly Road not mentioned.
I think Elsternwick needs to focus on making riding bikes safer especially along tram tracks/ cars. Needs to be
another pedestrian crossing near station to stop people jay walking.
Keep the park safe for people to walk through from station.
1)Think a Early Childhood Precinct should be develop. This should increase economic activity.
Activities included could be kindergarten, health centre, medical consulting, playpround etc
Maybe around current Library site (between Standilands & Orrong)
2) New Stanley /Orrong Carpark should;
* incorporate landscaping & have a green wedge between neighbouring buildings
* allow natural light to penetrate all levels
* incorporate an 12lanni for light & tree plantings
Thank you for listening to the residents at the forum. We do need more open space/green space/parks in
Elsternwick.
I am very supportive of the transformation concepts – particularly the safe cycling link, the railway plaza, and
the new green spaces. It would be great to include some form of exercise equipment in the area (perhaps in
one of the parks).
I like the plans especially:
1. The plaza over Elsternwick station railway line
2. Creating the green spaces incorporating Rippon Lee Estate
3. Pedestrianised area on Stanniland Grove
Its great that the concept plans have been made and there is a lot of effort being put into community
consultation.
Congratulations!
A wonderful concept to include a cultural and entertainment centre/s – much needed for Elsternwick.
The plans are not very progressive in terms of transport solutions. The council should follow the European
trends of discouraging transport by private cars and encouraging public transport and cycling. More bike
paths and parking is needed. Less car parks.
Good overall strategy and particular recommended measures fit well with the strategy.
I think that they are well thought out – accounting for both the need for higher density living and local
residents.
I’m really happy that you’ve 12lanning12e Elsternwick’s unique and heritage character and are working to
preserve this as best you can. Overall I like the direction of the concepts for place-making, housing, the
economy and transport. Particularly encouraging a diverse range of housing options. We need to encourage
more medium density and low-rise development (3 – 4 storeys) rather than the towers that have gone up
recently.
Overall the concept has merit by siting the multistorey developments on Nepean highway.
Maintaining the heritage areas is vital for Elsternwick to continue its village feel. Keeping the shopping strip
low level (apart from the already approved high towers) is also vital to keeping the village feel.
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The Cultural and entertainment precinct should be confined to Gordon Street as the Woolworths
development on Selwyn Street is neither cultural or entertainment. Selwyn Street will need high volume
vehicular traffic for delivery vans, new development residents cars and shopper cars to the new
supermarket.
The proposed widened pedestrian way will not work with the new Woolworths. It is vital that the
supermarket traffic is kept out of the residential areas. (Sinclair Street and St Georges Road)
Leaving the library on its current site is more practical than moving it to Selwyn Street. This will only cause
more traffic and parking issues in Selwyn street and surrounding residential streets.
The current library site could be turned into a community hub. Its closer to the proposed multistorey
carpark.
In general I think they are good and should bring a more uniform and appropriate scale of development
across Elsternwick.
I like the idea of a Civic precinct and greater emphasis on pedestrianization and amenity around these
destinations.
I like the idea of building over the railway line opposite the station – this will provide a continuous retail
presence and help to ‘join’ the retail areas on either side.
I think the draft plan is well-considered and provides the necessary appropriate opportunities for growth
within Elsternwick – growth that is essential to Elsternwick remaining a vital and interesting shopping centre
and place to live.
Your transformation concept is very good.
To position the car parking to Stanley street and remove Staniland grove.
That carspace at Staniland has always taken away from the beautiful heritage over 100 year old homes in that
street.
I live the lifestyle area to be near the translation, it makes sense. Love the idea of closing Staniland off and
making it a pedestrian zone.
Council needs the New Plaza over the South side of the railway as well as the North side of Railway. The
continuity of open space would provide a unique experience in Melbourne. Developers should be able to
fund this, they are introducing a lot more people into our suburb and thus requiring further open space
to accommodate all the people living in the area. Plus the fact that Nepean Highway will be growth zone
it would be imperative to create more open space. Imeperative.
I like the idea of the transformation concepts. I think Elsternwick is long over due for a facelift. I believe
we need to protect the historical area’s of Elsternwick and improve on them by adding green area’s in the
hub and traffic diversions to stop the flow. For safety sake we need to break up the traffic that runs
through the centre of Elsternwick into the main roads (like Orrong rd) which can provide effective
parking solutions.
Objectives:
Place Making: There is not enough emphasis on creating larger and more open spaces. It should be a the
#1 major priority given we have the worst amount of open space per person in Melbourne.
Housing: We the residents of Glen Eira did not vote to accommodate population growth. This should not
be role that we should pursue as it it counter productive to our heritage and green village character.
There are enough outer suburbs and country towns to take an active role.
We should at every opportunity create parks and green spaces. Building do not enhance our lifestyle.
Parks and trees do. There needs to be something for future generations... Buildings are a very short term
answer, we need to remember that nature, allowing space for trees, birds, insects is how we exist.
Have only just been made aware of the plan, so not a lot of time to review all aspects. Focusing on the
(self interested) area directly affecting the St James Parade area, and extending north toward St Kilda east:
the section allocated to Urban renewal seems immense. Do like the Cycling access plan, though the
section of Riddell Parade south of Orrong Road is narrow and already dangerous for Cyclists.
A great step to uplift the area
They are not backed by proper, open and transparent research. Blocking of side streets will only further
exacerbate the traffic problems on Glenhuntly Rd for what gain? Allowing new development does not
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existing residential properties would be more appropriate.There has been little real estate action in this
street in the 25 years I have lived here. Most neighbours have been here at least as long as myself – some
upwards of 40 years. I am concerned with increased traffic volumes and congestion, overlooking,
overshadowing. Increase in population with reduced open space and lack of community feel to an area
that is a tight knit community. The residents of this street have been vocal in the past to various
inappropriate developments adjacent to our properties from Pole dancing venue to inappropriate lighting
and signage from the car yards . We have worked with council and VCAT in the past for similar
inappropriate development . I am disappointed that the details of this plan to rezone my property were
buried in a open letter to comment on the Elsternwick Shopping Precinct in the first instance.
I am concerned about the relocation of the library. I am concerned about the lack of parking off the
Glenhuntly Rd Strip. I feel that the Horne St, Rusden St and Nepean Hwy precinct is a better area to
develop a transport hub Urban Renewal Development area of the building heights proposed.
I believe the transformation concepts have merit but the “devil is in the detail” which at this point in time
cannot be provided. The plans lack provision for additional car parking around the Elsternwick railway
station and shopping strip. If you wish people to use public transport and shop at the Elsternwick
shopping strip then you need more car parking so that people who drive to station or strip can park
without blocking the local roads. This transformation must extend to providing bypass routes around
Glenhuntly road so that through traffic doesn’t use it. Currently many other roads are being blocked off
so that through traffic has no option but to use Glenhuntly road.
The lack of consultation to residents immediately in the line of fire is utterly disgusting. I am furious that
as a local resident in the area I was never properly contacted.
Our primary interest is in the Urban renewal precinct between the Nepean Highway and the railway lineThe urban renewal area offers a unique opportunity to incorporate significant amounts of public open
space into the City of Glen Eira, which currently has the lowest per capita public space in Melbourne. The
council has been attempting to address this shortfall through the creation of pocket sized parks, but these
very small areas offer very limited options for use and no opportunity for active recreation.
In the development of the urban renewal area we encourage the council to take the opportunity to
ensure that significant land is set aside for use as public open space. A linear park along the railway line, at
the rear of the proposed urban renewal area would provide many benefits for the current and new
residents of Elsternwick. Such a park could provide a walking and cycling link between the Gardenvale
and Elsternwick railway stations (and remove the need for people to walk along the railway between the
2 stations which happens frequently, especially during school holidays), provide a link to the existing
cycling path (that follows the start of the Elwood canal underneath Gardenvale station) for children
attending Elsternwick primary school and provide space for active and passive recreation.
Such a park would also provide a buffer between the new multi story developments and the existing, low
rise housing on the other side of the railway line, which is in many places subject to heritage or
neighbourhood character overlays. A cycling link along this section of the highway, heading south, would
be of great benefit as there is currently no safe cycling option for this section of the highway. A linear
park along the railway line also would provide easier access to the existing pedestrian overpass across the
rail line linking the streets on the east and west sides of the line and would encourage linkage between
these parts of the suburb.
The concept plan currently seems to suggest that the public open space would be located between new
multi storey developments, but this has potential to discourage use by other residents and to contribute
to a wind tunnel effect between the new multi storey buildings.
The transformation plan does not seem to address the issue of impact on the local road network of the
thousand or so additional residents proposed to be accommodated in the Nepean car yards urban
renewal area. As the Council is well aware, there are already significant issues with congestion and car
parking in St James Parade, Denver Crescent, Clonard Street, Nagle Avenue etc with traffic jams already a
common occurrence. St James parade is often used as a cut through to and from Glenhuntly Rd and the
Nepean highway. Large numbers of new residents would place additional pressure on this local road
network that is already experiencing significant problems. This increase in traffic will also reduce the
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walkability of our suburb. Work will need to be done to address potential traffic flow issues before new
developments begin.
Do not agree with Alexandra and Oak Avenue not having protection from heritage character overlay.
The houses in our street are from 1880s and 1920s. Why should the west of the railway be sacrificed and
high rise development for the east. If you need to add more housing, do it in a better way. High rise
building will ruin the area. With increased residents on our street there will need more parking space,
even though you’ll say they will use the trains, everyone has a car nowadays. And you will potentially
want to open up oak avenue which took a long time and money to be closed. We I want it opened up
again.
The proposed plaza over the railway line would be better being south of Glenhuntly Rd (rather than
north) due to the existing lowered station and higher surrounding apartment buildings here. It seems
poorly considered and will impact the single storey residences both sides of the railway line.
Improving public spaces with a focus on community well being is a fabulous principle. Embracing historic
character, safety and a village feel will support residents both old and new. Your draft plans are sadly
lacking in respect for current residents of the “western buffer zone”.
The established & heritage homes built circa 1880 – 1920’s in Alexandra Avenue, Oak Avenue &
Sherbrooke Ave have residents with fabulous connections. Many of my neighbours & friends have lived
here for 30 to 47 years. Four younger couples have recently moved in and those who’ve left the
neighbourhood have done so with regret & wish to return!
We have lived here for 23 yrs & expect council to support and maintain quality standards respectful of
current residents, most of whom have spent their life savings & more in purchasing and maintaining their
established homes.
Please review your plans ensuring you have taken the age of dwellings and our community village in this
area into consideration.
Our “west side” is not a buffer zone, it actually represents the true village character of Elsternwick!
Overall the concepts appear sound. However I make a very important point which must be
reconsidered.
It is vital not to remove parking from the western end. For retail, hospitality and cultural precincts to
prosper there must be ease of parking. Not everyone can walk distances or cycle. There are many
residents and visitors now (and in more in the future) who need parking close to these areas. To simply
remove and expect the significant ageing and disabled population in COGE to walk distances to services
and facilities etc is not acceptable. If council is serious about maintaining a vibrant retail precinct then do
not underestimate how important the parking is to its future. Remember vibrant spaces are only that if
they have people using them!
Toilet facilities need to also be planned in the considered in the planning so visitors to precincts can stay
longer using the vibrant public spaces.
It is critical in future that for each and every development of any type that no exemptions are given for
parking. If these are given then additional pressure is put on the limited parking that is available.
I DO NOT AGREE
TO YOUR CHANGES
IN THE ELSTERNWICK
AREAI
I don’t agree with them. I live in Oak ave in a home that was built in the 1880’s. It has been well kept and
a home that is unique and special to my family and history of the area . The whole street and surrounding
Alexandra ave has many similar homes .
Terrible.
Tou are going to make it congested. Bad idea. Leave it the way it is.
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Where we are there is a situation that a property is clearly located within easy access to all facilities eg
the upper end of southern part of Orrong and it is within proximity of ultra high density development for
which permits have either been issued eg 45 Orrong and the church or are in planning eg the multi-level
storey carpark that Council is proposing. Council itself recognizes the need for development within this
area. We strongly believe that the policy of heritage/character housing of the property is inappropriate
and needs to be revised. To have a property which will be within 10-20 meters of 4 x high storey
developments and on the same road, and within 100 meters of major road and then to limit options for
the owners is unreasonable. The same policy cannot be applied to such a property as it can to a property
nestled in the middle of the overwhelmingly heritage St George and Alison Rd precinct. Given the
diverse type of housing already within our location , this location is not suitable for heritage restrictions.
Given the development already in the pipeline as well as Council’s plans for this area, we strongly believe
that our location should not have the heritage restrictions.
Furthermore, our house , which is a timber house , and such houses are getting exponentially more
expensive to maintain and upkeep then the brick type. Therefore by not allowing the owner the right to
re-grade the house, they’re becoming an unreasonable financial burden to the owner , while benefitting
no one.
Given all of the above points, it is unfair for council to restrict us in what we are able to do with our
property and our land, however while around us high density is being allowed and more so encouraged .
Council’s plans of high development in the Stanley st/Orrong Rd carpark , and directing more traffic
towards Orrong Rd ( by closing Carre st) prove this point.
IT would be more beneficial for future of Elsternwick to encourage development within close proximity
to shops/transport and already diverse building areas, while encouraging heritage/character within areas
where such character housing is consistent ( Elsternwick has many such areas such as Elizabeth st,
Downshire rd, Shoobra rd, Allison Rd, Edward st, to name a few). For these areas it would make sense
as it would be unlikely that they would be one day opposite a 4 storey apartment block or a multi-storey
car park.
Concept looks fine
I oppose any re-zone of Elsternwick streets from the current 2 or 4 stories to the proposed 12 storey
height limit. It is completely inappropriate for any part of Elsternwick and the surrounding suburbs and
communities.
The proposed rezone to 12 storeys is in an area of historic significance with many original Victorian
houses (some dating back to 1880) and original art deco and 18lanning18ed bungalows. Why are these
streets not being afforded the same protection as you are providing in the other parts of Elsternwick?
In my street, 50% of houses are original Victorian houses built in 1880 – and we have been advised by
council they will allow developers to knock these down if the rezone comes in.
This plan will create a high rise ghetto on the fringe of Elsternwick – and completely devalue the entire
suburb. I’m disgusted that you are planning to let greedy developers knock down these homes of historic
significance.
Houses that do remain will be completely overshadowed. The suburb will be dark and cold like the
docklands, southbank and south yarra.
There will be significant implications to traffic in Elsternwick – with roads such as College Street and St
James parade the main routes to the Elsternwick shops and station. These streets are already
overcrowed and given there are schools on these roads poses a safety risk.
There is absolutely no need for this type of development – the Melbourne city fridge already has an
oversupply of apartments and many more in progress. The under supply of housing is in family housing –
houses and townhouses – NOT apartments.
The area you are 18lanning18 is a tight knit community. Many of these residents have been here 20 to 40
years with houses passed down generation to generation. They love their properties and have
maintained them to a very high standard.
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as an ideal location for increased development intensity given: ‘The existing neighborhood character is
mixed’, ‘the building stock is aged’, ‘ideal for redevelopment’. The concepts are flawed in that the homes
in Alexandra Ave, Oak Avenue and surrounds are predominately period homes, Victorian and Edwardian
homes, side by side in a continuous harmony. On the West side of Alexandra avenue, there are 14
properties, 13 of these are heritage. Half of the homes in Oak Avenue, one entire side, are Victorian
homes from the 1870’s and 1880’s. The current lack of a heritage overlay does not negate their historic
importance as the earliest area of Elsternwick to have been settled. The residences in this pocket are of
similar streetscape quality to many streets already protected by heritage or character overlay elsewhere
in Elsternwick. The transformation to 6-12 storey (on the West side) and 3-4 storey on the East and
North east aspect would totally ruin the streetscape.
I find your terminology confusing. What is the difference between ‘transformation concepts’ and ‘building
transition plans’ ? In general, I ask myself why would you want to destroy beautiful Victorian and Turn of
the Century homes in a small friendly neighbourhood? No amount of mealy-mouthed language will
change that fact. Once these new height limits are applicable it will just take one owner to sell out then all
others will have to follow. Who wants to be surrounded by apartment blocks? Shame on you!
There has been NO consultation about the re-zone with residents impacted by the 12-storey rezone.
Why are we hearing about this 3 days before the deadline (and from other residents)
Leave it alone
More trees
Just looks like words/typing
Fix basics and let area develop itself
Offensive that such big plans were not given or notified to residents directly affected. It’s online but the
residents affected weren’t notified. How do they expect feedback if no one knows til a few days before
feedback closes.
Transformation of the houses of Oak and Alexandra Avenue from residential and urban redevelopment
zone is unacceptable. These homes built in 1880’s should be included in historical overlay. There is
insufficient infrastructure for the 2000 proposed new residences to attend schools, primary school,
kindergartens in Elsternwick.
I live in Sherbrook Avenue Elsternwick and am absolutely opposed to removal of the single dwelling
covenant.
I will oppose any re-zoning to garden apartments.
The concepts outlined is easy to understand.
Our main concerns revolve around the heavy emphasis of the Entertainment and Cultural Precinct and
Retail Precinct placed close to the Station Precinct, which will significantly increase road traffic
congestion, particularly on weekends. In addition, the Employment and Diverse Housing currently
planned on Stanley Street should be swapped/ switched with the Additional Parking planned for the
corner of Stanley Street and Orrong Road – this will create additional parking around the high activity
areas close to Elsternwick Station and hopefully will move traffic away from this precinct and more
towards the Orrong Road end of Stanley Street.
Regarding the Urban Renewal precinct the proposed transformation concepts have the potential to
privilege a very disjointed interface between 3 to 4 storeys ‘garden’ type apartments overshadowed by up
to 12 storeys of towers on podiums which may be mixed use.
It is impossible to understand what appropriate transition means including the trade off between height,
open space and services. The transition from neighbourhood residential to Urban Renewal infers that the
existing housing stock is of insufficient quality to be retained.
The concepts lack detail – they are concepts not plans, that is understood. However, this will lead
residents to be suspicious about what are the underlying motivations for changes. To that end any
proposed improvements would need to be well detailed BEFORE there was ANY change to services such
as the library and kindergarten site. Without details from Woolworths, Council cannot plan sensibly.
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I object to the Stanley street development up to 8 stories. The car park is much needed. It is too close to
another recent development, and another one about to go up next door on Riddell Parade. It will affect
existing dwellings, cast shadows etc. No consideration seems to be given to traffic increase and those car
parks are needed much more than office dwellings (plenty of empty shops along glen huntly rd).
* I am concerned with the proposal to build a multi-story car park on the cnr of Stanley St and Orrong
Rd. I have monitored activity at the site and found that the current single level car park is never full to
capacity, so building a multi-story car park is totally unnecessary and waste of ratepayers money.
Additional parking near the Station would make more sense.
An 21lanning21ed21d multi storey carpark will attract vagrants, crime activities and become a hotspot for
car theft and graffiti crime
A multi storey carpark within a heritage overlay is totally in contrast to the neighboring character
streetscape and surrounding properties which are exclusively single dwelling character homes and also
not in keeping with the intent of zoning heritage overlay and surrounding neighborhood character zone. It
will be be an eyesore and deteriorate visual amenity of the local streetscape.
* I am concerned closing Carre St to traffic will place further traffic pressure on Orrong Rd. At present,
the intersections between Orrong Rd and Stanley St and Glenhuntly Rd are already heavily congested
during peak times
See below.
The concept for a strategic site on either side of Selwyn Street is misguided, as it will provide too much
pressure on parking and road traffic, which is already problematic in the area. More cafes, restaurants and
night life will also potentially increase pedestrian traffic for more hours of the day, with resulting loss of
amenity.
Council needs to consider where these people will come from, where they will park, and how they will
travel to and from the proposed precinct.
My home is right next to the Nepean Highway Car yard precinct abutting the rear lane with a
maximum of 3 metres in between our property and the carwash boundary. I am concerned about the
transformation of this area into Urban development - due to the fact that it will create a huge loss of
amenity with loss of light, extra traffic, noise from 2000 or more people living so close to us, feeling
closed in from all aspects of my home, the logistics - how will the buildings be serviced, rubbish removal.
Loss of greenery and bird life in the area. At present there are many mature native tress in this
neighbourhood which attract parrots, Currawongs, Wattle birds etc.
More often than not – developers will say they will use quality materials, provide setbacks, green spaces
but once the permits are in place – they can easily cut corners.
Do we really want Elsternwick to become botched up like Bentleigh/Carnegie.
The Nepean Highway car yard precinct should include a significant amount of public open space to
address the current shortage within the local area.
Major consideration needs to be taken in regards to traffic management. The constant traffic flow from
the car yards through St James Parade & Denver Crescent is overloaded and the use of existing roads
with any new development would be unworkable.
I am very disappointed that there was no consultation with local residents concerning the proposed
changes in rezoning. We are directly impacted and find the proposed intensive living concept with little
open space allowance (do realise that a green space is included on top of buildings), but this is of little
consequence to those living locally and being able to enjoy this space. I believe a 12 storey complex in
this small area is not sustainable both to the current residents and those moving in to the area as it would
cause excessive traffic movement that the area could not cope with and loss of the strong community
lifestyle that presently exists in this small area.
The concepts include a potential move of the Stanley St car park to the corner where Orrong Road is.
The current location of the Stanley St car park is in a more central location to retail areas, transport and
the entertainment area in Gordon St. Moving the car park to Orrong Road will result in an inconvenience
to the majority of patrons wanting to visit these areas. Additionally, the corner of Orrong Road and
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Stanley St is already a high traffic area due to the intersection with Glenhuntly Road and the continuation
of Orrong Road which provides access in and out of Elsternwick. Creating a new car park in this area is
likely to result in further congestion and cause roadblocks in the area.
The existing condition plan was fine and the only changes that were required was to address the lack of
definition on heights for Mixed use, Commercial 1 & 2 zones. Neighbourhood Residential Zone should
not have been changed.
No reason has been given for the significant amount of high density housing that is proposed nor a
timeline for the increase in population that it will bring.
Improve Railway Station Precinct –would be better if a plaza was developed south of Glenhuntly Road
and linked into the newly developed park area to Glenhuntly Road. This would still have close proximity
to the proposed cultural and entertainment precinct. There are also more options for developing
additional parking to service the station/commuters/residents and shoppers than at the proposed site.
Safe cycling link – Nice idea but where does it go? What does it connect to in respect of other cycling
infrastructure?
Transport and Parking – I think there are lots of problems with what is proposed. Firstly, all parking
seems to be concentrated within one area which is not convenient for shoppers given the length of the
retail precinct in Elsternwick. The locations will create significant traffic congestion given the proposed
Coles development site and the proposal to build on the council owned parking site on cnr Orrong and
Stanley. Parking appears to be being lost behind the shops between Staniland and Orrong and
replacement by housing/offices. The proposed cultural and entertainment precinct does not identify any
proposed parking. Parking is already very difficult around Glenhuntly Road and surrounding streets both
at night and during the day with residents regularly inconvenienced by commuters, traders and employees
of local businesses parking in local streets. If Council is intent on encouraging employment opportunities
along Glenhuntly Road then it is essential that adequate parking is provided on-site in these multi-story
buildings proposed both for employees and for residents. Being close to a train station does not
guarantee reduced need for parking spaces as is already obvious due to commuters and traders/local
employees. Not addressing adequate parking provision is a sure fire way to lose faith with the local
residents. And if shoppers/business patrons cannot find suitable free parking close to Glenhuntly road,
then businesses will suffer, running the risk of failing to achieve the ‘economy’ objectives. The notion of
public parking on privately-owned strategic sites sounds very much like the introduction of paid parking.
This is not supported. As local residents we are totally opposed to the idea of paying for parking at our
local shopping strip!
New Plaza along Staniland Grove and Carre Street – Can’t see the logic in this idea. Residents of these
streets would be very inconvenienced and why would pedestrians want to walk there, particularly Carre
Street? Carre street doesn’t go anywhere. It would block access to the lanes behind the shops which
are accessed from Carre Street and it would further reduce 22lanning22ed parking. And if there is no
parking in Staniland Street, families would find visiting the proposed park less attractive due to lack of
parking. It would also create parking difficulties for parents dropping off and picking up children attending
St Joseph’s school. Now parents can park, pick up their kids, go to the library and do any shopping,
because everything is within short walking distance. Keeping the library where it is is much more central
than the suggestion of moving it to Selwyn street which is further away from the main shopping area.
Employment and Diverse Housing – Not supportive of the idea of 8 storeys – too high with likelihood of
overshadowing of public spaces, particularly if buildings of this type are built on both sides of Glenhuntly
road. Reduces sun and destroys the ambiance of the shopping centre.
Urban Renewal Precinct – It seems to be assumed that there is no heritage value in this area which is not
correct. Council should take a detailed look at houses in this area because there are numerous which
are just as worthy of preservation as those in the designated heritage overlay areas. The idea of
additional open space here is important, particularly if in the long run, the proposal to turn the current
library precinct into a park does not proceed.
Entertainment and Culture Precinct – Is it feasible to have a busy Woolworths supermarket in an area
that is proposed for entertainment and culture? Putting the library here is also not sensible because it
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would not be central enough. Making this a pedestrian focused area is also problematic because this area
generates very little pedestrian activity. It attracts buses and cars. The suggested uses for this area are
not well explained so it is hard to know if they have merit. A community hub/facilities should be more
central – ie where the people tend to be. By creating this focus in Selwyn street, it is too close to the
residential area and very likely to create parking problems (no suggestion on the plan that parking would
be provided).
Creating New Green Spaces- given that Glen Eira has so little green space, this plan does not achieve
much of an improvement. It is also not clear what is meant by a ‘linear park’ connecting Rippon Lea
Estate, Elsternwick station and the urban renewal precinct. It doesn’t sound very substantial as a public
space. Council should do everything within it’s power to ensure that when the Gordon Street ABC site is
carved up for development, that a significant amount of it is devoted to public open space/parkland.
I’m a resident of the west end of Sinclair St (#4) for 13 years and I love the community, vibrant restaurant
and shopping precinct, and the transport options. The rail plaza incorporating Bang Bang and the park has
been a revelation and a perfect example of appropriate development.
I think the general plan to activate Selwyn St as a community entertainment zone given the low residential
aspect is reasonable, given the future plans for Woolworths and assuming the aspects relating to parking
and traffic are addressed appropriately.
I’m concerned about the proposed plaza over the railway lines along Gordon st due to the practicalities.
It would be impossible for it to remain at street level given the train track level and height of the street.
To achieve this it would need to be raised substantially, assuming the rail couldn’t be lowered, and miss
the intent of creating an accessible ground level plaza for the cinema and restaurant goers. It would also
create privacy issues for the residents along Gordon St and Rippon Grove. A more appropriate plan
would be to create the plaza at the southern side of the rail station accessible from Stanely St across
from the existing plaza. This would provide the greatly needed second entry to the rail. It could also
provide parking above the rail accessible through the existing rail carpark on Horne St and via Stanley. All
of the buildings along this stretch of rail have their backs to the train lines and are elevated, reducing the
impact to residents. The height of the ground at the Stanley St end lends itself to a plaza arrangement
without affecting the rail height, significantly reducing the costs to develop and impact to residents.
Please do not get rid of the Library carpark in Staniland Grove. This is an incredibly useful central carpark
and is very well 23lanning as it is usually almost full most of the time. It would not be good to have
multistorey car parks as they are not nearly as safe as the current open ones. The plan seems to move
most of the parking to the south side, not so useful if you live on the north side. There seems to be no
parking anywhere near the proposed community hub. There should continue to be parking on both sides
of Glenhuntly Rd.
Please do not zone for 8 storeyoffice/apartments and multistorey car parks this is not in keeping with the
second Objective of celebrating the historic character and village feel of the Glenhuntly Rd retail strip.
The current Elsternwick station area is a hub for undesirable teenagers and others to loiter and smoke
drugs and even steal cars. Why do we want to make this undesirable area even bigger by creating a plaza
on the other side of the road?
Finally I am opposed to selling very useful and strategically placed Council assets (which belong to all of
us) to developers and then paying rent for evermore to provide the same services those assets provided
for the community (like parking).
The proposed concepts label much of the transformation area in Elsternwick as Commercial/Mixed
despite there being many heritage-esque period houses. This goes against the redevelopment vision of
“embracing [Elsternwick’s]
historic character and strong cultural and village feel”.
Our family is strongly against the concepts and will be willing to object formally, if required. We have had
extensive discussions with a broad collection of friends and neighbours in our street, and those
surrounding, with the overwhelming consensus that people do not want this under any circumstances.
I oppose high rise apartment blocks and increasing the building height limits to 5 or more stories
No to a multi storey diverse housing development on current car park and kinder site (on Orrong Rd
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behind shops)
Cannot have additional traffic and congestion around intersection of Orrong Rd to Glen Huntly Rd near
Coles. Already far too busy
Coles trucks should be diverted to drive along major roads (Glen Huntly Rd or Glen Eira, not King St).
Huge semi trailer trucks going past two schools (St Joseph’s and Jewish school) which is unsafe
More parking options for these schools, not less (which will be the case should the car park behind the
Glen Huntly Rd shops be developed into apartments/ diverse housing)
Agree heritage homes must be protected- agree with height restrictions of up to two storeys introduced
for key parts of Elsternwick residential streets
Agree with idea around open space / no car zone around Holocaust museum
I believe the proposed renewal development is a massive over development of the site. It will create
overshadowing of surrounding properties and place an incredible strain on surrounding streets . I live in
one of those streets and am one of the few people to have off street parking. Currently it is extremely
difficult to traverse my street in peak hour and the area at the front of my house is a no standing to ease
congestion. Suitable open space is not provided in plans.
I keep seeing the words “open spaces”. Can you highlight where these open spaces will be. We have just
moved into Oak ave and have just found the concept plans which could potentially have a 12 storey
apartment/office block (really!!??) block the sunlight of our 1880 built beautiful Victorian home.
I am disappointed that I have heard about them so late in the 24lanning stage and have made a formal
complaint about this.
Having read all the documents now, I find them wordy, flowery and they have no continuity in headings.
The website is even harder to navigate. I had to be guided to get to this page. Is this part pf the plan to
foil us before we can get involved?
I think your Objectives are hypocritical. Your embellished wording such as ‘enhance’, ‘celebrate’,
‘support’, ‘encourage’ are shallow. Your statistics show we are an intelligent bunch here in Elsternwick
and for some stupid reason you think this flowery proposal will suck us all in. Judging by this plan, there is
the academic worthy residents on one side and then there’s us, those who live west of the train line.
Discrimination comes to mind.
We need open space and jobs !!! Elsternwick is already pulling its weight in providing apartments, but
where are the local jobs and parks. I spend 45 mins each way travelling by train to the city each day, and
would much rather work locally and spend this time with my family.
My friend lives in Highett, works in an office in Bay Road 10 mins walk from her home. Saves travel time
and cost, has breakfast in Highett shopping centre before work. Way better off than me, less stressed
and sees her children.
We need offices along the Nepean Hwy. Glen Eira has no office parks and hardly any offices in its
shopping centres. No developer will build offices when they can sell apartments to overseas investors
looking for somewhere to park the money. I’m sure all those workers driving along the Nepean Hwy, or
filling up the train before Elsternwick, each morning would easily fill up any office space.
Where are the parks in Elsternwick! Gardenvale Park and Hopetoun are pretty, but not usable for
anything mildly active. We need a park along the railway line with a bike path, playground, basketball /
tennis court etc. No wonder kids are on computers all the time, there’s are no local parks where they
can do anything.
Put a big park along the railway line, behind offices to block out the traffic noise.
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Come on Council, we can do better than high rise apartments. Look after your residents, we don’t have
even have the basics i.e. office jobs and parks.

TELL US WHAT YOU THINK OF THE BUILDING TRANSITION
PLANS
Seems like a good balance between the demand for more residences ( apartments ) and keeping the
character of the suburb. Looking at European cities the 2-4 level at the shopping mall type arrangement is
a good middle ground with the odd larger building
I have significnat concerns with the building transition plans, particularly how they relate to traffic and
parking. I am a resident in the proposed Urban Renewal Precint and fear that these proposed plans will
be exploited by developers to the significant detriment of current residents in the Urban Renewal
Precenct and the broader Elsternwick community. It hink much greater consideration needs to be given
to the height proposals as 8-12 stories is way too high. I was recently an objector to a proposed 9 storey
development in the precinct which rightlyfully was knocked back by Glen Eira council due to the
developer exploiting well beyond what was reasonable for the site and the impact on existing residents.
GOOD- tallest buildings located in "urban renewal" area near the highway, which is lower ground than
part of Elsternwick north-east of the railway line. Hence they won't appear as tall.
GOOD - large parts of Elsternwick will remain at 1-2 storeys, and much of its heritage appeal is
protected.
GOOD - the preferred building types have lots of garden / tree requirements.
CONCERN - the interface between building types is not ideal - eg. Heritage/Character Shop Tops (3-4
storeys) and Strategic Sites (mixed use) (5-8 storeys) are placed directly against Heritage Character (1-2
storeys).
BAD - buildings above 4 storeys are allowed.
I am a big supporter of development and allowing small scale development 3-4 storey in streets such as
Stanley or along Riddell Parade. Stanley already has a mix of development and it's location is perfect for
development of low rise development. I object to any heritage overlays or restrictions on heights.
Regarding the focus on OPEN SPACE have seen the Staniland Grove (Elsternwick carpark) is ear marked
for open space. A big yes - we need green space in that area, as currently insufficient and it currently
looks like a concrete jungle. Yes to green space.
Not supportive of the plans to increase the height restrictions for Ross Street. This is a quiet street culde-sac street with a number of character townhouses. The current height limits are already too high.
They make sense especially as if nothing is done developers will have open slather.
The main shopping strip needs an uplift to improve the visual aspect, promote quality urban design and
attract quality establishments. The old and bulky shop awnings on Glen Huntly Road are very
unattractive. As the profile of shops is constantly changing to higher end, better quality establishments so
should the shopfronts.
Good proposals and all make sense. Perhaps highlight demographic need for more downsized
accommodation in local area (including more 2.5/3 bedroom).
Also value of community gardens for community benefit and to give an potion to people who can no
longer have their own garden.
A little more emphasis on housing diversity and ensuring diversity of age, incomes etc would be god.
the need for a community hub is high as we don't have one - our library is dated and I would like to see a
similar model as that at Braybrook in Elsternwick.
Overall I think the building transition plans are heading in the right direction. My only concern is with the
situation where residential properties abut or a near to commercial ore 'strategic' sites surrounding
Glenhuntly Road. Whilst I understand the need to provide dedicated and improved parking spaces, I
think this has to be done sensitively and with respect to the residents and their amenity.
I only have two main comments really:
1. Side by side townhouses
In the draft plans it is stated that in the initial consultations people were wanting to reduce the number of
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crossovers per site, retain existing street parking, maintain/retain front gardens, developments that
respect the Neighbourhood Character and limit the presence of garage doors in the facades of new
developments. However, the concept of side-by-side townhouses is then suggested as a preferred
development style despite being contrary to all these intents.
Furthermore, side-by-side townhouses are really not consistent with any type of existing development in
the area, particularly when accompanied by garaging accessed from the street as shown in the example.
Nearly every other municipality in a similar ring around the city have moved to discourage side-by-side
development wherever possible for all these reasons and I think Glen Eira should do the same.
2. The listing of heights
I suggest that instead of listing heights as say '3-4 storeys' etc, it may be better to list them as 'a maximum
of 5 with an average of 3'. This will encourage designers and developers to provide more vertical
articulation into their designs and create a terracing effect. It will give them a little extra height in parts in
trade off for lower heights in others. This will be particularly beneficial around heritage buildings or
between different zones where transitions from different heights are required.
I think the building transitions are generally appropriate and reasonable.
I would have no concerns if the "heritage/character shop top" category, that applies along Glen Huntly
Rd, was revised to allow up to 5-storeys, with appropriate setbacks from the frontage.
I support the area along Glen Huntly Rd, to the west of the train station/Riddell Pde/Rippon Gve being
categorised to allow development up to 6-8 storeys (or 8-12 with community benefit).
I support the potential future redevelopment of the Stanley St car parks - provided the developments
provide a significant net community benefit (such as additional public parking and social/community
housing).
Any urban renewal developments need to be at the Nepean highway.
It cannot be near the heritage homes.
Anything that is built in middle Elsternwick should not be higher than 4 stories.
I've lived in the area for 20 years and have seen the increase of population. My attraction to the suburb
was its proximity to the city, beach, parks, shopping, points of interest and transport infrastructure.
Elsternwick obviously has a very diverse culture with an important culture precinct which needs to be
treasured. I think these area's need to be respected. I love the ideas of the new retail precincts and
cultural areas of improvement. The time has come to improve on these area's and make them
functionable relieving the Coles shopping area.
Poorly thought through. Urban renewal development in the area is foreign and fundamentally out of
character. Building up to 12 story towers is on the Nepean highway car yard sales areas is wrong and
should be off the agenda. Nowhere in our area do we have a continuous array of such destructive
elements.
money should only be spent on creating green space, for all
Focusing on the Nepean Highway Car Yard area: While fully expecting that inevitably the car yards site
would developed into some form of multi unit development, am concerned proposals for 8 -12 story
structures as outlined in the Transitions plan will potentially result in a canyon-like wall along the Nepean
Highway and an overbearing, overshadowing and overlooking series of structures to residents in the
immediate vicinity, regardless of the railway line 'gap'.
While not automatically opposed to Urban Renewal development, I would like more definition of what
that entails. Multiple instances throughout Melbourne have demonstrated that developer led schemes,
with a focus on unfettered maximum short term profitability will care little for either aesthetics or
neighbourhood amenity.
Therefore, the lack of scaled or transitioned zoning between the proposed Urban Renewal Development
and the directly abutting residential zone (purchased by most in the area as a single dwelling covenant
protected area) causes real concern.
An eclectic mix of Urban renewal, Terrace town house and garden apartment with significant open space
as part of the plan may be more likely to both provide increased housing and amenity.
I note there is a rough indication of open space within the Plan. Suggest this should be significant, due to
Glen Eira's (broadly) and Elsternwick's (specifically) lowish ranking of open space per person. Perhaps the
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I would recommend using the space available for parkland to relieve our busy community, as well as the
potential for parking areas and simple shopfronts.
Regards,

I have concerns about the strategic sites as they are too high and out of character with the surrounding
buildings and feel of the local area. Large developments will leave smaller properties without sunlight,
privacy and surrounded by concrete.
The strategic sites (particularly that on Selwyn and Sinclair streets) doesn't appear to be acknowledge the
effect of higher commercial developments on neighbouring residential property in terms of light,
overlooking, safety, set back distances, noise and access / parking for neighbouring residential properties.
Community benefit is important, however this also needs to encompass the fair and reasonable needs of
residents.
The proposed heights are too high and out of character with the surrounding buildings and feel of the
local area. There is no mention of reasonable distances to neighbouring properties which will enable
developers to build right up to fence-lines leaving neighbours without sunlight, privacy and surrounded by
concrete.
Whilst development is welcomed, high-rises typically detract from the surrounding area and would make
a great suburb overcrowded, less safe, less valuable and without character.
Development proposals must exceed current guidelines for space, overlooking, sunlight, greenery, traffic,
noise and safety. Otherwise they will worsen rather than improve the neighbourhood.
6 to 8 storeys of the strategic sites and 8-12 of the urban renewal development is too high and
unacceptable. It will block the view of residential properties around them, and also have a negative impact
on the financial valuation of their property as well as their quality of life as the sunlight will be blocked
The term "affordable housing" shouldn't be used to mask "subsidised housing"
The building transition plans are not consistent with the cultural heritage of Elsternwick. A new 6-8
storey building that removes public parking will only serve to increase road traffic and cluster areas along
Riddell Pararde and Stanley Street. Another high rise building in this space will significantly reduce the
value of properties in the vacinity, particularly for those in the apartment block that face east over the car
park. Natural lighting will also be severely reduced. Members of surrounding housing establishments
should be compensated for the lost value in the property, especially given when those properties were
purchased next to a council owned carpark there was no indication that a new high-rise would be
established.
Councils key words Vision: (Elsternwick will be a safe, accessible and liveable centre that embraces its
historic character and strong cultural and village feel. )
By allowing to erect 6-12 storey apartments how is that embracing its historic character. Has any of
council town planners walked thru oak avenue and alexandra street to see for themselves the heritage
homes and cottage houses built in the 1880's
I bet you haven't. You should it will alter your proposed plans. We are dealing with people and their safe
havens for their families why do you want to take it away, all for growing council revenue is all about that
only.
Council (HOUSING Maintain Elsternwick’s pristine heritage and character residential areas.) Were in any
of these plans are you supporting the heritage and character residential. How would it be liveable by
walking out my home and facing a monster 12 storey apartment overlooking my back yard. We is my
privacy and safe wellbeing come into this equation. Not to mention the impact of traffic and parking it will
have on our streets, were are limited in car spaces currently.
The transition plans are not explicit. As it stands your concept plan has an asterix hovering over my
house with the statement "Appropriate transition to be managed within this site" Although I appreciate
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that this applies to your new proposed Urban Renewal Development Zone, it is unclear how you
propose to manage this transition. Your key outcomes appear to have devalued the historical significance
of the residental properties between the railway line and Nepean highway. No single house is of
appropriate size for dual occupancy. It is unclear how the amenity of long term ratepayers can be
maintained if they choose to remain in their homes.
I think the building transition plans are predominately okay. But the plans do not cover heritage type
houses out of heritage listed areas. These houses still need protection from multistorey buildings being
built next door. There needs to be building height transitions around these houses, starting lower next
door (2 stories maximum) then increasing in height gradually as you move further away. Even in the urban
renewal precinct.
I am disappointed that our council believes they have the right to make decisions that impose direct
impacts to residents with direct and proper consultation.
We believe that the proposed height for buildings incorporating public benefit, of 8 to 12 stories, in the
urban renewal areas is too high. It is very out of character with the rest of the suburb and the Council
risks creating pockets of relative disadvantage in the area by allowing overdevelopment in quite specific
areas. It would also reduce the amenity of Elsternwick to existing residents. This would be a very poor
outcome from a forward looking strategic planning process. We support a diversification of housing types
and commercial uses, but believe a maximum of four to six stories is adequate. If buildings taller than six
stories are to be allowed, these should be built to a high quality standard that ensures that the
apartments and offices are sound proof, and should be located immediately adjacent to major roads, in
order to provide a visual and sound buffer to residents located in areas behind them, and in the case of
the urban renewal area, for users of new parklands.
New developments should offer a range of housing options, including large apartments suitable for
families (which may be more attractive when located next to a park), affordable housing, and housing
suitable for older people looking to down size and stay in their local area. New developments should not
create areas of disadvantage through poor planning, design and execution.
To allow multi storey buildings, and particularly buildings of over six stories, immediately adjacent to the
railway line, would create very significant issues of overshadowing (particularly of the western sun in
winter months) and overlooking for residents who live on the east side of the railway line. Many of these
houses have been renovated in the last decade so that the main living areas and large windows face west,
towards the proposed new multi storey development area. Again, creating a linear park next to the
railway line and reducing the height limit of new developments would help to mitigate the negative impact
on residents of these areas.
How on earth is allowing 6-12 story buildings preserving the village feel and character. It will damage our
streets. When 1 person decides to sell, investors will probably try to buy out the neighbours and then
will put up a huge high rise building, increasing the residents in an already dense street. Others will then
want to move out and the whole street will be high rise, destroying the village feel.
The urban renewal development area should be restricted more to immediately adjacent main roads and
the railway line. Particularly north of Glenhuntly Rd this will have a negative impact on the predominantly
single storey residences.
Please do not introduce more high rise apartments. 10-12 stories as suggested for the west side of the
railway line will create the opposite of Melbourne as the most liveable city. Nepean Hwy is a wind tunnel;
tall buildings will devalue and overshadow/intrude upon the Victorian cottages and buildings which you
have missed in the survey of Victorian heritage overlay!
High rise is the antithesis of Glen Eira village feel!
I recommend you plan for 'Green buildings', max height 2-3 stories along Nepean Highway with a wide
buffer(yes park or gardens) of trees which would improve air quality and the "Green Character"of
Elsternwick and Melbourne. Perhaps even include a bike path and play ground to support new young
families.
In my work I visit numerous apartment blocks throughout the Inner South Region. Sadly poor design &
maintenance of large residential conglomerates creates urban slum which is not conducive to improved
amenity & residents general well being. PS we already have enough shops - although they frequently
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distinctly village community feel. Evidence of this can be found in the low turnover of stock in this area,
we know our neighbors in the surrounding streets through Christmas BBQ's and due to the stability of
ownership. These plans list as preferred building types, 3-4 and 6-12 storey development. This
development plan would create wind tunnels, shade issues, visitor parking issues, crowding (~180 storey
level apartments in 2 streets alone). There is virtually no provision for green spaces, bike paths, walkways,
in the plans as drawn. To be blunt it looks to me like the rest of Elsternwick has been preserved with
overlays and the wedge of land designated for intensive development has been targeted to fulfil the
pressure from the State Government's Plan Melbourne 2017-2020 strategy; we, my neighbors and I, are
to have our living environment decimated to fulfil this need for intensive living. It goes against many of the
statements that my Councillors have stood for over the past years.
I find phrases like 'minimises adverse impacts to low-scale surrounding areas' insulting and indicative of a
discriminatory attitude. It minimises impact on one area but maximises impact on another area. What is
important is not whether a railway line exists, or a highway exists but what impact is this going to have on
decent hard working families.
Why has this been positioned as the 'future of the Elsternwick shopping strip' when it is really a re-zone
of residential streets to allow for high rises
Just keep it clean
How will 6-12 storeys retain the Elsternwick historic character and village feel?
Alexandra and Oak Avenue residents are a close knit community and putting multi-storey building in will
ruin this feeling.
not enough consultation to directly impacted residents that are identified to be reaoned. First letter and
the library info session all coined as 'help us plan for the future of Elsternwick shopping strip'. This is a
disingenuous approach to consultation at best.
The planned strategic site (mixed use) located on the corner of Riddell Parade and Stanley Street will
unnecessarily increase traffic and congestion - leaving this area car park (as it is currently or redevelop to
a multi-storey car park will aid the congestion problems.
Regarding the urban Renewal precinct the proposed concepts fundamentally contradict your quality
design guidelines which seek to avoid oversized buildings that unreasonably impact neighbours, desire for
green and landscaped areas and traffic management that will appear to turn neighbourhood and
community streets into back door laneways for substantial development. The overshadowing from the
proposed tower development will impact the amenity of the proposed garden apartments. The
illustration used to demonstrate the concept is a particularly poor example of the type of quality
described by the Design Principles.
The plan is reasonable and years behind when it was needed.
We object to the new zoning of the block of land between Horne St and the railway line that includes
Sherbrooke Ave and extends up to Oak Ave at the Nepean Hwy. This block of land is currently zoned
Neighborhood residential zone 2 and contains original housing from the 1920s with heritage overlays only
allowing one dwelling per block. In fact, Sherbrooke Ave housing is all designed by one architect and
every house on the street has been immaculately maintained keeping its original features. The draft
concept plan rezones this area as "garden apartment" with a desired housing height of 3-4 floors. This
rezoning is completely out of character of the area and would significantly impact the young families that
currently populate this area. I can't help but think this is a mistake and whoever rezoned the area has not
visited the neighborhood to see what currently exists there. The heritage housing in this part of
Elsternwick is on par with the other heritage areas that have kept their heritage/character housing zoning.
If this area was rezoned to garden apartments we would assess our legal options along with other
concerned neighbors and potentially referring this to IBAC given we have had no notification or direct
consultant for something that would so significantly impact us.
We are supportive in general of the transition plans, however have concerns in areas where large scale
shop top structures are planned to be built immediately next to single level character heritage housing
(e.g. current kindergarten site on Orrong Rd). This will create a poor aesthetic due to the large contrast
in architectural style & building heights. Consideration will also need to be given to the fact that these
large buildings will significantly infringe on the privacy and natural light of the single level housing (e.g. in
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Maysbury Ave) and diminish their heritage character appeal.
Same as above.
* I am concerned with the proposal to build a multi-story car park on the cnr of Stanley St and Orrong
Rd. I have monitored activity at the site and found that the current single level car park is never full to
capacity, so building a multi-story car park is totally unnecessary and waste of ratepayers money.
Additional parking near the Station would make more sense.
An underutilised multi storey carpark will attract vagrants, crime activities and become a hotspot for car
theft and graffiti crime
A multi storey carpark within a heritage overlay is totally in contrast to the neighboring character
streetscape and surrounding properties which are exclusively single dwelling character homes and also
not in keeping with the intent of zoning heritage overlay and surrounding neighborhood character zone. It
will be be an eyesore and deteriorate visual amenity of the local streetscape.
* I am concerned closing Carre St to traffic will place further traffic pressure on Orrong Rd. At present,
the intersections between Orrong Rd and Stanley St and Glenhuntly Rd are already heavily congested
during peak times
I live in the proposed protected corner between Gordon and Sinclair Streets, one of approximately 12
properties in this corner.
The proposed concepts will see high rise development allowable surrounding this pocket on three sides the current overlooking development to the south will potentially be joined by developments overlooking
these properties from the east (in the proposed cultural precinct, up to 8 stories) and to the west (on
the other side of the railway line, up to 12 stories).
We will be surrounded by high rise, more traffic, less parking availability, and much more noise at all
hours of the day. Despite this loss of amenity, Council's plans do not allow us to capitalise on the
location, in fact making it more restrictive.
Should the cultural precinct plans proceed, I recommend extending the proposed strategic site
boundaries to the whole block (Gordon, Sinclair, Selwyn, Glenhuntly) to provide more opportunity to
capitalise our blocks into the future to make up for the amenity being stripped away in the short-medium
term.
8-12 storey apartments are outrageous for this area. Elsternwick is a very small suburb with a village feel
across the city. Many residents chose Elsternwick to settle as it is a family friendly suburb with beautiful
housing and easy to get around, by foot, car, transport. There is no doubt that the Nepean Highway
zone will become a concrete ghetto and cause a large loss of amenity not only to those living in this area
but the whole of Elsternwick. The building transition plan on Page 12 states that the Nepean Highway and
railway line provides a clear buffer that minimises adverse impacts to low scale surrounding areas.
Clearly whoever wrote this does not care or wanted to include an entire block of low rise period
dwellings from Alexandra to Oak,, Elm Avenues. The houses in Alexandra/Oak are Victorian homes - 12
Timber block homes dating back to 1900 and grand Victorians in Oak Ave built in late 1800's. Highrise
towers are built during economic bubbles and generally appeal to investors. They are often poor quality,
alienating for the residents who are detached from street life and belonging to a neighbourhood. The
buildings have poor environmental performance as most often they need constant cooling - being
exposed to extreme elements. The Nepean Highway district is a very windy area with South to South
West winds blowing from the sea regularly. There would be no doubt that many of the apartments could
not open windows for fresh air or use balconys with these winds. In effect we would be creating another
Docklands precinct in a quiet, sweet little suburb.
A linear park adjacent to the railway line rather than an internal park would be most inclusive for existing
and future residents, reduce impacts on adjacent residential areas, complement the existing ‘space’
offered by the railway line, and provide an active pedestrian / cycle route between Gardenvale and
Elsternwick activity centres.
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I think the proposed plans are in appropriate for this site/area and that it should be left as is. A 6-12 level
development is in appropriate as the local infrastructure would not cope with the increased traffic,
absolute lack of open space. One of the main reasons I like in Elsternwick is because of the community
that exists in our street and the 'rural feel' that our street has. I do not believe that the level of increased
traffic, bot on foot and car would be conducive to the local environment, plus the overshadowing of a 12
level building would be overwhelming and cause a sense of loss of privacy.
I believe the building transition plans need to take a bigger focus on the effect that higher density living
will have on traffic congestion and parking availability in the area. Already in the past year, we have seen
an increase in difficulty finding parking especially with the opening of new restaurants and dining areas.
The building transition plan includes a strategic site on Stanley St to replace the current car park. There
are already going to be two apartment complexes in this small area, and having another high rise in this
vicinity will cause light to be diminished for all surrounding properties. In addition, this car park is in quite
a central location to allow easy access to retail stores, restaurants as well as the entertainment precinct
on Gordon St. Getting rid of this car park will not only make it very difficult to find a parking spot in
particularly peak periods, therefore, having a detrimental impact on businesses in the area, but also having
a high rise development in its place, will only compound the traffic congestion/ parking issue. It is noted
that there are already a number of property developments about to occur which is in line with higher
density living and while I do not have an issue with this, I feel that the impacts of these need to be
considered in terms of other plans to the area.
One of the main objectives is to maintain Elsternwick's pristine heritage and character residential areas
yet the plan creates an Urban renewal development area that does not protect any of the single storey
19th century period homes. The existing conditions plan which has these sites better managed as NRZ2
areas which should not be changed.
There is no definition of the transition from single storey dwellings to the ability to build 12 storey
dwellings.
The heritage area and proposed height limit seems appropriate. However, there are numerous houses
outside the heritage area, particularly in Seymour and Allison Roads to the east of Orrong Road which
should be covered by this height restriction.
Urban Renewal Development heights up to 12 storeys near/on Glenhuntly road will have a significant
negative impact on sunlight to the shopping centre and nearby residential areas if buildings of this height
are permitted on both sides of Glenhuntly Road. 12 storeys is too high in an area which is still essentially
a residential area. Eight storeys should be the maximum in the Urban Renewal Development area, unless
they are located on Nepean Highway. This area should also be protected from too many maximum height
buildings and they should not overshadow public spaces.
Parking for all building types should be accommodated within the building site and when building permits
are considered Council should not allow parking requirements to be waived as so often seems to happen.
No real comment other than to respect the existing residents. I'm in an area on the corner of Gordon
and Sinclair which is earmarked for protection in the proposed scheme, this is a mixed blessing given we
can't develop our blocks and yet we can be built out around us. If you are going to create the proposed
protections to street character then you need to protect the residential amenity of those who remain
under heritage protection. Parking, privacy and traffic controls.
I am opposed to the side by side townhouses areas in the plan. There are still a number of
heritage/character houses in those areas which will be doomed if this overdevelopment is allowed.
Cannot something be done to conserve those houses in that zone? It would be far more in keeping with
your 2 objectives of maintaining Elternwick's heritage and character areas, and encouraging landscaping
and greenery to conserve as many of the existing heritage/character buildings as we can.
3-4 and 6-12 story developments which make up a large portion of the southern area of the plans would
only serve to create crowding, shade, noise and parking issues in an already congested area due to the
current usage of the streets by the neighboring car yards. It certainly does not look like it will "encourage
landscaping and greenery".
We are in strong opposition to these plans. The size, height and space occupied will impact significantly
on existing residents which is undesirable and unacceptable.
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As above
The building heights and size are incompatible with existing low density housing. Open space and mixed
accommodation is not suitably addressed.
How about the lack of consultation. If this was your attempt, at throwing some flyers out with un
interesting (read - brief look throw in the bin)information to have our neighbourhood only become
aware of what is actually going on at stage 5 is what you call open community consultation, then that
alone is a joke.
I notice in the 'Existing Conditions' map, the areas marked in pink 'Residential Growth Zone', with a
development height to 4 storeys and 'General Residential' (Zone 1 & 2), with a height to 3 storeys have a
proposed 'Heritage/Character Housing' rezone with a max 1-2 storeys in the future plan. This is a great
win for them. On the other hand, my street and immediate area (Oak Ave) as zoned the same in the
'Exisitng Conditions' map apparently can slide down to the bottom rung of the ladder and has a proposed
'Renewal Development Zone' with a maximum building height of up to 12 storeys. Suddenly our worth is
nothing. This being said, these streets house some of Elsternwick's oldest homes.
This plan seems irrational and having been done by an outside party, it shows some text book findings or
rather negligence to the actualities of what makes up this great community.

DO YOU HAVE ANY OTHER FEEDBACK ON THE DRAFT
CONCEPT PLANS?
As Glen Huntly road is congested many drivers speed down the back streets. Works need to be done to
discourage cars from using the back streets, and more importantly slow down traffic.
This will only get worse as more people and cars move to the area. Maybe an incentive not to have a car
should be used
Document I have seen is quite high level. More detail would be useful.
In general, it gives Elsternwick a really good chance of retaining some of the charm and community that
make it a great place to live. I still strongly believe that developments taller than 4 storeys in Elsternwick
are unsuitable.
I do not agree just with the development contained along Nepean Highway. I think a good mix of
development in residential streets is a better integration of community rather than sticking flat occupants
in the worse position. Elsternwick home prices are beyond anyone under the age of 30 and not allowing
them to purchase in the area reduces diversity. I am one for development in Elsternwick as long as it's
balanced and considered.
Agree with building and promoting to the heritage character. Strategic site - concerned regarding the site
where the Elsternwick Health/Maternal centre and Orrong Road kindergarten. Do not want tall
high/development backing on to Maysbury Avenue properties.
1. Encourage better store front facades and design on Glen Huntly road including better signage, awnings
etc
2. Regular local community events in plaza/ open areas to improve community feel and spirit, e.g school
plays, concerts, cultural events drawing on the diverse community etc
Good job, well done.
we need to be vigilant in keeping a village - feel and protecting our heritage listed homes, for this is the
main reason why Elsternwick is a popular and desirable place to live.
I oppose the idea of low cost housing as that denigrates the neighbourhood - unfortunaltely it is a reality
that they will become an eyesore and not maintained. This has proven to be so in London, when the
councils tried the same idea - combining low cost home next to millions of dollar homes.
In regard to the Shop top concept for the corner of Stanley Street and Orrong Road, I would be
concerned about the possible loss of landscaping and having one of those awful car parking towers that
has no architectural merit. It's really important to maintain and increase greenery on our streets, for
aesthetic and environmental reasons.
I think it is reasonable to encourage higher buildings in the area between Nepean Highway and the
railway line, however, much more thought needs to be given to this to ensure that this development is
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livable and viable in the long term and protects/creates a low level streetscape built form. Any tall
buildings should be encouraged to adopt a lower level podium form of no more than 3 storeys which
then transition to higher levels through greater setbacks.
The provision of new parkland will definitely assist and possibly with these higher buildings located around
it making it a 'common' could work.
Also, the idea of a better pedestrian, cycle and vehicular link from this same region to the main shopping
area is also a good idea and possibly paramount to the success of this renewed area.
I recommend that the "Quality Design Principles" be amended to include a requirement for buildings that
seek to be taller than the preferred height limit (i.e. those buildings that need to achieve a "community
benefit") to also be required to achieve "exemplary quality architectural design that makes a positive
contribution to the preferred character of the neighbourhood". This is an elevated benchmark to achieve,
compared to the normal requirement for a development to be "acceptable". It is fair and reasonable to
expect taller buildings to be well considered, well designed and well executed, as they will have a greater
impact on the character of an area by virtue of their extent of visibility.
Elsternwick is deficient in areas of public open space (particularly green spaces). The small areas that we
have must achieve a very high quality and their amenity must be rigorously protected. The design
guidelines should set out principles to protect open space and public spaces (such as the revitalized
Elsternwick Plaza) from overshadowing - including at the winter solstice (between 11am - 2pm).
The "fortification" of schools and private buildings should be strongly and explicitly discouraged.
Very happy with your draft concept plans.
Just be weary of hi rise.
I would like to see improved Pedestrian amenity on Stanely st. Stanley St desperately needs wider
footpaths, traffic management and better road treatments. Similar to Horne St. To reduce speed of cars
with strategic planting. There are mostly families who reside in this street we need a safer street.
I would like to see a Mall at the end of Staniland Grove and Carre Streets. I believe the traffic flow which
bottle necks around this intersection to dangerous and impractical. I see this intersection to be the
centre of Elsternwick (which is where a post office is usually located). Quite often a Mall and green area
needs to be added to relieve the traffic grid and this area is the perfect place to have it. The pedestrian
walkway could also be moved to walk between the two Malls, creating a true central hub.
We don't have many trees in Glenhuntly Road, by adding large trees in this area I think this will greatly
improve the look, feel, function and safety of the centre of Elsternwick.
Every thing south of Oak street near the Nepean highway car yard sales areas should be open spaces,
especially after the loss of Elsternwick Park to Bayside city Council.
Under no circumstance is a quadrangle park appropriate with no acess from Nepean highway.
you need to provide new parking and infrastructure only because you want to increase the population in
the area.... we do not need increased infrastructure if we do not increase the population... so any areas
that are demolished of existing buildings e.g. car yards could be replaced with parks and trees.This has the
benefit of helping nature deal with our already overstretched use of the land.
Would like to mention my surprise at only being made aware of the scheme within the last 24 hours, and
not through any Glen Eira Council communication. While it's possible I've overlooked a mail drop, brief
conversations with others in the street reveal they also had no knowledge of the scheme. Considering
the potential huge scale of the project in terms of height, overlooking, added population, and traffic
impact on a street that is already challenging to traverse at certain times of the day, I'm bewildered at the
minimal time given to residents abutting the Urban Renewal area to consider and provide feedback and
consultation. There may therefore be aspects to this response that are not fully considered, or
misinterpretations on my part, due to these time constraints.
Safe, open and plentiful parking IS the success and differentiator of Elsternwick. Look how horrendous
East St Kilda is. Compromise that at your peril. But, as below, the 'plan' and 'consultation' already smell of
compromise. Coles and Woolworths will further suck tenancy and custom from sole traders, so where is
the response to this?
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space. Unless this occurs, we're concerned at the impact the development will have, such as traffic
problems for existing streets.
The library should stay where it is with improved parking facilities. It should not be a part of the
entertainment and culture precinct for noise, a library needs to be in a quiet space and not a noisey
entertainment area. Parking has already been dramatically affected by the eight storey building on the
corner of Stanley St and Riddell Parade ( lack of free parking spaces during the day and even after 6:00 PM
)hence the new Employment and Diverse Housing area needs to provide car parking for 50% of the
building height.i.e eight storeys then four storeys to be car parking.
I support the overall thrust of concept plan.
I support protecting existing heritage residential areas from traffic generated by more intense
development especially centred around Sinclair Street and Glenhuntly Road.
Concept plan does NOT have a solution to protect the adjacent residential neighborhood from the
intense commercial and shopping development planned on the former ABC Sinclair St site by Woolworth
supermarket
Opportunity for this area to be a cultural and entertainment precinct is questioned if Council support a
major shopping and commercial redevelopment of this site
Consideration should be given to prevention of traffic overspill into surrounding residential areas from
any significant redevelopment of the former ABC site
I support the overall thrust of concept plan.
I support protecting existing heritage residential areas from traffic generated by more intense
development especially centred around Sinclair Street and Glenhuntly Road.
Concept plan does NOT have a solution to protect the adjacent residential neighborhood from the
intense commercial and shopping development planned on the former ABC Sinclair St site by Woolworth
supermarket
Opportunity for this area to be a cultural and entertainment precinct is questioned if Council support a
major shopping and commercial redevelopment of this site
Consideration should be given to prevention of traffic overspill into surrounding residential areas from
any significant redevelopment of the former ABC site
The council must extend the feedback period and come and speak directly with residents in the new
urban renewal development areas.
We would have appreciated either written or email notice from the Council about this proposal as it
directly effects the amenity of our area. Advertising it in the Council newsletter is not sufficient.
Alexandra and Oak Avenue residents are a close community. We all know each other, are friends, do
activities together and have a yearly barbecue with the whole street. I dont know many other streets like
that. For the planning advisers just to pick our streets and hope to get away with it, is an oversight.
N/A
Grossly unhappy that there has been no notification to residents who will be directly affected by changed
planning zones. Very Poor!
We were only alerted by a friendly neighbour who, in turn, was advised by another concerned neighbour
from a nearby street. Council has really not communicated!
The draft plan under recognised our valued streetscape of Victorian & 1920's buildings.
Should the draft progress to enacted planning changes, I have grave concerns. My neighbours (47 years
here)have advised me of previous devious methods by which developers were able to procure the
properties which have been developed as apartments @ #3 & #15 Alexandra Avenue.
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I am delighted that COGE are showing foresight in developing these concepts and undertaking robust
consultation. Residents in this area are well informed and do care about their village. They want it to
grow. We just need to do so being careful to not lose what fundamentally makes us unique. Thank you!
I donot agree to your
Your concept plans
Lack of consultation that was clear enough . We don't want high rise development in and around our
home . We can't imagine how the amenity would cope . The street is small and parking is already max'ed
out with off street parking and car yards using it as its not a permit zone
You are going to change Bent st from a quiet st into a thoroughfare. It will be one loud unsafe and there
will be no parking. Thanks a lot for your plans to ruin my home.
More clarity needed - some aspects like what will happen with staniland Grove need to be clarified
As above
Further feedback would be for Council to accompany the concept plans with factual data and actually
undestanding as to how their decisions today impact the people that chose to live and be home owners
in Glen Eira.WI have been in this area for over 20 years now and the number of crucial errors in
judgement that has been made in the past is concerning. From pure observation, it seems that Council's
approach is try & see, however we the home owners are the ones left with the mess. The GRZ2 and
heritage overlay over the same area is the classic example in point. At the time of zoning an area as
GRZ2 ( for very valid reasons I should add as it fits with the Victoria's planning recommendations), the
council did not do the right thing to address the removal of heritage in that area. We therefore say to the
council - please stop, think and consider the current and future of of the little spot around Orrong Rd
and Stanley st and do the right thing. Heritage overlay has no place in this spot, this is classically a high
growth zone and needs to be encouraged as such.
Parking and traffic flows are major considerations. Traffic flow is already an issue down Glenhuntly Rd and
is at capacity down Denver Cres on school days due to Liebler Yavneh College. Development of the car
yard precinct will exacerbate this.
I am disgusted by the plans that will destroy not only the close knit residential community on the Nepean
Hwy side of the railway line but destroy the entire Elsternwick suburb.
The absolute lack of transparency and consultation wtih residents impacted by the 12 storey rezone is
disgraceful. You have tried to bury this plan in the 'Tell us what you think about the shopping strip'
survey - rezoning for a high rise ghetto is nothing to do with the shopping strip!!
Being 5 stages through an 8 stage process without anyone in the impacted zone knowing this was being
proposed shows that the entire consultation is a sham and/or your consultation process is so woefully
inadequate that it is embarrassing!
We now know about this - and we are furious!
The residents in this community EXPECT the same residential protections that you are giving to
residents on the other side of the railway line - 2 STOREY HEIGHT LIMITS
ONE COMMENT
We live in a glorious 1903 Edwardian house.
It cannot be replicated.
It is better to build a Sydney Opera House than to try to replicate La Scala or Covent Garden.
ABOVE ALL good design & intelligent planning should acknowledge the best the present offers the future
while trying to preserve the best built form of the past. Our strip shopping Centre with Cinema &
Communty Centres, Tram & Train infrastructure with a glorious neighbourhood of housing & schools is
an excellent base for imaginative new well designed initiatives.
To have more mature trees incorporated in the landscaping - possible to transplant from other areas
earmarked for development?
many of the narrow side streets need to be made one way and permit zones after 6pm
Park St. is a major traffic problem. Many schools in area, parents use Park St. as a drive through, two cars
can not pass at the same time.
community center that offers a variety of classes for different age groups especially the elder who find it
difficult to travel.
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The current plans are a disaster, what about considering getting in some 'green' architects to look at
developing a set of future plans to create desirable low-rise living, to create an attractive green zone, with
sustainable building features. The current plans have virtually no green space, no bike paths, no green
buffers, no pedestrian thoroughfare, no recreation areas. I note that the trees as drawn in the sketch of
garden apartments, designated for my block, have their trunks virtually in the roadside margin. I would
doubt that the quantity of trees as drawn could be fully accommodated. Such buildings overshadow and
reduce the light to neighboring properties and the 6-12 storey dwellings would create traffic congestion,
even allowing for on-site parking for owners.
This may ultimately be a state government issue. I find it perplexing that nothing more imaginative has
been proposed. We see new suburbs along the peripheral highways around our cities. If high density
living is a priority why aren't these suburbs being planned for that need. It doesn't need to be like the
existing ugly tower blocks. A variety of four or perhaps six storey apartment with green areas would
appeal to young new home buyers instead of invading existing established neighbourhoods.
No high-rise re-zone! A large proportion of houses in my street are circa 1880!! Why are we not getting
the same planning protections as the other side of the railway line?
This process is woefully inadequate and the lack of Council transparency is disgraceful. Either you are
trying to slip the re-zone through or your consultation process is completely inadequate.
Stop high rise buildings. History will judge the Council harshly
Please - no increase in building heights
Why is Alexandra Avenue and Oak Avenue targeted. The other side of the railway is all protected under
heritage overlay when our street also has 1880-1920's houses
There is no consideration for the residents affected amenity. I appreciate the need for greater density
close to the City however the current commercial zone car yard and section between Nepean Hwy,
Glenhuntly Rd, Rusden St is more appropriate than the residential in the Alexandra Ave, Oak Ave
precinct . Appears to have been sacrificed for the amenity of East of the railway.
N/A
Glen Eira has minimal public open space and particularly to the western border of the Nepean highway
interface. Although a linear parklike treatment is noted along the train line elsewhere in the document
this is not developed in any of the planning.
There has been no consultation with the residents who will be impacted by such large scale and strangely
juxtaposed planning. The time..There is a strong community group residing in the single storey brick and
timber houses and also a relatively intact group of timber Victorian Houses which are increasingly being
renovated by young families - the area is currently not developer driven. Did anyone even take the time
to look at the streetscape in terms of scale and heritage amenity?
Do not make changes to the library and kinder site.
Keep the Stanley St Car Park
* I am concerned with the proposal to build a multi-story car park on the cnr of Stanley St and Orrong
Rd. I have monitored activity at the site and found that the current single level car park is never full to
capacity, so building a multi-story car park is totally unnecessary and waste of ratepayers money.
Additional parking near the Station would make more sense.
An underutilised multi storey carpark will attract vagrants, crime activities and become a hotspot for car
theft and graffiti crime
A multi storey carpark within a heritage overlay is totally in contrast to the neighboring character
streetscape and surrounding properties which are exclusively single dwelling character homes and also
not in keeping with the intent of zoning heritage overlay and surrounding neighborhood character zone. It
will be be an eyesore and deteriorate visual amenity of the local streetscape.
* I am concerned closing Carre St to traffic will place further traffic pressure on Orrong Rd. At present,
the intersections between Orrong Rd and Stanley St and Glenhuntly Rd are already heavily congested
during peak times
There is nothing wrong about what's being suggested.
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The "wrong" here is in the details, in the zoning as a blanket. Therefore the right buildings are not going
to be in the right locations. In other words nominating an area as Urban Renewal Development (6-12
storey height) with no regard to the existing residential properties is not appropriate and will jeopardise
all the existing residences quality of life, which is claimed to be the objective within the concept. The area
is namely between Riddel Pde and Nepean Hwy - Rusden St and McMillan St. I hope Glen Eira Council
reviews what is being said and reconsiders the details of the new scheme.
Where will the traffic go with the proposed apartments? Nepean Highway is a one way street and all
traffic will no doubt go to St James Parade, Denver, Victoria and Orrong Rd, causing extra stress on
those roads, residents.
Green Space - where will it be? How big?
Provide more townhouses and lower rise apartments that appeal to families, owner-occupiers, and the
elderly rather than just higher rise, investment grade apartments for tenants.
The adjacent residential areas should not be impacted upon by increased traffic along residential streets
to Glen Huntly Road or overlooking and shadowing.
I note that on the website that you 'sought feed back' on the draft concept plans, but would like to know
from whom, as no one in the directly impacted area around Alexandra Avenue or Oak Avenue had any
knowledge of Council's proposed changes. These proposed changes have caused a massive uproar in our
community and a general sense of loss of confidence in the Council, and it would appear that this was
tried to be whipped through without before anyone had a chance to find out.
N/A
Lack of consultation
At this stage the plans are not coherent. Some features seem to have been 'plonked' on the map and the
logic for some proposals (Staniland, Carre and Selwyn streets) don't really make sense. There does not
appear to be any attempt to increase commuter parking around the train station area which seems like a
lost opportunity. The proximity of the station to the Urban renewal development area would suggest
opportunities are viable.
The grand plans are great in concept with regards to providing entertainment and outdoor amenity but it
can't be at the cost of neighbourhood character and protection of residential amenity which is central to
Council obligations. Along with at least 6 of my neighbours along Sinclair, Gordon and Elizabeth streets
we are investing great sums of money in renovating our properties under the protection of the existing
planning controls and the neighbourhood as we know it. Any future 'master' plan needs to consider the
actual residents and their rights to quiet enjoyment and the basics of street parking, particularly when
they aren't allowed to modify their properties to create their own off street parking.
These plans need to consider the looming intensity of traffic and parking pressure as a result of the
Selwyn St ABC development and the Gordon St ABC development when it is put on the market in the
coming months. There have been many restaurants and apartment blocks open recently with reduction in
parking requirements allowed. This has not been adequately addressed for residents. Additional parking
on the Stanley St ground level carparks needs to be provided via multi story parking to address this.
Enforcement of parking to the extent of creating tow-away zones or less ambiguous signs also needs to
be addressed.
The Nepean Highway sites should provide housing opportunities for existing Elsternwick residents to
downsize into apartments as well as for young families. Both of these groups require a very different type
of apartment setting to that sought by renters that are typically younger and have different needs.
Housing a growing population is not just about building more dwellings, it’s about providing the right
housing in the right environment for our community.
The 2016 Census shows that of the 1,691 ‘separate houses’ in Elsternwick, 626 or 37% are occupied by
either ‘couples without children’ or ‘lone persons’. The average size of this group of households is only
1.6 people. Therefore, more than one-third of our housing stock is not fully occupied. Providing ‘ownerGLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL
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occupier’ style apartments in high amenity surroundings to encourage downsizing will free up existing
homes for a family of perhaps four new residents.
For each new ‘appropriately designed’ apartment that encourages a household to downsize, a house may
now be occupied by a new family of perhaps four people. By comparison, a standard ‘investor owned’
apartment in a large development with insufficient open space would only result in an increase of around
1.5 new residents, since it will not attract potential downsizers. Therefore developing apartments that
represent a realistic alternative to a traditional house is almost three times more effective in increasing
housing supply.
The key to encouraging downsizing will be to providing apartments within lower scale developments with
immediate access to high quality open space offering a range of recreational opportunities. The Nepean
Highway car yard sites are a unique opportunity for a significant amount of open space adjacent to
‘garden apartments’ (i.e. 3-4 storeys) while still accommodating larger scale apartments (i.e. 6-8 storeys)
along the Nepean Highway.
With Glen Eira and in particular Elsternwick having virtually no significant open space, the car yard sites
offer an excellent opportunity for a linear park along the railway line which may be overlooked by lower
scale apartments. Such a park will bring our community together, provide walking and cycle paths, link
the area to the Elsternwick and Gardenvale shopping centres and encourage downsizing from larger
homes.
Both car parking on the streets and the amount of traffic is increasing hugely in our Elsternwick area.
The huge increase in population has happened without any increase in infrastructure to accommodate it.
It is great that transport matters are being considered now. Properties should not be allowed to be built
without adequate parking on site. 'Adequate parking' should not be classified according to how close
buildings are to public transport and the false assumtion that adults dwelling in them will not have a car
each!!!
Overall they look abysmal.
We are willing to express our concerns and opposition to these in significant numbers, should the need
arise.
Adopt a compatible and suitable plan and survey existing residents who currently live in the area. Ask
what they want .
Glen Eira Council seem to be overlooking a small but very important pocket of original Elsternwick
houses (between the rail line and Nepean Hwy)in which majority of people in this neighbourhood have
lived in their homes for more than 20 years and up to nearly 50 for some. The changes that you are
proposing would drastically change this area for the worse. We have limited parking as it is now, to have
another 2000 residents move in is beyond thinkable. the reasonably quiet streets would become a
thoroughfare for all heading to Glenhuntly rd
Why are these 'Draft Concept Plans' so different to the 'Existing Plans' that show the zoning/development
concentrated along Glenhuntly Road? This seems the most logical given that permits to high rise and new
retail spaces around here have already been approved and some built.
I also bring to the your attention the number of vacant retail/office spaces along here. Why? So, the
planner's theory is 'if we build it, they will come'? I'm not sure Glen Eira. Greed is not always fruitful.

TRANSPORT, PARKING AND MOVEMENT PLANS WILL BE
INCORPORATED INTO THE NEXT STAGE OF DEVELOPING A
STRUCTURE PLAN. WHAT DO YOU THINK SHOULD BE
INCLUDED?
Open up more street parking in the wide streets next to Glen Huntly road, angle parking for example.
the wide roads could then be narrowed, slowing traffic and making it less popular to speed along the
open back streets of Elsternwick.
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important. Accessibility for people with disabilities comes into play. One concern is with developments
such as that proposed by Woolworths and the amount and type of traffic that this will lead to. It seems
to me this has the potential to create great traffic problems at peak times and impinge on the amenity of
residents in the surrounding streets.
Look at Carlton and see a model that keeps traffic out of residential streets.
Introduce safe bicycle paths to and from Elsternwick that link to current paths both in and out of this
municipality.
Refer above.
Limiting turning opportunities along the Glenhuntly Road shopping precinct will assist with traffic flow.
I think a Parking Overlay should be applied to the core retail area on Glen Huntly Rd, that allows a
reduced rate (possibly even reduced to zero, but at the very least, to apply the Clause 52.06 Column B
rates) for cafes and restaurants, and a reduced rate for offices (although, not to zero). A reduced rate for
"office" is warranted as it is important to maintain Elsternwick as an employment hub, as well as a
shopping and recreation destination, and the area has excellent access to public transport.
Improved cycling routes are required.
I do like your idea for the new parking and pedestrian zones.
It will make Elsternwick a visually beautiful suburb.
I like the idea of removing the Car park On Stanely St and replace with mixed use building with
Employment and Diverse Housing. However we have to ensure that the retail shops that will be
provided need to ensure noise level are kept low. I think creating one car park on the corner of Stanley
St and Orrong needs to be designed so it does not look like a car park from the street.
I think we need to move the car parking from Staniland Grove and move the parking into more suitable
area's that can easily support parking volume like the suggested areas on Orrong Road. This will divert
traffic around the central hub of Elsternwick making it safer and a more attractive place to enjoy. This will
celebrate the heritage of the area, attracting interest of pedestrian traffic making it a peaceful and restful
place to be.
There should be a green trip and walkway parallel to the railway line that joins the pedestrian bridge at
the end of Oak Avenue.
Urban renewal development in the area with Buildings up to 12 story towers will cause congestion and a
nightmare for resident in the area of Nepean highway car yard sales areas. There is already too much
traffic coming via the car yards into St. James Parade. With 2000+ residents they will all try to reach Glen
Huntley Road via this route.
All Streets in Elsternwick are already too congested. please refer to above three same answers........you
need to provide new parking and infrastructure only because you want to increase the population in the
area.... we do not need increased infrastructure if we do not increase the population... so any areas that
are demolished of existing buildings e.g. car yards could be replaced with parks and trees.This has the
benefit of helping nature deal with our already overstretched use of the land.
( Do think Transport, Parking and Movement are intrinsic to any considered plan from the outset.)
Mandatory, ample, and easily accessed on-site parking for all residents of proposed development area in
concert with restricted street parking for residential areas abutting the zone.
Road/traffic changes. With a potential increase, possibly in the thousands, of residents, there will without
doubt be an enormous impact on traffic, particularly along St James, Denver, Riddel and Orrong. St James
and Denver are extremely narrow, and already under stress at certain times of the day. (NOTE: This may
also impact further on a serious danger zone at the intersection of Lucy Street and Gardenvale road,
where the inexplicable change a couple of years ago to a give-way left turn (at speed) from Nepean
Highway has resulted in multiple near misses involving cars turning right from Lucy Street (and oblivious
pedestrians with coffee.) Further Traffic emanating from the Eastern side of Nepean will only exacerbate
this potentially catastrophic intersection.
Suggest possible right turn into Nepean Highway at new Traffic lights from central car parking entrance
for the scheme as a 'least worst' option?
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station platforms (south of Glenhuntly Rd) like the improved station precinct/new plaza proposed over
the railway North of Glenhuntly road. There should be additional parking provided in these designs as
well but the entrances need to be away from children's playgrounds and any pedestrian plaza.
Consideration should be given to prevention of traffic overspill into surrounding residential areas from
any significant redevelopment of the former ABC site
Nothing until the residents are consulted in person.
The next stage should seriously consider impacts of large numbers of new residential developments on
public transport capacity, capacity of public schools (particularly secondary schools, which are an
acknowledged area of need in Glen Eira). Council should also consider very seriously the need to enforce
incorporation of adequate provision for car parking in all new residential and office developments to help
curb the crowing problem of street congestion.
The trains are already packed at peak times,please increase amount of trains running. parking space is
limited around the train station but also around alexandra and oak avenue because of the car yard staff
and people that need to use the train. Elsternwick is already a dense suburb, if you need to add more
residents because of the Plans Melbourne Scheme, there must be a better way than pin pointing 2 streets
and filling them up. Why does all of the east have protection with a heritage charcter overlay. Our side
should also have this protection.
A better connection between existing railway station and adjacent public areas. More off street carparking provided for station.
Trains & trams are already under pressure and often at capacity.
Current commuter parking near Elsternwick station spreads a km away & there is currently fierce
competition for parking between residents, car yard employees & commuters. I dread to think of the
impact of large numbers of residents in high rise apartments along Nepean Highway. Increased traffic, car
parking etc will be an issue as our streets are narrow. NB residents have previously partitioned for
closure of Oak Avenue to Nepean Hwy side road & I believe this should remain closed to maintain
residents 'safety'described in GE concepts.
There is insufficient recreation green space IN Elsternwick. Please ensure development of parks and
gardens is prioritised along with pavements & railway footbridges.
Thank you for this opportunity. Please keep me informed.
Traffic ingress and egress from the new Coles supermarket site onto Orrong Road. With only one
entry/exit and no traffic lights movement will need to be restricted to left turn or right turn only to avoid
blockages back to the corner.
Access in and out of the council carpark onto Orrong Road north of Glenhuntly Road will also need to
be considered in relation to the supermarket entry.
Address the safety concerns of corner Riddell Parade and Glenhuntly Road - no right turn onto
Glenhuntly Road or lights? This will become especially important with the redevelopment of the ABC
centre for Woolworths.
Parking must remain at western end of retail precinct to support retail, services and hospitality
businesses.
I say no to your plans
Movement plans that are not close to cars speeding down highways need to be considered . Speed
around our neighbourhoods is an issue . Our Lane way against oak and Alexandra ave is causing my family
pain as people are using it as a through road and speeding down it ..
Leave it the way it is. Bigger off
Lots of parking but not at the expense of current green space
St James Pde, Denver Cres and other roads in this area are already stretched to their limit.
At school drop of / pick up times these streets become a car park and are already extremely problematic.
Adding another 2000 residents to the Car Yard Precinct is simply not an option. There is no pathway for
the new resident traffic to access Elsternwick. Clearly no thought has gone into this.
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I am puzzled how the tranport, parking and movement plans would not be paramount to be considered at
this stage not at teh next stage
Major traffic impact study should be undertaken. Through traffic needs to be directed away from Glen
Huntly retail precinct. A shopping mall between Riddell Pde and Orrong Rd may be an option, whilst
closing local roads off to 'rat run' traffic through the suburb.
School zones need to be reviewed with safe foot paths for students and regulated traffic flows i.e. oneway down some streets at peak times.
Where is the traffic impact assessment - why hasn't this been made available?
Where is the enviornment assessment - why hasn't this been made avaialble?
How can you propose to rezone a residential area for a 12 storey ghetto without first doing full and
thorough traffic and enviornment assessments.
What should be considered? - completely re-think your 12 storey rezoning plan. It is not acceptable.
The residents in this community EXPECT the same residential protections that you are giving to
residents on the other side of the railway line - 2 STOREY HEIGHT LIMITS
see above comments
To develop more multi-storey carparks instead of on the street parking, to ease congestion and improve
streetscape aesthetics
more parking is needed. Commercial buildings should not include motor shops. They use local streets to
park smashed cars that are left for days or weeks in residential surrounding streets where there is
already limited parking for residents. Segal Motors on Glen Eira Rd is the worst abuser.
The livability and desirability of any future developments. Where there are high rise buildings, there are
parking issues for visitors. The current plans, as they exist will create a bottle neck area of congestion.
Elsternwick has fantastic public transport options. What about building additional parking over the railway
(on top). I see an important problem as not enough people riding their bikes locally due to the disconnect
of bike paths. People will not ride their bikes until the paths are built - but the paths will not be built
because some of us (me ) are too afraid to ride with the cars and so the pressure is not there to replace
dual lane roads with single lane car + 1 (wide) bike lane.
Speaking of the future, I look for sustainability, innovation, smart living as important.
You should consider the fact that you cannot possibly cope with the increase in parking requirements
that this plan will generate. Oak and Alexandra Avenues are already suffering from parking issues. Your
plan will only aggravate the problem.
How do you develop a plan without first undertaking detailed impact assessments.
It appears these plans will now be retro-fitted into your proposal rather than be the basis of the
proposals as per best practice.
More parking is good
Not opening up Oak Avenue again! to allow more traffic. This new development will need more car
parks for the increased residents. Where do we have the space for car parks?
What happens to traffic flow for Alexandra and Oak Ave. Flow would be directed to St James Parade and
Riddell Parade - already very congested in school times.
Consideration to addressing greater availability of car parking around Elsternwick Station needs to be
made. In addition, the opening of new restaurants in the past 12 months around the station precinct
(Hanoi Hannah, 48 Hour, Bang Bang, Penta, Pizza Religion) has accelerated vehicle traffic in particular
during peak times on weeknights and weekends. Car parking spots are also more difficult to find and
therefore upgrading current car parking spaces to perhaps making them multi-story will become
important and necessary moving forward. Replacing the car park near the corner of Riddell Parade and
Stanley Street with a Strategic Site will have a significant impact on the transport, parking and movement
plans and therefore needs to be avoided.
The relative scale and access to large scale development in the proposed urban renewal area. The streets
such as Alexandra Avenue and Oak Avenue are currently very narrow and won't be able to accept traffic
as envisaged by the development. If all access to podiumsi and towers is from Nepean Highway the the
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Slip Roads will become extremely congested.
Council should acknowledge openly that no one can accurately model for the movement generated by
the supermarkets and schools. This should be a very significant factor in generating traffic projections.
Take a conservative approach - developers will push this in any case.
Need to ensure sufficient parking is provided throughout the whole community and that existing road
bottlenecks, such as the corner of Orrong & Glenhuntly Rd, are sufficiently addressed to ensure they can
accommodate the increase in traffic flow.
I would object very strongly to the placement of multi story carparks next to existing residential
buildings and houses. The impact on the right to peaceful enjoyment of ones home caused by having a
carpark level with or overlooking your home is totally unacceptable and other options must be found.
The existing lack of parking. Careful consideration needs to be given in proposed further reduction of
parking with increasing population.
* I am concerned with the proposal to build a multi-story car park on the cnr of Stanley St and Orrong
Rd. I have monitored activity at the site and found that the current single level car park is never full to
capacity, so building a multi-story car park is totally unnecessary and waste of ratepayers money.
Additional parking near the Station would make more sense.
An underutilised multi storey carpark will attract vagrants, crime activities and become a hotspot for car
theft and graffiti crime
A multi storey carpark within a heritage overlay is totally in contrast to the neighboring character
streetscape and surrounding properties which are exclusively single dwelling character homes and also
not in keeping with the intent of zoning heritage overlay and surrounding neighborhood character zone. It
will be be an eyesore and deteriorate visual amenity of the local streetscape.
* I am concerned closing Carre St to traffic will place further traffic pressure on Orrong Rd. At present,
the intersections between Orrong Rd and Stanley St and Glenhuntly Rd are already heavily congested
during peak times
Sinclair Street should be transformed into a 24/7 permit parking zone, with a strip reserved for school
pick up / drop off. Parking is often problematic, and the proposed supermarket / library / cultural centre
will increase parking pressures immeasurably. To ensure that local residents' rights are respected, 24/7
permit zones will be needed so we can park near our residences.
Traffic management for the precinct will be a nightmare. Currently, people 'prowl' looking for car parks;
stand or park in front of driveways and on corners; and buses idle noisily during the week. Greater
protections and enforcement to ensure local residents can drive to and park in front of where they live
will be vital.
as above.
Major consideration needs to be taken in regards to traffic management. The constant traffic flow from
the car yards through St James Parade & Denver Crescent is overloaded already and the use of existing
roads with any new development would be unworkable in this area and would require detailed thought
and change!
Take in to consideration the size of the proposed dwelling and the width and length of the local streets.
At present Oak Avenue is closed off to the highway, is Council considering opening the road - this would
have a major impact to residents in Oak Avenue. Local parking is already at a premium, without enough
spaces for local residents outside their houses, I would like serious consideration as to how you would
deal with this, with an extra 2000 people in the area?
It is important to have a long term view while making these plans. At the moment, there are quite a few
high density developments in place and the number of these are likely to increase in future. Along with
this will come exponential population growth and therefore higher traffic congestion, coupled with the
fact that most of these developments will only contain one parking spot for each apartment and most
occupants are likely to have more than one vehicle. The further development of the Elsternwick area to
create more retail and dining or entertainment precincts will also increase the number of visitors to the
area, requiring more parking facilities. We are already experiencing increasing traffic congestion and
higher difficulties in finding parking in the area. While the council claims to be providing a net increase in
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parking in their plans, it does not stipulate what the extent of the increase is. Existing car parks should
not be removed, instead they should be developed into potentially multi-storey car parks to facilitate the
current and future increases in visitors and/ or population growth. Putting in plans now to ensure the
appropriate transport and parking infrastructure is in place will help to mitigate the future traffic
congestion issues.
This should have been planned first. What is the plan for transport, parking, open spaces and
infrastructure that the Council can afford and commit to and then allow the development in the area to
proceed and to not overwhelm it.
See my comments related to parking and movement described under 'transformation concepts'.
Additionally, in relation to the proposal to pedestrianise Selwyn street, this makes no sense given the
proximity of the Woolworths supermarket and the need for delivery trucks to access the site from
Glenhuntly Road WITHOUT intruding on residential streets such as Sinclair and St Georges Road. To
do otherwise would cause an unacceptable road safety risk.
All day parking is provided on one side of Gordon Street between Glenhuntly road and Sinclair street.
The proposed 'improved pedestrian amenity' and 'traffic management and road treatments' suggests that
this parking, which is essentially used by train commuters is likely to disappear. Parking is becoming a
massive issue in Elsternwick, one which is increasingly having a negative impact on residents living in
streets which are close to the station and close to Glenhuntly road. The plan needs to ensure that there
is adequate levels of parking to accommodate the increase in commuters, the increase in traders and
business employees which the Elsternwick plan is encouraging WITHOUT having a negative impact on
the parking amenity of the local residents and ratepayers.
Transport, parking and movement is my greatest concern given the proposed alterations to Selwyn and
Gordon St. There needs to be serious consideration to the protection of residents parking and the noise
associated with traffic created by the entertainment precinct and Woolworths. Currently there is
insufficient controls over residential parking on Sinclair and Gordon St. I have a permit to park in both
Sinclair and Gordon St and yet this still does not guarantee me parking in permit zones. Just this week I
observed the whole length of Gordon St with cars parked in permit zones during permit hours with
parking fines. Great revenue raiser for the council but does not help residents with children and
groceries. Under the current heritage overlay I am not allowed to put in a driveway at the front of my
house yet an 8 storey building can be built and a school allowed to operate in a residential street without
permit approval.
Gordon St and Sinclair has become a rat run for cinema, restaurant and school attendees, this cannot
continue and would only be exacerbated by the proposed Woolworths development and concept plans.
Along with a number of residents we suggest creating traffic management techniques such as blocking off
the end of Sinclair St (west end / Gordon St end) and the Sinclair St end of Selwyn St. This would provide
some protection for the School and local residents nd could be used to create some gardens/green areas.
Consideration of how the Woolworths supermarket will be serviced will need to include how waste and
deliveries will be managed. THIS CANNOT HAPPEN ALONG SINCLAIR ST given the residents and
School due to the safety and noise issues. They must be made to use the laneway and Selwyn St access as
close as possible to Glenhuntly Rd. Smaller trucks etc should be used, along with timing that doesn't
impact on resident amenity i.e. between working hours only. Sinclair cannot be turned into the
supermarket access street given the school and low level residential street character.
There have been many restaurants and apartment blocks open recently in the rail precinct with reduction
in parking requirements allowed. This has not been adequately addressed for residents. Additional parking
on the Stanley St ground level carparks both at the Riddell Pde and Orrong Rd ends needs to be provided
via multi story parking.
More access to parking and transport and less provision for crowding inducing over development around
Oak Avenue.
As above
The narrowness of surrounding streets and the failure to prevent them being used as shortcuts between
nepean highway and glenhuntly rd is already a massive problem to residents. This development will only
exacerbate this .
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We need more permit parking for residents in this area between the rail line and Nepean Hwy
Along with all this future, dense urban development you are assuming that people will travel locally by
foot or bicycle. I hate to say it but Elsternwick is certainly not the role model suburb for sustainable
living. Whilst some of us are socially and environmantally aware there are so many residents that show
no regard for this. Let us not live in a bubble.
Surely the upgrade of public transport to and from the city is the responsibility of the state government.
Do they really believe that all the new residents in the area won't drive or more to the point won' have 2
cars per household.
Parking in residential streets is already at a premium. With increased office space and businesses in the
area, you increase the need for parking. I understand this would be addressed by car parking facilities
within developments but it will not suffice the capacity, it never does. Our street is full of worker's cars
during the day even tho' we have a 2 hour parking restriction.
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FACEBOOK COMMENTS
Why don't you fix the flooding problems in the municipalities before spending "our" monies on such
projects ?
Great idea
That would be awesome.Elsternwik needs something new
Yeah I think that's a great idea... Spewing I moved away
Gordon st is already problem... you are making it worse
Love it!!
Great idea. Elsternwick is becoming a very hippy place. Great coffee places.
I love elsterwick ❤️❤️
Doesn't need more parking, already a traffic sewer.
Improved cycling facilities would be great. As would the green link to Rippon Lea Estate. State govt
funding a plaza? I'm skeptical but it never hurts to ask.
Think you should clean the dog poo off the pavement first. It's all over Elsternwick, and would be a
great start!
All the people who love it don't live in Bent st.
Thanks for the use to turn my quiet st into a thoroughfare!
It will now be full of traffic. Become unsafe. Be noisy as all buggery. You will squeeze out all of the
parking!
It's residential and you are making into a shopping mall!
Bugger off!
As long as you provide ample parking
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SUBMISSION TWENTY
To the Council’s City Futures Department,
I am writing to express my deep concern regarding the Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans.
I am particularly concerned about the proposed increase in maximum building heights up to a
staggering 12 storeys in the area between Nepean Highway and the railway line.
In line with community feed-back the Draft Concept Plans rightly seek to protect and maintain
Elsternwick’s pristine heritage character while trying to accommodate a growing population.
However, I believe that the Plan’s blanket approach of only aiming to protect certain areas with
existing heritage and neighbourhood character overlays, while concentrating major development
with increased building heights within the so called “Urban Renewal Precinct”, will instead ultimately
lead to a substantial loss of Elsternwick’s unique character and to the development of an unsightly
ghetto at the entrance to Elsternwick.
While the current areas of heritage overlay certainly contain houses of significant heritage character
which warrant and deserve protecting, there also are interspersed plots with buildings of no
heritage value, which could be maintained at the existing four storey maximum height limit. At the
same time, there are numerous areas of considerable heritage and character outside the currently
existing heritage overlay areas which would be a substantial loss to Elsternwick if not protected. For
example, there are numerous pockets of significant heritage and character in the proposed growth
area between Nepean Highway and the railway line.
I would like to particularly draw your attention to the triangle between Hotham Street, Ripon
Grove and Glenhuntly Road. This area contains several buildings of significant heritage and
community benefit. Firstly, St Clements Church on the corner of Glenhuntly Road and Nepean
Highway (see figure 1). This is the first church of Elsternwick, built between 1886 and 1915, with a
number of architectural features funded by relatives of servicemen who died in World War I, and
therefore is not only a place of considerable architectural but also community heritage. Secondly,
the Scout Hall located in Miller Street (see figure 1); with its distinctive “A” frame, a unique example
of modernist architecture, this hall is home to the well-attended 10th Caulfield Scout Group which
has been catering to Jewish youth of the local community since 1952. In addition to these buildings
of significance, there are nice pockets of residential housing with substantial heritage and
neighbourhood character in this triangle. For example, McCombie Street is a street of fine
neighbourhood character and home to some lovely examples of Edwardian and Victorian houses. In
a bid to help protect Elsternwick’s heritage for future generations, I believe the Draft Concept Plan
should encourage protection of the buildings and neighbourhoods within the triangle between
Hotham Street, Ripon Grove and Glenhuntly Road.
In addition, I have grave concerns about the increased pressure this resulting corridor of high
density population will have on the already congested traffic around this area, likely resulting in a
significant negative impact on road safety.
Again, I would like to draw your attention to the triangle between Hotham Street, Ripon Grove and
Glenhuntly Road. The intersections of bordering Hotham Rd, Nepean Highway and Glenhuntly
Road are already heavily congested, particularly during peak hour. Acknowledging the risk of
through traffic often at high speeds, and trying to help increase road safety, traffic flow has been
heavily restricted within this triangle (see figure 1); intersections between Ripon Grove and Hotham
GLEN EIRA CITY COUNCIL
ELSTERNWICK CONCEPT PLAN
CONSULTATION RESPONSES

PAGE 95

30/11/2017

Happy to have our rates reduced if we are to continue to live in an overdeveloped area.
I do not want towers next to my family home looking into my small garden , dropping
rubbish, bottles over balconies, cigarette butts etc.
The noise is bad enough here as it is now with cars speeding down McMillan and Nepean
Hwy.
There really needs to be more service road openings to get back onto Nepean Hwy so we
do not become a thorough fare.
This is a residential pocket, just like the other side of railway. Why are we not being
protected and looked after???
Sure, build 2 stories above the shops--- HOW MANY PEOPLE DO WE NEED TO PUT
HERE??
There are so many empty apartments and shops everywhere.
I certainly hope some of our beautiful buildings along Glenhuntly Rd will be looked after.
Sometimes when we are walking in mornings, we look above in awe of the grandness and
styles of some of the old shops. Oh how lovely if they were restored and looked after and
the style embraced.
Yes, we need bigger better library and parks with trees that blend the environment. Not
steel and plastic. Places to be shielded from extreme weather where locals can sit and meet
and chat.
We have so many elderly in area and many young families that roam the street and enjoy
chatting with other locals- who may be on their own and lonely.
Our strip has always been a comfort to many in that way who are either stuck inside with
young children or aged and alone.
This area used to nurture that demographic.
It was a good family area but now it has changed.
I go to Bentleigh or Ripponlea for shops and cafes and to admire the streetscape.
We should be holding onto the history and architecture of the area and keeping its class.
There are so many things wrong with even contemplating anything above 4
storeys……..That horrible Ship building near Nepean Hwy was the beginning of the end for
Elsternwick.
We don’t even have a decent supermarket to service this area, its embarrassing!
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SUBMISSION TWENTY NINE

Stage 5 – Elsternwick Concept Plans

I have made the point above that developments need to protect the absolutely critical
element of Elsternwick, namely that it has a significant and extremely attractive heritage
component. Once damaged, the heritage cannot be recreated. In this regard, the four
storey proposal for shop top developments is too much.
The area for development is certainly west of the railway line for the reasons given above.
The opinion of residents should be given great weight, greater than traders and developers.
Residents are in Elsternwick for the long haul. They send their children to local schools.
They walk up and down the streets. They negotiate drivers speeding on local roads. They
bring a balanced perspective, partly because they have put down their roots here.
Traders do not make their lives here. Their interest is in making money, not that there is
anything wrong with that, but it skews their views. They seem to think that paying a small
levy means that they own the car parks! And parking is almost the only thing they talk
about. As for developers, they seek to develop a property to within an inch of its life,
regardless of how it looks. We have a few quite remarkably ugly examples here in
Elsternwick unfortunately. No more please!
The safety of children attending local schools, and their parents dropping them off and
collecting them, needs to receive a bit more attention in my opinion. Sholem Aleichem, St
Joseph’s and Adass Israel are the ones in my mind.
I also suggest to you that the movement of trams needs to be explicitly in your thinking. I
don’t remember seeing this discussed in the documents so far.
I think the idea of more green space in Elsternwick is good.
I realise that traffic and parking is for further consultation so I will not talk about that now.
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SUBMISSION THIRTY THREE
A few years ago under pressure from the State Government Glen Eira Council , as did all
the local councils, came up with a planning design to allow more dense development in key
areas to allow for future expected population growth.
The zones decided, descending in height and density allowed were the Residential Growth
Zone (RGZ), General Residential Zone (GRZ) and Neighbourhood Residential Zone
(NRZ).
The RGZ were predominantly in areas close to public transport, main roads, shopping
centres and other amenities, GRZ on lesser main roads or where not as well serviced by
the other main drivers and the rest was defined as NRZ. This of course precludes some of
the buildings on the main roads themselves which are Commercial or Mixed Use zones.
The Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans, currently up for discussion, creates new building
types descending in height and I assume density of Garden apartment, Terrace townhouse /
apartment, Terrace townhouse, Side-by-side townhouse and Heritage/character housing.
It also puts a large slice of the less fashionable Elsternwick properties between Horne
Street and it’s extensions to Nepean Highway into Urban renewal development as a
Commercial/mixed area allowing development of 6-8 stories and if providing community
benefit to between 8 and 12 stories. This area is close to transport, however not as much
as parts of the current growth zone, close to a main road but not the sort of main road
that lends itself to community interests, however it is a long way from the shopping centre
and the major amenities of Elsternwick.
The Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans are not well known of by the residents. I would be
surprised if a quarter of the residents in Elsternwick have any idea of these dramatic
changes. My sole next door neighbour had no idea until I passed on the bad news to him
yesterday when he came back from holidays – he is now in a state of shock but will be
voicing his opinion in the near future.
The Concept plan community forum was also not well known of – I found out about it by
accident looking for something else connected to the council and in chasing that up was
told of it by an Elsternwick library staff member.
The meeting itself was misleading – the Building Transitions Plan was glossed over with the
emphasis placed on the new commercial zones between Horne Street and its’ extension
and Nepean Highway – I thought from the meeting that there was little change to the
current RGZ, GRZ and NRZ zones – this opinion was echoed by a member of the council I
spoke to later on. Nearly all of the questions from the floor were from Elsternwick traders
and not relating to the Building Transitions Plan.
It wasn’t until Thursday afternoon when I spoke to the council representative at the
Elsternwick library and received a copy of the documentation that I realised the truly
drastic changes recommended in the Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans. Even the advertising
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SUBMISSION FORTY NINE – COMPLAINT
The elsternwick draft concept plans. It is at stage 5 and we have not had enough
consultation. we need more time to process this. We cannot be expected to reply by this
Sunday . This Sunday is Father's Day . I am a busy working parent and will be affected
greatly by this potential draft. Not only do I request more time but I would like to complain
about how poor the communication of this draft has been.
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SUBMISSION FIFTY FOUR
We submit this document at this late date because we believe the closure date for
comments on this far reaching, and to us potentially devastating plan, were inadequately
advertised and communicated to affected residents. The document is difficult to comment
on due to its lack of detail. We believe our area (West of the Railway) has many Heritage
houses, great amenity and has been unfairly dealt with in your plan in an effort to sacrifice it
in favour of other areas particularly those East of the Railway.
Our comments are as follows:
1. You use the Term “Active Streets” but do not define what this means.
2. You might want to encourage landscaping and greenery but how could this possibly
happen with such a huge redevelopment with high rise buildings up to 12 stories high in
a relatively small area? Would you mandate that the developers provide landscaping
and greenery. We are also worried about our existing gardens (which we lovingly
maintain and enjoy) should a high development be built and thus stop our sunlight. Lack
of sunlight not only stops plants thriving, it also stops people enjoying their living space.
3. Community Benefit. It is true that if parts of this plan go ahead more people will get a
roof over their heads in Elsternwick but at a cost to those already living in the area,
which at the present is a very desirable place to live, but will that be the case when all
the building is finished in the “Urban Renewal Precinct” and elsewhere in the plan. We
chose to come to live in Elsternwick (hopefully till the end of our days) because of the
charm and character of the “village” and the home we chose to live in. We live in one
of 4 Edwardian homes (three of which are lovingly maintained in the Edwardian style.
The 4th, although needing some attention could easily be a beautiful home (or if you
have your way a 12 storey building overlooking our home and destroying our way of life
and the end of our beautiful garden). We have added water tanks to assist with our
gardening, solar panelling (which would be useless with any overshadowing) to help with
electricity costs and all this would be to no avail if our lives were impacted in the
manner you are choosing.
4. The request for “Night Time Activity” does this mean: encourage all night venues such
as clubs and bars. Would this be of benefit to most residents of Elsternwick, or is it
intended to alter the whole character of the place to be more like St Kilda. We love
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that we can now walk up the street, talk to the shop owners and safely walk the street
at night. We would not like to see the more “seedier”and anti-social aspects of club
activity come to Elsternwick and we certainly do not want night noise.
5. “Innovative Approaches to Parking” What does this actually mean. For example a
Bayside development uses car lifts, please define. There is already a distinct shortage of
parking in Horne Street and surrounding areas. Cannot even imagine how it would be
with large extra numbers of people living in the vicinity, especially if parking was not
provided in the actual buildings.
6. Your heading “The Right Buildings in the Right Locations” is ominous to us as it takes
no account of the History of Settlement of Elsternwick and the Heritage of it being a
comfortable middle class suburb. I am sure this wasn’t on the radar of your Urban
Consultants. It sure is on our radar. As far as we know, we have not seen any
evidence that we elected the new Council and told them to go ahead and ruin our
neighbourhood.
7. How would it be possible to make a safe cycling path from your so called ”Southern
Urban Renewal Precinct” without substantial resumption of existing properties? Would
like to know more details of this idea.
8. Surely a Plaza on the North side of Glenhuntly Road at the Station would have
considerable impact on some iconic Elsternwick businesses such as “the Classic” and
do away with even more open air space.
9. Your Transport and Parking proposal includes what sounds like a relocation of the
Elsternwick Station Car Park which already is undersized for the amount of people
using the station. If this is the case it would be a disaster for residents in nearby streets
including Horne and McMillan Street where currently parking is chaotic and traffic flow
is extremely high and dangerous. We would like to see speed humps to stop the mad
dash down Horne Street to the highway.
10. Urban Renewal Precinct has a focus on employment. Does this mean a greater variety
of businesses would be permitted in such an area? We believe this would adversely
affect residents in Horne, McMillan and surrounding streets bringing even more traffic,
exacerbating parking problems and increasing noise.
11. You say that in the new Commercial mixed areas, a Developer would be able to apply
for permission to build extraordinarily high buildings (up to 8 stories). Does the
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I believe that the planned heritage/character housing of 1 to 2 storeys in height is not in
keeping with the area and a far more development friendly zoning should apply, at least to
the north side of Stanley Street.
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SUBMISSION SEVENTY EIGHT
From: website@gleneira.vic.gov.au [mailto:website@gleneira.vic.gov.au]
Sent: Thursday, 5 October 2017 5:10 PM
To: Glen Eira City Council
Subject: Make a complaint Submitted

Name:
Address:
Email:
Telephone business
hours:
Please provide any
request or enquiry
numbers you have been
given from Council in
relation to this matter:
Type of complaint?
Quality of decision
Complaint topic:
Other
I did not receive any notices of the intention to build 12 story high
rises on the Elsternwick Fringe and although I understand that
Details of complaint: change is inevitable this completely destroys the Elsternwick
(limit to 1,000
village. It diminishes the value of my home and I do not believe that
characters)
council alerted the neighbors at all. I am deeply disappointing with
the direction that council wishes to take and stand with residents on
fighting this matter.
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4. “Innovative Approaches to Parking” What does this actually mean. The Elsternwick
Background Report implies you intend to build on at least one of the crucial open air
carparks in Stanley Street. The whole Plan is vague as to how the parking issue which is
already critical, will be addressed.
5.

The Plan leans heavily on utilizing the Metro train link as if it has unlimited capacity.
The reality is that the system is already near saturation (ask Metro) and could not cope
with a doubling of the population of Elsternwick.

6. Your heading “The Right Buildings in the Right Locations” is ominous to us as it implies
there are “wrong buildings and houses”. It takes no account of the rich History of
Settlement of Elsternwick and the Heritage of it being a comfortable middle class
suburb. You state in Elsternwick Background Report that most of the Elsternwick study
area is protected under the Neighbourhood Residential Zone in which our property is
currently in. You say this protects residential areas and yet your new Plan appears in
direct contradiction of this statement.
7. How would it be possible to make a safe cycling path from your so called ”Southern
Urban Renewal Precinct” without substantial Resumption of existing properties?
8. Surely a Plaza on the North side of Glenhuntly Road at the Station would have
considerable impact on some iconic Elsternwick businesses such as “the Classic” and
do away with even more open air space.
9. You’re Transport and parking proposal includes what sounds like a relocation of the
Elsternwick Station Car Park. If this is the case it would be a disaster for residents in
nearby streets including us in McMillan Street.
10. Urban Renewal Precinct has a focus on employment. Does this mean a greater variety
of businesses would be permitted in such an area? We believe this would adversely
affect residents in McMillan Street bringing even more traffic, exacerbating parking
problems and increasing noise.
11. You say that in the new Commercial mixed areas, a Developer would be able to apply
for permission to build extraordinarily high buildings (up to 8 stories). Does the
“Providing Community Benefit” allow a developer to go even higher (4 stories more) if
they provide some communal facility. This is an extraordinary concession. How is
this defined, controlled and executed?
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12. The definitions of the new zones are extremely loose. In our own case we would come
under “Garden Apartment” and this could allow up to four story apartments, which
would not only be devastating for us, but would be in conflict with the protective
Covenant on our land as part of the Sherbrooke Estate. We think this once again
shows that the new plan plays no attention to the existing amenity of
residents and the historic nature of the suburb which attracted us to the
area in the first place.
13. In all the new Plan there is no attention given to the impact on infrastructure (apart
from vague statements about parking) of all this potential development and population
increase. Is there provision by Council for concomitant development of water
reticulation, sewer, electricity supply and drainage or will it be assumed the money for
all these necessary upgrades will be provided by the Residents through increased
charges from the various utilities?
14. The Urban Design Analysis document prepared by Planisphere has completely ignored
the heritage and communal nature of the quality housing on the West side of the
railway and in an ad hoc way identified it as an ideal location for increased development
intensity. No where do they explain how they assess that eight storey or even 12
storey building would be appropriate.
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stock is aged and the location ideal for redevelopment.' what makes a Victorian home aged
rather than worthy of preservation? Our home is fully renovated with double brick
throughout, double-glazing, solar panels, solar assisted hot water, water tanks - need I go
on? Most of the housing stock in our surrounding streets has also been renovated.
Importantly, streets such as Sandham street meet the criteria for 'existing built form and
neighbourhood character is mixed' and this this street is exempt from these changes.
Furthermore, these plans contravene the Councils own Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans
'Place-Making' goals to 'Enhance Elsternwick’s reputation as a cultural and entertainment hub.
Celebrate the historic character and village feel of the Glenhuntly Road retail strip. Support a
network of active streets and shared community and open spaces. Encourage landscaping and
greenery. Promote high quality urban design and architecture. Support safe, accessible and friendly
streets. Encourage development that provides a community benefit'.
Nor do the Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans meet the stated objectives in the 'Glen Eira
Quality design Principals, July 2017, ' heights and setbacks that respect the existing character of
the street'. The existing character of Oak Avenue and Alexandra Avenue is of heritage and
harmonious homes in quiet narrow streets, where people are currently happy to reside for
lengthy periods.
We, the residents had a visit from our Mayor, Mary Delahunty on Saturday the 9th of
September, Our Mayor said that Elsternwick was meeting its population objectives to date then why not leave our area alone? I note that the zone of higher storey development along
Glenhuntly Road, slide 7, Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans Existing Conditions Plan, has
been narrowed on slide 8, the Building transitions Plan, July 2017, which further protects
the Southern end of Streets such as St Georges Road - at the expense of my immediate
area. I can find no written reason for this change - nor can I understand the reasoning
behind the transition to build up a residential area rather than along an existing bustling
commercial street-cape and adjacent buildings.
The impact of the Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans on the future traffic in this area and on
the remaining population will be profound as the population density occurs. I realize that
the transport, parking and movement report is not out yet. I would also value your input
on the current plans and the lack of detail in these particular shortcomings. As you can
gather, I would much prefer that these changes to the zoning heights either do not proceed
or rather, proceed along the existing shopping zone of Glenhuntly Road, where carparking
and green strips could be incorporated - Ideally, I believe that moderate height residences
of up to 4 storeys could be built in totally new suburbs where the appropriate
infrastructure and green spaces can be incorporated at the time of the initial development.
Taking all this on board, at the very least please consider the sketchy/poor quality of these
Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans and vote to have a new set of more detailed and
environmentally sustainable set of quality concept ideas that people will actually want to live
in and that will be a legacy of your time as a Councillor that you can be proud of.
I implore you to please vote against these Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans, in their current
form.
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SUBMISSION NINETY FIVE
Sent: Wednesday, 27 September 2017 10:13 PM
To: Glen Eira City Council
Subject: Make a complaint Submitted
Name:
Address:
Email:
Please provide any request or enquiry numbers you have been given from Council in
relation to this matter:
Type of complaint?
Quality of action
Complaint topic:
Other
Details of complaint:
(limit to 1,000 characters)
I am complaining about the process used by Council in
seeking feedback in the lead-up (Stages 1-4) and present stages 5 and 6 of the Elsternwick
Draft Concept Plans. An early general letter we received in the post, which just invited
input into issues of general living in Elsternwick, was misleading, as there was no inkling that
Council was proposing such overwhelming and far reaching changes to the Planning Zones
of Elsternwick. There has been inadequate notification of all affected residents of the Time
points in the process (you shouldn't have to search Council's Web site in fine detail to find
this, we expect letters). The poor consultative process has put us owner/residents at
serious disadvantage. The use of jargon such as "activity" centres without definition made it
difficult for us to understand the gravity of what was being proposed. We think the whole
process is being rushed through Council and that the Time line should be extended to
allow us a better say.
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SUBMISSION NINETY SIX
I wanted to add that it doesn't hurt to have good will from the council. There is no place to pick up
or drop off by car at the train stations or supermarket. It is designed thus so residents can be fined
for trying to live normally in the area. Evidence? I received an infringement for a 10 second pick up.
How is it possible there are no drop off areas like in other suburbs. Guess what my perception of
the council is!!?
Thanks
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SUBMISSION NINETY SEVEN – PHONE SUBMISSION
Feedback:

opposes the urban renewal (8-12 storey) development adjoining her property at
Elsternwick as it would impact on the heritage significance of the
building if large towers were built in such close proximity.


However,
also wishes to explore whether there is any chance that the building
can be re-evaluated in terms of heritage significance, with the intent of removing
heritage overlay protection and including the property in the Urban Renewal Area.
Essentially, she does not oppose urban renewal if her property can be included.
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SUBMISSION NINETY EIGHT
From:
Sent: Sunday, 1 October 2017 9:15 PM
To:
Subject: Feedback on the Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans
Dear Councillor Athanasopoulos,
I am
and I live with my family at
Elsternwick in the area
bounded by the Nepean Highway and the Sandringham Railway line, in Elsternwick.
recently, my husband,
wrote to you about the Elsternwick Draft Concept
Plans. I also wish to add my views on these plans to you and the effect of the
implementation of these plans on my immediate surroundings should the plans be adopted.
I also want to offer some alternate strategies that would be a preferable outcome for my
family.
The area under examination has the car-yards along the highway and the remainder is a
quiet residential area. The concept plans, as sketched, predict height limits to either 4 on
my side of the street and 12 storeys across the road and nearby my home. These
plans predict a huge increase in population, do not include green areas, and the current
sketched concept plans are so vague as to not adequately indicate the quality or topography
of end result - what would the proposed building % footprint be? How would traffic be
managed? The trains are already standing room only to the city at most times of the day.
How would overshadowing be managed? Alexandra and Oak Avenue are both narrow
streets, how will this area function with a larger population? - and particularly during an
expansion period with builders trucks pausing in 1-lane streets? Alexandra Ave has a sharp
corner in it and is already somewhat hazardous at the bend.
The Background Report says ' 'The strip of land between the railway line and Nepean Highway
has been identified as an ideal location for increased development intensity, given:-The Nepean
Highway and railway line provide a clear buffer that minimises adverse impacts to low scale
surrounding areas'. It seems to me (and my neighbours) that we are to be sacrificed to
protect our neighbours across the railway line and elsewhere in Elsternwick. Currently, I
know my neighbours in the surrounding streets, historically, there has been very little
residential real estate turnover in these streets - you would be able to verify this in Council
documents. This low real estate turnover is not serendipity - it is because when people buy
into this area, they are welcomed, celebrated with end of year parties and welcome parties,
and the residents stay. It is a happy quiet area, we moved here in 1994 to live in Elsternwick
because of the many amenities, the public transport and the attractive beautiful Victorian
streetscape. We are 1 of 6 side by side Victorian homes in
. Alexandra Ave also is
predominantly renovated Victorian homes.
The Background Report also states ' The Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans, The existing built
form and neighbourhood character is mixed with no built form protections (excluding some
individually listed heritage sites that will continue to be protected). The existing residential building
stock is aged and the location ideal for redevelopment.' what makes a Victorian home aged
rather than worthy of preservation? Our home is fully renovated with double brick
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throughout, double-glazing, solar panels, solar assisted hot water, water tanks - need I go
on? Most of the housing stock in our surrounding streets has also been renovated.
Importantly, streets such as Sandham street meet the criteria for 'existing built form and
neighbourhood character is mixed' and this this street is exempt from these changes.
Furthermore, these plans contravene the Councils own Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans
'Place-Making' goals to 'Enhance Elsternwick’s reputation as a cultural and entertainment hub.
Celebrate the historic character and village feel of the Glenhuntly Road retail strip. Support a
network of active streets and shared community and open spaces. Encourage landscaping and
greenery. Promote high quality urban design and architecture. Support safe, accessible and friendly
streets. Encourage development that provides a community benefit'.
Nor do the Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans meet the stated objectives in the 'Glen Eira
Quality design Principals, July 2017, ' heights and setbacks that respect the existing character of
the street'. The existing character of Oak Avenue and Alexandra Avenue is of heritage and
harmonious homes in quiet narrow streets, where people are currently happy to reside for
lengthy periods.
We, the residents had a visit from our Mayor, Mary Delahunty on Saturday the 9th of
September, Our Mayor said that Elsternwick was meeting its population objectives to date then why not leave our area alone? I note that the zone of higher storey development along
Glenhuntly Road, slide 7, Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans Existing Conditions Plan, has
been narrowed on slide 8, the Building transitions Plan, July 2017, which further protects
the Southern end of Streets such as St Georges Road - at the expense of my immediate
area. I can find no written reason for this change - nor can I understand the reasoning
behind the transition to build up a residential area rather than along an existing bustling
commercial street-cape and adjacent buildings.
The impact of the Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans on the future traffic in this area and on
the remaining population will be profound as the population density increases. I realize that
the transport, parking and movement report is not out yet. I would also value your input
on the current plans and the lack of detail in these particular shortcomings. As you can
gather, I would much prefer that these changes to the zoning heights either do not proceed
or rather, proceed along the existing shopping zone of Glenhuntly Road, where carparking
and green strips could be incorporated - Ideally, I believe that moderate height residences
of up to 4 storeys could be built in totally new suburbs where the appropriate
infrastructure and green spaces can be incorporated at the time of the initial development.
Taking all this on board, at the very least please consider the sketchy/poor quality of these
Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans and vote to have a new set of more detailed and
environmentally sustainable set of quality concept ideas that people will actually want to live
in and that will be a legacy of your time as a Councillor that you can be proud of.
I implore you to please vote against these Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans, in their current
form. Earlier this year, I provided feedback to the survey on what I liked about Glen Eira
and the Elsternwick shopping precinct. My feedback was that I valued the shopping strip
and its character - there was no indication in the survey that this sentiment would block a
density increase behind the existing facades and that the growth zone would be transferred
to my own quiet livable backyard.
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You would be most welcome to come and visit us, in our home, if this would be helpful for
you, my husband
and I would value an interaction with you and to hear your advice
and opinions on this matter,
mentioned that you were to be away for a while, please
contact us again, if you can spare the time. We are fully aware that Councils are under
pressure from the State Government to accommodate more residents, however, the
Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans are a complete change to what has been voted as a 'livable
city'.
Sincerely,
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SUBMISSION NINETY NINE
From:
Sent: Saturday, 7 October 2017 8:22 PM
To: Cr. Nina Taylor
Subject: HPE CM: Re: Feedback on the Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans
Dear Councillor Taylor,
I am writing to give my perspective on the July 2017 Elsternwick Draft concept Plans. The
existence of these plans was brought to my attention by a letter from an unaffected
resident, into my letterbox, at the end of August. Without this letter, I would be living
most happily in Elsternwick oblivious to the potential changes to the height of buildings in
my area.
I have lived in Elsternwick for 23 years, with my family, at
Elsternwick in
the area bounded by the Nepean Highway and the Sandringham Railway line, I want to offer
some alternate strategies that would be a preferable outcome for my family.
Just some background, I did complete the survey earlier this year asking what I liked about
my shopping area, Glenhuntly Road. I completed the survey saying that I find Elsternwick
shops meet most of my shopping needs and that with some improvements/additional bike
lanes, Elsternwick is a very wonderful place to be able to live.
I want to stress that my comments did not mean that I was against development along
Glenhuntly Road. The heritage and quaint facades could be retained while developing the
immediate and further rear of these shops and adjacent buildings. Glenhuntly Road is
ideally suited to have apartments behind the shops, with all essential amenities, including
public transport virtually on the doorstep.
It was interesting that at the last Council Meeting on 26th of September, a Councillor stated
that ‘the focus is on development to meet economic needs – rather than sustainability, at
this stage’. As you have indicated that your values include ‘to minimize carbon output
involving a focus on public transport usage, energy efficiency and sustainable gardening
practices’, surely there is conflict here between your values as stated and the new
developments as shown in the sketches of the Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans. I also share
your values, my husband and I have our renovated our 1888 Victorian home (1 of a
continuous row of 6 Victorian double-fronted homes) with a double brick extension,
double-glazing, solar panels, solar assisted hot water, 2 rain-water tanks – need I go on?
Contrary to Glenhuntly Road, my immediate neighborhood is a quiet residential area. The
concept plans, as sketched, predict height limits to either 4 on my side of the street and 12
storeys across the road and nearby my home. These plans predict a huge increase in
population, do not include green areas, and the current sketched concept plans are so
vague as to not adequately indicate the quality or topography of end result - what would
the proposed building % footprint be? How would traffic be managed? The trains are
already standing room only to the city at most times of the day. How would overshadowing
be managed? Alexandra and Oak Avenue are both narrow streets, how will this area
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function with a larger population? - and particularly during an expansion period with
builders trucks pausing in 1-lane streets? Alexandra Ave has a sharp corner in it and is
already somewhat hazardous at the bend.
The Background Report says ' 'The strip of land between the railway line and Nepean Highway
has been identified as an ideal location for increased development intensity, given:-The Nepean
Highway and railway line provide a clear buffer that minimises adverse impacts to low scale
surrounding areas'. It seems to me (and my neighbours) that we are to be sacrificed to
protect our neighbours across the railway line and elsewhere in Elsternwick. Currently, I
know my neighbours in the surrounding streets, historically, there has been very little
residential real estate turnover in these streets - you would be able to verify this in Council
documents. This low real estate turnover is not serendipity - it is because when people buy
into this area, they are welcomed, celebrated with end of year parties and welcome parties,
and the residents stay. It is a happy quiet area, we moved here in 1994 to live in Elsternwick
because of the many amenities, the public transport and the attractive beautiful Victorian
streetscape. We are 1 of 6 side by side Victorian homes in
Alexandra Ave also is
predominantly renovated Victorian homes.
The Background Report also states ' The Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans, The existing built
form and neighbourhood character is mixed with no built form protections (excluding some
individually listed heritage sites that will continue to be protected). The existing residential building
stock is aged and the location ideal for redevelopment.' what makes a Victorian home aged
rather than worthy of preservation? Our home is fully renovated with double brick
throughout, double-glazing, solar panels, solar assisted hot water, 2 rain-water tanks - need
I go on? Most of the housing stock in our surrounding streets has also been renovated.
Importantly, streets such as Sandham street meet the criteria for 'existing built form and
neighbourhood character is mixed' and yet Sandham Street is exempt from these changes.
Furthermore, these plans contravene the Councils own Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans
'Place-Making' goals to 'Enhance Elsternwick’s reputation as a cultural and entertainment hub.
Celebrate the historic character and village feel of the Glenhuntly Road retail strip. Support a
network of active streets and shared community and open spaces. Encourage landscaping and
greenery. Promote high quality urban design and architecture. Support safe, accessible and friendly
streets. Encourage development that provides a community benefit'.
Nor do the Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans meet the stated objectives in the 'Glen Eira
Quality design Principals, July 2017, ' heights and setbacks that respect the existing character of
the street'. The existing character of Oak Avenue and Alexandra Avenue is of heritage and
harmonious homes in quiet narrow streets, where people are currently happy to reside for
lengthy periods.
We, the residents had a visit from our Mayor, Mary Delahunty on Saturday the 9th of
September, Our Mayor said that Elsternwick was meeting its population objectives to date then why not leave our area alone? I note that the zone of higher storey development along
Glenhuntly Road, slide 7, Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans Existing Conditions Plan, has
been narrowed on slide 8, the Building transitions Plan, July 2017, which further protects
the Southern end of Streets such as St Georges Road - at the expense of my immediate
area. I can find no written reason for this change - nor can I understand the reasoning
behind the transition to build up a residential area rather than along an existing bustling
commercial street-cape and adjacent buildings.
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The impact of the Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans on the future traffic in this area and on
the remaining population will be profound as the population density occurs. I realize that a
detailed transport, parking and movement report is not out yet. I would also value your
input on the current plans and the lack of detail in these particular shortcomings. As you
can gather, I would much prefer that these changes to the zoning heights either do not
proceed or rather, proceed along the existing shopping zone of Glenhuntly Road, where
carparking and green strips could be incorporated - Ideally, I believe that moderate height
residences of up to 4 storeys could be built in totally new suburbs where the appropriate
infrastructure and green spaces can be incorporated at the time of the initial development.
Taking all this on board, at the very least please consider the sketchy/poor quality of these
Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans and vote to have a new set of more detailed and
environmentally sustainable set of quality concept ideas that people will actually want to live
in and that will be a legacy of your time as a Councillor that you can be proud of.
You would be most welcome to come and visit us, in our home, if this would be helpful for
you, my husband
and I would value an interaction with you and to hear your advice
and opinions on this matter. We are fully aware that Councils are under pressure from the
State Government to accommodate more residents, however, the Elsternwick Draft
Concept Plans are a complete change to what has been voted as a 'livable city' and I cannot
see their suitability in this beautiful residential location.
I implore you to please vote against these Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans, in their current
placement.
Sincerely,

Elsternwick
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SUBMISSION ONE HUNDRED
Tell us what you think of the transformation concepts
Transformation concepts are quite good - especially more green areas. It is imperative that
the heritage character of the residential and retail areas is maintained.
Tell us what you think of the building transition plans
Urban renewal area is a suitable location for larger scale development. Once a heritage area
is damaged, that is irreparable. This places a heavy burden on Council to avoid damage.
Do you have any other feedback on the draft concept plans?
Keep building heights to a minimum in sensitive areas and areas abutting heritage areas.
Four storeys is too high. Consideration of financial profits from changes should not outweigh
the importance of the village/community ambience that pervades Elsternwick currently.
Unsuitable development can easily ruin an area forever.
Transport, parking and movement plans will be incorporated into the next stage of
developing a structure plan. What do you think should be considered?
New developments have to provide parking for residents and their visitors, and Council must
insist on full compliance with its car parking ratios, not cash in lieu. Glenhuntly Rd gets
congested so keep this in mind. Multi-storey car parks are ugly so put underground parking
wherever possible. Shoppers (other than supermarkets) have to be prepared to walk and not
expect parking outside the shop. Parking needs easy access to main roads. Ensure
Woolworths provides enough car parking for the supermarket and any other land use on their
site. They cannot use parking in local streets.
Kind regards
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SUBMISSION ONE HUNDRED AND ONE
From:
Sent: Sunday, 24 September 2017 11:00 PM
To: Glen Eira City Futures
Subject: Elsternwick Draft Concept Plans

]

Hi,
First I'd like to express my disappointment at the level of consultation and notice provided
to residents that stand to be impacted by this draft plan.
Secondly, I'll like to register my strong objection to this plan! I believe I am a reasonable
resident and see that there is some scope and communityl benefit to increase the housing
density in the Urban renewal/transport hub zone. However to propose up to 12 storeys is
just outrageous. I could not see in your documentation any description of what might
constitute a development that is "providing community benefit" and I'm sure I can't think of
any benefit to any one but the developer in having a 9th, 10th, 11th and 12th storey. These
are high rise developments and is simply excessive and greedy in a neighbourhood like
Elsternwick.
I recently went through a planning process and was given a very clear instruction that there
was "no scope" to increase the overshadowing on my neighbours in adding a second storey.
How can Council now, a mere 6 months later, think it is OK for 12 storeys to be
constructed less that 3 meters from my building and plunge most of my site in the shade
until mid morning.
I bought a house in this zone that had clear rules around over looking and overshadowing
and I want to know how Council intends to protect our investments? I also want a very
clear definition on what constitutes "providing community benefit".
Elsternwick can retain it's community feel with sensitive medium density housing e.g. up to
6 storeys with appropriate setbacks to stop over shadowing but to double that does not
benefit this community - it devalues and erodes it!
Please respond to my questions and let me know how yo intend to improve the
consultation level with your rate payers around this draft concept plan going forward.
Regards,
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SUBMISSION ONE HUNDRED AND TWO
From:
Sent: Friday, 6 October 2017 8:55 AM
To: Cr. Mary Delahunty; Glen Eira City Futures
Cc:
Subject: High rise proposal [DLM=Sensitive:Personal]
Sensitive: Personal
Good morning Ms Delahunty and Councillors
I received yesterday via the Owners Corporation Manager an email from a location
resident alerting me to the proposed planning changes for Elsternwick.
First, I think it is disgusting that changes so drastic to the amenity and lives of current
home-owners and residents appear to be proceeding by stealth. I am grateful to have
heard about it from a fellow resident, enabling me the opportunity to express my complete
opposition to the proposed developments.
I will be personally affected by the proposed amendments in that where my surrounding
buildings are restricted currently to 3 storeys, it appears it is proposed that development
from 6 – 12 storeys be allowed. This would completely destroy the amenity of my
home and the entire area. I purchased my property based specifically on the fact that it
could not be built in; that I would not lose my light, my vision of the sky and my privacy. I
can potentially be surrounded on three sides by 12 storey buildings.
I am sure everyone in this area purchased their homes in this area for many of the same
reasons. A huge part of the charm of this area is the peaceful, treed, open ambience and
you appear to be proposing a ghetto - boosting “night-time activity… and entertainment.”
Parking is already at a premium and access to Elsternwick shopping strip is becoming
increasingly difficult with the already increased apartment development.
The Objectives stated in your draft concept plans are weasel-words rubbish. Greed.
Greed. Greed.
Instead of looking to line your coffers, you should be considering your duty to protect the
lifestyles and amenity of the current residents who elected you to protect their interests.
Why don’t you walk around the streets, Ms Delahunty, and tell your constituents in clear
language what you are proposing to inflict on them. Councils know that sending out letters
may comply with what they are required to do, but they also know very well that the
majority of people are unlikely to read and absorb what is in those letters. Do you
honestly think that you and your fellow councillors would have been elected had you told
voters that you were going to introduce this high rise development?
Shame Ms Delahunty. Shame on you and your colleagues.
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SUBMISSION ONE HUNDRED AND THREE
From:
Sent: Wednesday, 4 October 2017 6:58 AM
To: Glen Eira City Futures
Subject: Twelve storey limit

Dear City Planners,
are you aware of forecasts for temperatures in Melbourne by century end?
Are you aware of the heat sinks that will be created if the proposals go ahead to allow
concentrations of blocks of apartments twelve storeys tall?
If not, please read this from the ABC:
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2017-10-04/sydney-melbourne-urged-to-prepare-for-50c-daysby-end-of-century/9012640

Regards,
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SUBMISSION ONE HUNDRED AND FOUR
From:
Sent: Thursday, 5 October 2017 6:09 PM
To: Glen Eira City Futures
Subject: Feedback re Elsternwick concept draft
Hi
I have already previously given feedback however I would like to top it up.
Firstly the first stages of this consultation did not context the extent of this concept . It was
headlined Elsternwick shopping area and therefore was misleading the public and my family
and our street .How fair is that ? How legal is that? Conclusions from this consultation are
flawed given the lack of broader feedback from other area affected by this concept now . I
would be all for more development on glenhuntly Rd shops vs my street but never got to
have that say.
If the development near the highway goes ahead , our preference would be to add the park
/ green zone in and nearer oak Avenue .the green park or green area would be welcome
by more residents affected by this potential urban renewal near Oak vs Elm and therefore
would be a great buffet and escape from any potential over shadowing .Please consider
placement of this nearer my home .
If Ford or Toyota 's land develops into high rise then we would also want this choice to go
higher eg . In the event we need to sell we can assume that option would favour us also .
Regards

Regards
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SUBMISSION ONE HUNDRED AND FIVE
From:
Sent: Tuesday, 3 October 2017 1:20 PM
To: Glen Eira City Futures
Subject: STOP the 12 STOREY RE-ZONE in ELSTERNWICK
Dear Sir/Madam
I have just learned (not from the council’s notification) of the city council's proposal to
change the zoning so that 12 Storey apartment blocks will be approved for construction in
the Elsternwick area. I understand that many of the residents and small business owners in
the area are strongly opposed to such a development.
I think substantial majority of residents and owners in this area will be clearly against the
12-storey High Rise re-zone. The reasons are clear:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

concerns around traffic chaos;
overshadowing;
privacy;
loss of heritage/character property;
already over-crowded parking, streets, train and bus facilities;
loss of village feel;
lack of open space and parkland;
stretching of Elsternwick amenities; and
a very vague, poorly planned and poorly communicated proposal.

The simple question here will be what the public interest of this proposal is?
Planning Policies, Area Plans and Guidance
Section 4(1) of the Planning & Environment Act 1987 Objectives: “To secure a pleasant,
efficient and safe working, living and recreational environment for all Victorians and visitors
to Victoria”.
It is apparent that additional high rises building will create additional noise, traffic of locals
and its visitors. It will also create scenario where street car parking will be occupied by
occupiers and visitors of these additional buildings. I understand that proposed plan does
not allow for creation of additional parking spaces on the streets.
Reference to other issues which affect current community of occupiers as a
whole, rather than individual interests:
The proposed development is particularly ill-considered namely where developer is making
money the others i.e. current owners losing money and creation of inconvenience. Perhaps
developers contribute to build parking’s on its sites.
Reference to sites considerations:
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Proposed development will lead to over development in different shape and colour.
These potential developments may have an adverse impact on the neighbourhood character
of the precinct due to its:
a. height and mass;
b. materials, shapes, colour and bulkiness,
c. roof form;
d. proximity to boundaries, continual built form covering nearly the entire site;
e. and many other detailed elements of the design.
It is no doubt; this development will also have effect on infrastructure such as electricity,
gas, water delivery, and drainage and sewerage services.
Reference to surrounding areas:
The proposed developments will be dominating nearby buildings; it will be in conflict with
the pattern of development and character of this beautiful area of Elsternwick.
The massively oversized proposed development would be an all-pervading overbearing
presence to residents and visitors.
Widescale Impact
Due to the size of this development and importance of current status quo as the focal point
of the neighbourhood, the detrimental impact to current value and existing neighbourhood
character is felt not just in the streets immediately bordering this site, but for many blocks
in all directions.
Reference to Glen Eira Planning Scheme


Proposal is not consistent with the clause 22.05: “a higher density would be encouraged
for shop top housing within a commercial centre.”



Proposal is not consistent with this clause 52.06; this project will create additional
demand for additional car parking spaces however it appears new spaces cannot be
delivered therefore people will park on the street which adversely affect the amenity of
the locality.

Summary
Non-Compliance
The objections are maintained on the failure of the Application to comply with the
following:
a. Neighbourhood Character
b. Design – observance of current design.
c. Scale/Amenity – park/community character/development.
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d. Car parking - Insufficient parking on public owned sites, impact on current residents’
street parking amenity.
e. Sustainability - The proposed development most probably does not meet best practice
guidelines for sustainable development.
f. Traffic congestion
It should be noted that the objectives of Planning in Victoria as set out in Section 4(1) of
the Planning & Environment Act 1987, amongst other things, is “To balance the present and
future interests of all Victorians”. It is clearly does not support council proposal which is
obviously subject to others objections.
Kind Regards
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SUBMISSION ONE HUNDRED AND SIX
From:
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 6:57 PM
To: Glen Eira City Futures
Subject: Elsternwick Draft Concept
As an owner of a property in
Elsternwick, I wish to strongly protest the new
building height limits that are being pushed through the council with little or no reference
to the public.
I have only just heard about the proposed plans. No direct mail out was provided to me
which is disturbing. I have owned my property for over 15 years and am very upset at the
Council's total lack of consultation.
I wish to confirm my disagreement with high rise in this area. Who will benefit from
making a beautiful suburb look like a bunch of glass towers.
Shame on the Council for not advising me of such a radical change to Elsternwick.
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SUBMISSION ONE HUNDRED AND SEVEN
From:
Sent: Wednesday, 11 October 2017 10:11 AM
To: Glen Eira City Futures
Subject: elsternwick structure plan -

elstermwick

Hello
I own the property,
Elsternwick. As they are rented I was not aware
of the proposed amendments to the area. My property is located within the proposed
urban renewal zone however my property has a local heritage overlay on it. The property
has actually been altered significantly over the years and so it is hard to understand where
its heritage value lies.
The proposed planning changes (which I support) will further erode any residual heritage
significance. The site is almost 1000 sqm with only one neighbour abutting it and as such
would make a very good higher density site as envisaged within the zone.
Currently my site will not be rezoned and I feel this should be reviewed as part of the
current review and proposed planning amendments to allow for future development. I
believe allowing the site to be redeveloped will be of greater benefit to the area and will
align with council objectives in relation to increasing the density along the train line. I d not
believe this will result in any loss of heritage value as the existing building has been altered
so significantly over the years.
I would be keen to discuss my site and the proposed rezoning further at the earliest
opportunity.
Kind regards
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SUBMISSION ONE HUNDRED AND EIGHT
From:
Sent: Wednesday, 11 October 2017 10:11 AM
To: Glen Eira City Futures
Subject: elsternwick structure plan -

elstermwick

Hello
I own the property,
Elsternwick. As they are rented I was not aware
of the proposed amendments to the area. My property is located within the proposed
urban renewal zone however my property has a local heritage overlay on it. The property
has actually been altered significantly over the years and so it is hard to understand where
its heritage value lies.
The proposed planning changes (which I support) will further erode any residual heritage
significance. The site is almost 1000 sqm with only one neighbour abutting it and as such
would make a very good higher density site as envisaged within the zone.
Currently my site will not be rezoned and I feel this should be reviewed as part of the
current review and proposed planning amendments to allow for future development. I
believe allowing the site to be redeveloped will be of greater benefit to the area and will
align with council objectives in relation to increasing the density along the train line. I d not
believe this will result in any loss of heritage value as the existing building has been altered
so significantly over the years.
I would be keen to discuss my site and the proposed rezoning further at the earliest
opportunity.
Kind regards
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SUBMISSION ONE HUNDRED AND NINE
-----Original Message----From:
Sent: Monday, 14 August 2017 7:13 PM
To: Glen Eira City Futures
Subject: Elsternwick Integrated Transport Feedback - Bike and Pedestrian Infrastructure Glenhuntly Rd
Dear Sir/Madam,
Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the Transport and Parking Consultation
document for Elsternwick.
I have attached a short report for consideration.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or require further information.
Kind Regards
Elsternwick
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Enhanced bike access and pedestrian
Safety - Glenhuntly Rd

The purpose of this document is to provide feedback on bike access and infrastructure and
pedestrian safety along Glenhuntly Rd .
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Bike Infrastructure
Recently, publicly accessible bikes have been placed along Glenhuntly Rd. This is a
fantastic initiative however it does highlight infrastructure deficiencies and additional action
which needs to be taken to enhance bike access to the village of Elsternwick.
1. Dedicated Bike Lane along Glenhuntly Rd. This is required to ensure safe
passage for people intending to ride bikes to the station, cinema, cafe/restraunts
or shopping centre.
2. Bike Racks. Bike racks are desperately required to enhance the use of public
and privately owned bikes. The bottom 2 photos shown above are at Elsternwick
Station.There is not a single bike rack to safely secure a bike. The addition of
dedicated bike racks would allow bikes to securely stored thereby encourage
bike riding to the station.At the time these photos were taken (Aug 13) one
publicly accessible bike was at the station and one privately owned bike was
secured to a no standing sign. In other areas along Glenhuntly most privately
owned bikes are secure to no standing signs (Classic #2Cinema and Mother
Instinct Cafe) . In many cases the publicly accessible yellow bikes had collapsed
on the ground other than those observed at Elsternwick Plaza (top left photo)
where there were dedicated bike racks.
3. Elsternwick has a great opportunity to enhance the use of bikes as a preferred
form of transport. A key site for adding bike racks is at Elsternwick Station. This
is because it is the key public transport centre to service areas such as Elwood
and the Eastern areas of Elsternwick. In Europe bike racks at railway stations
are plentiful and are a means to support the use of public transport.
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Pedestrian Safety - Glenhuntly Rd from Brighton Rd to
Gordon Street.
There is an urgent need to improve pedestrian safety along Glenhuntly Rd.
Specifically the areas which require improvement include the intersections of McCombie
Street and Glenhuntly Rd; Ripon Grove and Glenhuntly Rd, Horne Street and Glenhuntly Rd
and Gordon Street and Glenhuntly Rd.
At each of these intersections pedestrians are at high risk of road trauma due to the
absence of clearly defined pedestrian walkways.
This definition is required for vehicles, trucks and pedestrians.

Photo above: Gordon Street Glenhuntly Rd intersection Elsternwick.
The example above has been used to describe the issue. Firstly vehicles do not slow down
until they reach the white line to the right. There is no clearly defined markings on the road
to define a pedestrian crossing. The crossing is not elevated to slow traffic prior to reaching
the crossing.
Potential solutions.
1. Mark the pedestrian crossing
2. Elevate the pedestrian crossing to slow traffic prior to reaching the pedestrian
crossing.
Areas which are in great need include key intersections along Glenhuntly Rd between
Elsternwick Station and Brighton Rd. The amount of foot traffic from Elwood is substantial.
The reason for this is that residents of Elwoood travel by foot to Elsternwick Station.
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SUBMISSION ONE HUNDRED AND TEN
On 31 Aug 2017, at 8:54 pm,
wrote:
Dear Mary
Thank you for your
reply, I understand your time is valuable the question is Why was there
no consultation on the re-zoning nepean highway urban precinct 6-12 storey? As a resident of 46
years in oak avenue it is daunting to be faced with the possibility of having a 12 storey tower literally
on my doorstep. The infrastructure is grossly inadequate at the moment by adding another two
thousand residents will not help. By constantly erecting these apartments that are becoming the
new council revenue, you don't appear to be adhering to your mantra.
("I will apply my skills for social good and I truly believe government is a place of change. I want to
make sure the change being created by Local Government is for the better. I want to add to this
great City and continue to build on the strong foundation we have at Glen Eira to create a safe and
connected community.”
Cr Delahunty is passionate about open space and community
participation in government decisions.")
Elsternwick is renowned for its historic homes and community, that's certainly slowly diminishing!
Please take into consideration these are people's homes, their havens you are taking away the
aesthetics and value by making glen eira into a concrete jungle.
Kind regards
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