ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA 14 SEPTEMBER 2021

9.7 OUTCOMES OF ADVERTISING: DRAFT PRECINCT STRUCTURE PLAN AND DRAFT PLACE
PLAN - LEEDERVILLE; AND PREPARATION OF AMENDMENT 7 TO LOCAL PLANNING

SCHEME NO. 2
Attachments: 1. Leederville Town Centre Place Plan - Summary of Submissions

2. Leederville Town Centre Place Plan
3. Draft Precinct Structure Plan - Summary of Submissions
4. Draft Precinct Structure Plan - Schedule of Modifications
5. Draft Amended Precinct Structure Plan - Tracked
6. Amendment 7 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 - Form 2A
7. Public Open Space Amendment

RECOMMENDATION:

That Council:

1. ADOPTS Volume 04: Leederville Town Centre Place Plan included as Attachment 2;

2, RECOMMENDS that the Western Australian Planning Commission approve the modifications
listed at Attachment 4 and the revised Leederville Precinct Structure Plan included as
Attachment 5;

3. PREPARES Amendment No. 7 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 included as Attachment 6,
pursuant to Section 75 of the Planning and Development Act 2005;

4. CONSIDERS Amendment No. 7 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 as a standard amendment
under Regulation 35(2) of the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes)
Regulations 2015 as the amendment;

4.1 The amendment relates to a zone that is consistent with the objectives of the Scheme;

4.2 The amendment would have minimal impact on the surrounding area as the rezoning
and reclassification of land would not alter the existing built form requirements on the
subject sites;

4.3 The amendment would not alter the Urban zoning under the Metropolitan Region
Scheme;

44 The amendment would not result in any significant environmental, social, economic or
governance impacts; and

4.5 The amendment is not considered to be a basic or complex amendment, as defined
within the regulations; and

5. NOTES:

5.1 Administration will publish a notice of adoption of Volume 04: Leederville Town Centre
Place Plan on the City’s website and social media platforms and will notify Leederville
Connect and all those who made submissions on the document;

5.2 Submissions received in relation to the advertising of the draft Volume 04: Leederville
Town Centre Place Plan and draft Leederville Precinct Structure Plan, and
Administration’s response to the submissions, are included as Attachment 1 and 3
respectively; and

5.3 Administration will forward Amendment No. 7 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 to the
Environmental Protection Authority pursuant to Section 8 of the Planning and
Development Act 2005 before advertising the amendment for public comment.
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ELECTION PERIOD STATEMENT:

The decision the Council may make in relation to this item could constitute a ‘Major Policy Decision’ within
the context of the City of Vincent Election Period Policy, however, an exemption should be made because it
is in line with proper and orderly planning, Council’s stated strategic intent in its Local Planning Strategy and
Council is obliged to submit the Precinct Structure Plan to the Western Australian Planning Commission
within 60 days of the close of advertising.

PURPOSE OF REPORT:

To consider:

¢ the outcomes of the Design Leederville public consultation and adoption of the draft Volume 04:
Leederville Town Centre Place Plan (LTCPP);
e the recommendation to Western Australian Planning Commission to approve the draft Leederville
Precinct Structure Plan (LPSP); and
e the preparation of Amendment 7 to align the Local Planning Scheme for the implementation of the
Leederville Precinct Structure Plan.

BACKGROUND:

The City commenced the preparation of the draft LPSP and LTCPP in 2019. Step 1 was to understand the
Leederville Precinct from a technical perspective through desktop research and site visits, culminating in a

detailed SWOT Analysis.

Step 2 was to inform the community and key stakeholders of the findings to determine if these matched with
community personal experiences and knowledge. This provided further context, history and information

about the current use of the precinct. A preliminary consultation was undertaken titled Design Leederville in
2019. The schedule was as follows:

Engagement Action/Intent Date
Imagine Vincent e Agallery of ideas which called for submitters to share | 27 September — 23
Consultation page their vision for the future of Leederville; and November 2019

e A map of ideas which asked submitters to use aerial
imagery to pin point locations of specific ideas.

Meet the project team

The team setup at the Eaterville event in the Leederville
Village Square to promote the Design Leederville
campaign.

13 October 2019

Gallery of ideas one

The team setup the ideas gallery in the Oxford Reserve
and subsequently moved to the Leederville Village Square
for the evening Eaterville event. The gallery included ten
initial ideas from stakeholders some arising from the
context report and some coming out of the initial
stakeholder interviews. Each of these are matched to the
six Council Priorities of the Strategic Community Plan to
outline what the idea would achieve.

20 October 2019

Gallery of ideas two

The team setup the Design Leederville ideas gallery in
Oxford Reserve, the gallery maintained all input from the
previous gallery so that new submitters could review and
build on the comments.

26 October 2019

Community Workshop

The team setup at the Library with the gallery of ideas and
also ran a workshop to discuss and understand ideas
created by the Community in the Workshop

16 November 2019

Design Leederville 2019 resulted in approximately 140 visitors to the gallery of ideas, providing discussion,
comments and ideas. An additional 46 written and 48 mapped ideas were submitted through Imagine
Vincent. This resulted in approximately 250 comments and ideas which informed the Outcomes of Design
Leederville 2019 and the Opportunity and Constraints mapping.

One of the major stakeholders involved since the start of the projects is Leederville Connect, the local Town
Team. Leederville Connect’s involvement has been invaluable in providing early input from the perspective of
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business owners, residents, and experts. Leederville Connect and its Design sub-committee has put together
several design resources which evolve over time. This includes Leederville Narrative, Good ideas for
Leederville, Leederville’s Character and Shared Spaces, Social Infrastructure in Leederville, Leederville’s
User Experience and Making Good Places. The Design Resources helped inform new design proposals and
convey what is needed in the centre from the Town Team’s perspective.

At its Ordinary Meeting on 27 April 2021, Council endorsed for advertising the LPSP and LTCPP.

The advertised draft LPSP included development requirements and objectives that aim to achieve the
following:

e Maintaining character of Oxford Street by including a height limit of two storeys and requiring traditional
shop front design in the core.

e A place for everyone —

o  Enhancing the education and civic land uses in the area to continue to support a diverse
demographic of people living, working, and enjoying the area.
o Avariety of housing in the area with lower density to the north and increased density to the south.

e Transit Oriented Development — Increased density in close proximity to the train station to enable
transport choice. The draft LPSP also aligns with the City’s draft Accessible City Strategy to prioritise
pedestrians, followed by cyclists; followed by public transport users; followed by people who choose to
drive.

e  Support for local businesses — Increased housing density around commercial areas to improve the
catchment, while at the same time allowing market-led (no minimum, no maximum) commercial floor
space to ensure flexibility and responsiveness.

e Improved landscaping — The draft LPSP provides provisions aligned with the City’s Built Form Policy to
seek landscaping outcomes on private land that exceed the provisions of the R-Codes.

e Improved pedestrian movement and access — The draft LPSP proposes an east-west pedestrian
connection on the existing Mounts Bay Drain through the town centre through formal agreement with
the Water Corporation. Improved north and south pedestrian connections are also proposed and are to
be secured through development incentives and requirements.

¢ Improving public open spaces — The draft LPSP proposes to maintain and enhance the permeability of
Oxford Reserve and Leederville Oval.

The LTCPP provides the context of Leederville and includes key actions for the City to implement or
advocate for, arranged in the six Council priorities of the Strategic Community Plan.

The 2021 Design Leederville consultation campaign ran from 10 May until 5 July 2021. A consultation open
day occurred on 29 May 2021, and the project team were in Leederville on 5 June and 19 June. While letters
were not sent to individual owners in the area, brochures were circulated to the entire City of Vincent
notifying of the open day and included a notice of the proposed Precinct Structure Plan and Place Plan. Staff
members also met business owners in Leederville to discuss the project and held further one-on-one
meetings with interested stakeholders.

DETAILS:
In this latest campaign, the City received a combined 53 submissions for both projects. This included 22
surveys and 4 written submissions for the draft LTCPP, and 14 surveys and 13 written submissions for the

draft LPSP.

Leederville Town Centre Place Plan

A summary of submissions and Administration’s suggested modifications on the draft LTCPP is included at
Attachment 1:

e  Strong support for developing a concept plan for Oxford Street Reserve with additional suggestions for
further design aspects to consider when creating the plan;

e Preference for an underpass or overpass at various points along Loftus Street to assist
pedestrian/cyclist crossing, rather than signal timing improvements as a solution;

e Changes to the action to beautify Electric Lane to reflect the current state of the laneway/ABN
development; and

e  Strong support for the beautification of Electric Lane and the installation of LED streetlights along
Oxford Street.
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The primary amendments resulting from community consultation were to add wording to the analysis section.
The purpose of these changes is to provide further clarity to the intent of the action and to ensure specific
aspects raised by the submissions are considered at the time the action is implemented (for example,
pedestrian amenity and safe crossings, shade, power supply, signage, lighting, greenery, recycling stations,
traffic calming measures and universal access).

Leederville Precinct Structure Plan

A summary of submissions and Administration’s suggested modifications on the draft LPSP is included at
Attachment 3. The main issues raised are as follows:

e  Opposition to the draft proposed vehicle connection from Carr Place to Loftus Street;
o Density is needed to support the success of the town centre; and
e New development needs to be sensitively designed to maintain the character of the precinct.

In response to these issues, Administration proposes the following key amendments:

e Removal of the draft proposed vehicle connection of Carr Place and Loftus Street.
e Changing the provisions relating to Development Incentives for Community Benefit:
o to seek alternative north-south pedestrian and vehicle connections; and
o reframe the criteria to achieve the community benefits.
e  Amendment of the Building Heights:
o to provide clear maximum heights; and
o to adjust the allowed heights to provide more suitable transitions between each sub-precinct and
provide more opportunity for development within 800m of the train station.
e Clarifying the Heritage Management provisions to differentiate between the retention of Heritage
Buildings and the sensitive design within context adjacent to Character Buildings.

A detailed list of the amendments is included as Attachment 4. This schedule of modifications is a statutory
requirement, separate to the summary of submissions. These modifications have been shown in tracked
changes on Attachment 5.

Amendment 7

Administration has prepared Amendment 7 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2, as at Attachment 6, to change
the zoning of the area subject to the Precinct Structure Plan. The subject area is proposed to be amended to
Centre zone to allow the implementation of the provisions of the Precinct Structure Plan. This is considered
to be a standard amendment as it allows for the implementation of the Leederville Precinct Structure Plan
without providing any further development controls. The zoning listed in the Precinct Structure Plan will
apply, with land use permissibility being set by the Scheme.

Public Open Space

At the Council Briefing, Council Members asked about the availability of Public Open Space in the
Leederville Town Centre. As demonstrated in the draft LPSP, Leederville Oval is a large contributor to the
public open space in the area. Oxford Street Reserve is the available Public Open Space within the Town
Centre.

Increasing the current size of Oxford Street Reserve in the LPSP has not been recommended at this stage.
An alternative to increase the space of Oxford Street Reserve has been included as an additional
Attachment 7 for Council’s consideration.

CONSULTATION/ADVERTISING:

The City will notify all submitters of the outcomes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council. If adopted, further
consultation would take place as required when completing each of the actions within the LTCPP. The
Western Australian Planning Commission may require further advertising be undertaken for the proposed
modifications or for any modifications they require.

Advertising of Scheme Amendment 7 would be required to be conducted in accordance with the Planning
and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 after gaining approval from the
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Environmental Protection Authority. This would include letters to owners and occupiers, publishing a notice in
the newspaper and publishing a notice on the City’s website.

LEGAL/POLICY:

Planning and Development Act 2005;

Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015;
State Planning Policy 4.2 Activity Centres for Perth and Peel;

State Planning Policy 7.2 Precinct Design;

Perth and Peel@3.5million Sub Regional Framework;

State Planning Policy 3.1 — Residential Design Codes (R Codes);

City of Vincent Local Planning Scheme No. 2;

Policy No. 4.1.5 — Community Consultation; and

Vincent Town Centre Place Plans Volume 1.

RISK MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS

Low: ltis low risk for Council to endorse LTCPP and recommend the approval of the draft LPSP.
STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS:

This is in keeping with the City's Strategic Community Plan 2018-2028:

Enhanced Environment

We have improved resource efficiency and waste management.
Our parks and reserves are maintained, enhanced and well utilised.
Our urban forest/canopy is maintained and increased.

We have minimised our impact on the environment.

Accessible City

Our pedestrian and cyclist networks are well designed, connected, accessible and encourage increased use.
We have better integrated all modes of transport and increased services through the City.
We have embraced emerging transport technologies.

Connected Community

Our community facilities and spaces are well known and well used.

We have enhanced opportunities for our community to build relationships and connections with each other
and the City.

We recognise, engage and partner with the Whadjuk Noongar people and culture.

We are an inclusive, accessible and equitable City for all.

Thriving Places

We are recognised as a City that supports local and small business.

Our town centres and gathering spaces are safe, easy to use and attractive places where pedestrians have
priority.

We encourage innovation in business, social enterprise and imaginative uses of space, both public and
private.

Our physical assets are efficiently and effectively managed and maintained.

Sensitive Design

Our built form is attractive and diverse, in line with our growing and changing community.

Our built form character and heritage is protected and enhanced.

Our planning framework supports quality design, sustainable urban built form and is responsive to our
community and local context.

Innovative and Accountable

Our resources and assets are planned and managed in an efficient and sustainable manner.
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Our community is aware of what we are doing and how we are meeting our goals.
We are open and accountable to an engaged community.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS:

This is in keeping with the following key sustainability outcomes of the City’s Sustainable Environment
Strategy 2019-2024.

Sustainable Energy Use/Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction

Sustainable Transport

Water Use Reduction/Water Quality Improvement

Waste Reduction

Urban Greening and Biodiversity

PUBLIC HEALTH IMPLICATIONS:

This is in keeping with the following priority health outcomes of the City's Public Health Plan 2020-2025:
Increased mental health and wellbeing

Increased physical activity

Reduced injuries and a safer community

FINANCIAL/BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

The cost of advertising the final outcome of the LTCPP and draft LPSP will be met through the City’s existing
operational budget.

The implementation of the actions within the LTCPP would be supported through allocations within current
and future City operating and project budgets as follows:

Actions to be implemented through existing operating budgets or existing project
budgets:
11,12,13,14,21,22,2.7,2.8,3.1,3.2,4.1,43,45,4.8,49,5.1,52,53,6.1,
6.2,6.3,6.4

Actions that have requested budget for 21/22:

4.4 — Lighting audit $5,000
4.6 — Streetscape improvements $10,000
4.10A — Request the Minister of Lands acquire the right of way linking Oxford Street | $2,000
to the strata lots at 663 Newcastle Street

Actions that may require additional budget from 22/23 onwards: 1.1, 2.3, 2.6, 4.2,
44,46,4.7,4.8,4.10B,5.3,6.3

The implementation of actions within the draft LPSP would be set in budgets following the approval of the
Western Australian Planning Commission.

COMMENTS:

The Leederville precinct is a vibrant hub of activity that is highly valued by both the local and wider
community. Leederville has a unique character and is known for its alternative atmosphere and café culture,
which services its residential catchment as well as the broader Perth metropolitan area. The Leederville
precinct provides an important hub of local community infrastructure, with the City of Vincent administration
and civic centre, library and community centre accommodated in the precinct.

There are a number of positive upcoming developments within the Leederville Town Centre including:

e  The public consultation for the Local Development Plan for 40 Frame Court has now been completed,
with submissions currently being collated and reviewed.

e 800+ ABN staff have moved into the new building at 301 Vincent Street.

e  The laneway behind the new ABN building has been named Electric Lane and will incorporate overhead
lighting, public art and alfresco dining once complete.
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e A 120-seat restaurant on Carr Place by restaurateur, Will Meyrick, is scheduled to open in the coming
months. Also opening in previously vacant properties along Oxford Street are a Moroccan restaurant, a
Vietnamese tapas bar, a cocktail wine bar and a small plates and pizza place.

e  The multi-million-dollar refurbishment of The Leederville Hotel is scheduled to open in September and
will include a new dining area, bar, shops and kiosks. The development has a dual frontage with the
intent of activating both Oxford Street and the Electric Lane.

e The City intends to address concerns around parking supply in the Town Centre and explore options to
consolidate parking in Leederville in line with the Precinct Structure Plan. This could be done through an
advertisement for expressions of interest in developing the Frame Court and/or Avenue Car Parks
including the construction of a multi-storey car park to service the Town Centre. A report will be
prepared for Council after its consideration of the Precinct Plan which considers the process for the EOI
advertisement and the criteria for interested proponents.
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Leederville Town Centre Place Plan Summary of Submissions

OVERALL SUMMARY OF ONLINE SUBMISSIONS

Total Responses 22
Strongly support 11
Somewhat support 9
Neither support nor oppose 1
Somewhat oppose 1
Strongly oppose 0

Overall Support (online submissions)
1 4]
1 (as5%)  (0.0%)

OVERALL SUMMARY OF WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS
Total Responses

4
Total number of submissions “

m Strongly support

» Somewhat support

. L. . 11
Online Submission User Profiles (50.0%) » Neither support nor oppose
(86.4%)
20 (77.3%) 16 (72.7%) = Somewhat oppose
9
15 Strongly opppose
10 (45.5%) (40.9%)
10
0
B am a City of Vincent Resident

B visit the Leederville Town Centre often
m | own property in the City of Vincent
m | live near the Leederville Town Centre

| own or am employed at a business in the Leederville Town Centre
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Online Support Levels

01 ENHANCED ENVIRONMENT

Submitter Comment Summary

| Administration Comment

Recommended Modification

Action 1.1 DEVELOP A CONCEPT PLAN TO ENHANCE THE COMMUNITY USE, CONNECTIVITY, AND VIBRANCT OF OXFORD STREET RESERVE

1(8.3%)

0{0.0%)

0(0.0%)

2 (16.7%)

9 (75.0%)

= Strongly support

= Somewhat support
Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Item 1. Submitter 3

Submitter suggests Oxford Street Reserve be
equipped with facilities (e.g., shade/cover,
power supply), and to be made suitable for
hosting small group gatherings.

Submitter also suggests improving directional
signage in this area to landmarks such as the
train station, Village Square and nearest
toilets.

Submitter suggestions noted and will be
considered in the development of the
concept plan. Additional wording will be
added to the ‘Analysis’ section to capture
shade, power supply and signage.
Improvements to the Reserve will enhance
the space for small group gatherings.

Improvements to the signage of Oxford
Street Reserve will occur in conjunction with
the Wayfinding Plan {Action 2.7).

Item 2. Submitter 3

Submitter suggests the seating area and
pedestrian corridor outside Cranked Coffee is
underutilised.

Submitter notes the vegetation hasn’t grown
over the shade structure to provide shade
effectively and may require an additional
cover for daytime use.

Submitter requests better lighting of the
pedestrian corridor for night-time use.

Submitter also suggests a
recycling/sustainability hub (e.g., bottle/can
collection and recycling bins) could be
installed near the seating area of Cranked
Coffee or the Avenue Car Park. Alternatively,
submitter suggests expanding the recycling
collection bins outside of the City of Vincent
Library.

Submitter suggestions noted and will be
considered in the development of the
concept plan. Additional wording will be
added to the ‘Analysis’ section to capture
shade, lighting and recycling stations.

It is noted that the pedestrian corridor
adjacent to Cranked Coffee will be
considered as part of the concept plan for
the Oxford Street Reserve.

Item 3. Submitter 13
Submitter considers the current design of
Oxford Street Reserve to be pretty good but

Submitter suggestions noted and will be
considered in the development of the
concept plan. Additional wording will be

Modify Action 1.1 with additional
wording in the ‘Analysis’ section:

“A concept plan, employing
CPTED principles_ and taking into
consideration pedestrian
amenity, shade, power supply,
signage, lighting, greenery and
recycling stations, could be
developed to better....”
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Page 9



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

14 SEPTEMBER 2021

believes further improvements to the place
should be a priority.

Improvements might include cleaning the
paving, establishing a minimum width of
footpath that is clear of any infrastructure,
adding mare plants (although the submitter
expresses a distaste for fake plants and the
existing grey planters with succulents), better
quality parklets, establishment of a
temporary art program or pop-up market and
rationalising the streetscape infrastructure in
this area so it is less cluttered.

added to the ‘Analysis’ section to capture
additional greenery and the consideration of
pedestrian amenity (e.g., clear footpath).

Pavement cleaning, parklets, art programs
and pop-up market events are outside the
scope of this action and are covered under
other City processes and day-to-day
operations.

Action 1.2 INVESTIGATE BLACK SPOT

FUNDING FOR A CONTINUOUS GREENED MEDIA

N ON LEEDERVILLE PARADE

1(8.3%) 0(0.0%)

010.0%)

4(33.3%)

7 (58.3%)

= Strongly support

= Somewhat support
Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Item 4. Submitter 2.

Submitter suggests inserting a roundabout
from Frame Court onto Leederville Parade to
improve safety and ease of access.

Submitter suggestion noted.

In the development of any traffic calming
matters, all possible solutions will be
investigated, and will be considered in the
City’s broader Capital Works Program

Modify the Action 1.2 ‘Solution’
section:

Investigate Black Spot funding for
) . N

safer pedestrian crossing
environment on Leederville
Parade.

Item 5. Submitter 5.

Submitter proposes a footpath on the
Mitchell Freeway side for the entire length of
Leederville Parade, in addition to the
footpath on the town centre side and the
proposed green median. The submitter
suggests this will allow safe pedestrian
crossing and flexibility in crossing location.

The Submitter also suggests Frame Court car
park and the garden/open space to the south
of the car park be upgraded to provide a
more friendly pedestrian entrance to the
area.

It is acknowledged that the principal shared
path follows the Mitchell Freeway and
there is a portion of Leederville Parade (at
the Loftus Street end) where there is no
footpath on the Freeway side and no safe
crossing point in this area. The ‘Analysis’
section has been updated to reference this
issue.

The City is investigating extension of PSP
and this will include ensuring there is a safe
pedestrian environment, and the most
appropriate solution will be implemented

Modify Action 1.2 with additional
wording in the ‘Analysis’ section:

“As there is no median, there are
few opportunities for pedestrians
and cyclists to cross safely
between the footpath and
principal shared path. In addition,
there is a portion of Leederville
Parade (towards Loftus Street)
where the principal shared path

veers off and which does not have

a footpath on the freeway side to
provide a safe crossing.”
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The garden/open space to the south of the
Frame Court car park is owned by the
Water Corporation. The development of
this site is outside of the scope of the
Leederville Town Centre Place Plan.

Whilst it is private land it is noted as key
development site in the draft Precinct
Structure Plan and is a key consideration for
redevelopment of site is the provision of
public space.

“As a high-risk location, an
opportunity exists to investigate
Black Spot funding to implement
potential solutions (such as a
continuous median) on Leederville
Parade to create a safe pedestrian
crossing environment.”

Additional wording in the
‘Solution’ section:

“Investigate Black Spot funding for

a coptinuousaroanad madian
L . 3

safer pedestrian crossing
environment on Leederville
Parade”.

Action 1.3 UNDERTAKE THE BEAUTIFI

CATION AND ECO-ZONING OF LOT 210 LEEDERVI

LLE PARADE

1(83%) 010.0%

1(8.3%)

5(41.7%)

5 (41.7%)

= Strongly support

= Somewhat support
Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Item 6. Submitter 3.

Submitter suggests Lot 210 be landscaped
with native plants and re-establishing pre-
development vegetation.

Submitter suggestions noted. Eco-zoning
involves the conversion of underutilised
turfed area in native garden areas, and thus
using native plants to vegetate will be the
priority.

No modification required.

Action 1.4 SUPPORT THE POTENTIAL INSTALLATION OF A FAST-CHARGING ELECTRIC VEHICLE STATION IN THE AVENUE CAR PARK

Iltem 9.7- Attachment 1
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0[00%) 4 (0.0%)

1(8.3%)

5 (41.7%)

6 (50.0%)

u Strongly support

= Somewhat support
Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Online Support Levels
Action 2.1 ADVOCATE TO THE PUBLIC TRANSPORT AUTHORITY FOR A LEEDERVILLE STATION UPGRADE

Item 7. Submitter 3.

Submitter notes that a charge station is
already installed in the Avenue Car Park
according to the RAC interactive map.

Noted. This action will see the installation
of additional stations, and potentially the
replacement of the existing station.
Additional wording in the ‘Analysis’ section
of the action has been included to reflect
this.

The draft Leederville Precinct Structure Plan
has provisions for carparking areas in new
developments to ensure there are bays with
electric vehicle charging ability or the ability
to provide the infrastructure in the future.

02 ACCESSIBLE CITY

Submitter Comment Summary

Administration Comment

Modify Action 1.2 with additional
wording in the ‘Analysis’ section:

“A single electric vehicle charging
point exists in the Avenue Car Park

adjacent to the toilet block.
Additional or replacement vehicle
charging stations will increase the
City’s capacity to reduce carbon
emissions caused by the transport
network”

Recommended Modification

0 (0.0%)
1(8.5%) 0(0.0%)

)

2.1

4(33.3%) 7(58.3%)

u Strongly support

= Somewhat support

= Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

item 8. Submitter 3.
Submitter supports the accessible upgrade to
train station and believes it is much needed.

Submitter also requests a safe crossing on
Oxford St (e.g., pedestrian zebra crossing) at
the street level end of the ramp.

Submitter support for accessible upgrade is
noted.

The safe crossing of pedestrians from the
train station ramp can be investigated as
part of the Leederville Station Upgrade. The
‘Analysis’ action of this section has been
updated to reflect this.

Modify Action 2.1 with updated
wording in the ‘Analysis’ section:

“There is an opportunity for the
station, overpass and pedestrian
crossing environments to be
upgraded to increase the level of
accessibility for all, improve
pedestrian comfort, safety and
experience...”

Item 9. Submitter 9.
Submitter does not support ‘putting pressure
on other government departments.

’

The process of advocating to other
government departments is seen by the
City as a collaborative process and is not
intended to pressure government
departments into making an unsound
decision.

No modification required.

Item 10. Submitter 16.
Submitter strongly supports this action.

Submitter support noted.

No modification required.
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Action 2.2 ADVOACATE TO THE PUBLIC TRANSPORT AUTHORITY AND THE WATER CORPORATION FOR ROUTE 15 TO BE REROUTED AROUND THE PERIMETER OF THE

TOWN CENTRE
ftem 11. Submitter 5. Submitters’ traffic concerns have been Modify Action 2.2 with updated
Submitter supports action in principle but has | noted. The City will work with the Public wording to the ‘Analysis’ section:
expressed concerns about traffic flow should Transport Authority to establish the most
the reroute including turning west or east appropriate route for Bus 15. “Rerouting the bus and exploring
onto Vincent Street from Oxford Street other options to decrease noise
coming from Leederville Parade. The preparation of draft Leederville and emissions (e.g., advocating
Precinct Structure Plan saw the to the Public Transport Authority
e The submitter suggests the long-term goal of investigation of a cul-de-sac at the for use of zero-emission
P, the City should be to pedestrianise Oxford Leederville Parade end of Oxford Street to alternative busses) provides as
2(16.7%) Street between Vincent Street and Leederville | pedestrianise the area. Although the area an opportunity to improve the

3 (25.0%) 2(16.7%)

u Strongly support

= Somewhat support

» Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Parade and complete modifications on the
Oxford/Vincent intersection to reduce traffic
restrictions.

Submitter suggests allowing only hydrogen
busses along Route 15 to reduce/eliminate
noise and smell issues.

was identified as capable in terms of traffic
volume, it ultimately wasn't considered
suitable for safety issues and the impact a
lack of through traffic would have on the
businesses.

An action of the draft Accessible City
Strategy is to reduce carbon emissions
caused by the transport network, and the
City will encourage the Public Transport
Authority to transition to zero-emission
alternative busses in Leederville. Additional
wording will be added to the ‘Analysis’
section of this action to address this.

amenity of the Town Centre”.

ftem 12. Submitter 9.
Submitter does not support ‘putting pressure’
on other government departments.

The process of advocating to other
government departments is seen by the
City as a collaborative process and is not
intended to pressure government
departments into making an unsound
decision.

No modification required.

Action 2.3 PREPARE A PLAN TO IMPROVE THE PEDESTRIAN AND CYCLE ENVIRONMENT CROSSING LOFTUS STREET

Item 13. Submitter 2.
Submitter suggests an underpass under the
Loftus Street and Vincent Street intersections.

Submitter support of an underpass has
been noted and will be considered during
the investigation of other options as
highlighted in the ‘Analysis’ section of the
action. Investigation into an underpass will

No modification required.

Item 9.7- Attachment 1
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0(0.0%) -~ 0(0.0%)

2 (16.7%)

4(33.3%)

» Strongly support

= Somewhat support

= Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

need to consider the significant cost

investment, potential removal of existing
mature trees, impact on the environment

and ownership of the road.

An underpass/overpass for Richmond
Street has been noted in the draft
Leederville Precinct Structure Plan.

6 (50.0%)

ftem 14. Submitter 3.

Submitter supports improved crossings on
Loftus Street and notes the lights at Vincent
Street require pedestrians to cross halfway at
a time and takes a long time.

The submitter suggests an overpass or
underpass at Carr Place/Carr Street and Loftus
Street as the submitter believes Carr
Place/Carr Street provides much friendlier
pedestrian access.

The submitter suggests traffic light crossings
for pedestrians be installed at the corner of
Richmond Street and Loftus Street.

tem 15. Submitter 8.

Submitter suggests a more permanent
solution for linking Loftus Street to Leederville
than improvements to signal timing, for
example an overpass from Emmerson Street
to Loftus Recreation Centre.

Submitter support for an

underpass/overpass, additional traffic light
crossings and the suggested locations have
been noted and will be considered during

the investigation of other options as

highlighted in the ‘Analysis’ section of the

action. Investigation into an

underpass/overpass will need to consider
the significant cost investment, potential

removal of existing mature trees, impact

on the environment and ownership of the

road.

Improved pedestrian crossing of Richmond

Street has been noted in the draft
Leederville Precinct Structure Plan.

No modification required.

Action 2.4 COLLABORATE WITH THE TOWN OF CAMBRIDGE AND MAIN ROADS TO PLAN UPGRADES TO THE LAKE MONGER CONNECTION

Item 9.7- Attachment 1
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1(83%)

0{0.0%)

1(8.3%) '

3(25.0%)

2.4

s Strongly support

= Somewhat support

» Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

No submissions.

Action 2.5 PLAN IMPROVEMENTS TO THE OXFORD STREET CYCLING ENVIRONMENT TO

SUPPORT EXTENDING THE 30KM/H SPEED ZONE NORTH OF VINCENT STREET

1(8.3%)

1(8.3%)

2(16.7%)

2(16.7%)
» Strongly support

= Somewhat support

» Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

ftem 16. Submitter 3.

Submitter suggests reducing car parking on
Oxford Street to create a more pedestrian and
cycling friendly environment.

Submitter also suggests building a multi-
storey car park in the Avenue Car Park site to
compensate for reduced parking on Oxford
Street.

Submitter suggestion noted. This is in line
with the draft Accessible City Strategy
which provides that the City will consider
removing on-street parking in activated
corridors to prioritise vulnerable users.

The Leederville Precinct Structure Plan
recognises the Avenue Car Park site as an
opportunity to consolidate car parking into
a multi-storey structure as part of a
comprehensive mixed used development.

No modification required.

Item 17. Submitter 4.

Submitter is supportive of investing in cycling
paths, bike stands and other cycling
infrastructure as this will have a positive effect
on Leederville businesses and pedestrians.

Submitter support noted.

The investment into cycling infrastructure
can be investigated as part of the planned
improvements. The ‘Analysis’ action of this
section has been updated to reflect this.

item 18. Submitter 5.

Submitter strongly supports the initiative but
expresses doubt at its effectiveness. The
submitter suggests that signage alone will not

Submitter support noted.

Additional traffic calming measures can be
investigated as part of the planned

Modify Action 2.5 with additional
wording in the ‘Analysis’ section:

“There is an opportunity to plan
improvements to the Oxford
Street cycling environment to
improve safety and amenity,
including but not limited to
cycling infrastructure and traffic

calming measures.”

Item 9.7- Attachment 1
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cause vehicles to obey the speed limit and
should be accompanied by traffic calming
measures.

improvements. The ‘Analysis’ action of this
section has been updated to reflect this.

item 19. Submitter 9.

Submitter believes that alienating drivers isn't
going to make the Town Centre a more
vibrant space as Perth is a city of drivers and
people acknowledge that Leederville is next to
a freeway.

The intent of this action is not to alienate
drivers but to create a shared safe
environment between all road users,
including cyclists and motorists as
highlighted in the diagnosis of the action.

No modification required.

ftem 20. Submitter 16.
Submitter strongly supports this action.

Submitter support noted.

No modification required.

Action 2.6 PLAN IMPROVEMENTS TO VINCENT STREET

0(.0%) 1(8.3%)

0(0.0%)

6(50.0%)
u Strongly support

= Somewhat support
» Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Item 21. Submitter 3.

Submitter suggests a pedestrian light crossing
be installed near the entrance to the
Leederville Oval and Leederville Early
Childhood Centre.

Submitter suggestion noted. Safe crossing
points will be investigated as part of the
improvement. Lack of crossing points has
been identified in the ‘Analysis’ section of
the action.

No modification required.

Action 2.7 DEVELOP A WAYFINDING STRATEGY

ftem 22. Submitter 3.

Submitter is supportive of a consolidation of
signage and removal of excess signage.
Submitter suggests a broad cross section of
the community is involved in the development
of the Wayfinding Strategy and a signage
audit.

Consultation will target a broad cross
section of the community as part of
development of plan. In person and online
engagement will be included in the
consultation process.

No modification required.

Item 9.7- Attachment 1
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0{0.0%) ~0(0.0%) Submitter suggests the development of the
Wayfinding Strategy should include hands on
audits such as walking workshops, and not
rely on just online engagement and
consultation.

4(33.3%)
5(41.7%)

Item 23. Submitter 4. Submitter suggestion noted. The ‘Analysis’ | No modification required.
The submitter has suggested more and better | section of the action highlights the need
signage alerting pedestrians/motorists to for a focus on active transportation mode
cyclists to improve safety, especially as users, which would include cyclists.
3(25.0%) Leederville is a prime stopping point for

s Strongly support cycling clubs and individuals.

= Somewhat support
» Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose
Strongly oppose
Action 2.8 INVESTIGATE THE FEASIBILITY AND IMPACT OF DESIGNATED PICK UP POINTS FOR ON-DEMAND TRANSPORT AND THIRD PARTY DELIVERY PARTNERS
Item 24. Submitter 2. Submitter suggestion noted however, the No modification required.
Submitter suggests the Newcastle Street Newecastle median strip has been
median strip become a designated location for | determined to be an unacceptable
third party delivery drivers due to its proximity | permanent place for parking due to the
to the centre of Leederville and take-away safety and traffic concerns that have
places. already been brought to the attention of
the City, especially the pedestrian/car/bus
interface. Other solutions will be
investigated as part of this action.
Item 25. Submitter 3. Submitter support and observations noted. | No modification required.

0(0.0%) ~ 0(0.0%)

2{16.7%)

4(33.3%) J . .
SE0 T o\ bmitter supports the establishment of a
designated pick-up points in Village Square,
u Strongly support Oxford Street (north of Vincent Street and
= Somewhat support adjacent to Village Square) and Newcastle
« Neither support nor oppose Street (east of Carr Place).
Somewhat oppose The submitter has observed that the
Strongly oppose intersection of Newcastle and Carr Place is
congested with cars parking in the no stopping
areas.

Iltem 9.7- Attachment 1 Page 17
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item 26. Submitter 5.

Submitter is supportive of the creation of
designated pick-up points and encourages the
City to enact evening enforcement of the no
stopping areas.

Submitter support noted. Although parking
restrictions are currently enforced by the
City’s Rangers, the intent of this action is to
focus on design solutions to reduce need
for ranger infringements in the evening.

No modification required.

Action 3.1 SEEK OPPURTUNITIES TO COLLABORATE WITH YMCAHQ, FOYER OXFORD, AND TAFE TO ACTIVATE THE TOWN CENTRE

0(0.0%) 0(0.0%)

3(25.0%)

4(33.3%)
» Strongly support

= Somewhat support
Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

5 (41.7%)

Item 27. Submitter 3.

Submitter suggests the opportunities to
collaborate be extended to include other
community organisations that service the
area, for example homelessness outreach
services, Transition Town Vincent, churches,
community groups utilising the Community
Centre (e.g., Toy Library), and early learning
centres.

Submitter suggestion noted. The City will
continue to seek opportunities with existing
organisations to participate in Town Centre
events and activations as highlighted in the
‘Analysis’ section for the action.

No modification required.

1{1.83%)
0(0.0%)

4(33.3%)

3 (25.0%)

| Action 3.2 MANAGE THE TOWN TEAM GRANT

4(33.3%)

Item 28. Submitter 3.

Submitter suggests the City explore further
opportunities to provide additional logistical
support for other events for activation in
Leederville.

The City provides grant funding for town
teams to facilitate events, beyond the yearly
town team grants. The City also provides
Festival and Event funding for non-town
team organisations to access during the
year.

No modification required.

Item 29. Submitter 10.
Submitter expresses lack of confidence in the
Leederville Connect town team to deliver.

The City will continue to work with, and
support Leederville Connect to implement
projects through the town team grant
funding and in-kind support.

No modification required.

Iltem 9.7- Attachment 1
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& Strongly support
= Somewhat support

Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Online Support Levels

1(8.3%) 0(0.0%)

2 (16.7%) ‘

4.1

5 (41.7%)
= Strongly support

= Somewhat support

= Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

183%) — (00% ~o0(0.0%)

5(41.7%)

» Neither support nor oppose

Neither support nor oppose

4(33.3%)

6 (50.0%)

04 THRIVING PLACES

Submitter Comment Summary

Item 30. Submitter 3.
Submitter supports this action.

Administration Comment

Submitter support noted.

Recommended Modification

No modification required.

Item 31. Submitter 5.

Submitter questions the cost effectiveness of
owning event furniture and fixtures versus
hiring them when full lifecycle costs are
considered (e.g., cleaning, fixing, replacing
fixtures). Submitter is supportive of whichever
method is most sustainable.

Item 32. Submitter 3.
Submitter supports this action.

Submitter comments noted. Lifecycle costs
will be considered by the town team when
purchasing equipment versus hire. The
‘Analysis’ section will be updated to
include cost-effectiveness as a
consideration.

Submitter support noted.

Modify Action 4.1 with additional
wording in the ‘Analysis’ section:

“This would allow the town team
to invest in pieces that fit in the
Town Centre aesthetic, are cost-

effective and can be used on a
continuing basis”.

No modification required.

Item 33. Submitter 3.

Submitter supports this action and suggests
festoon lighting be installed as soon as
possible to support events and activations in
the area and to avoid costs of hiring lighting in
the meantime.

Submitter support noted. The timing of
the actions has been prioritised based on
the logical sequence of events and
immediate impact on the community.
Although implementation of this action is
planned to start in the 2022/23 financial
year, pre-planning activities will occur
concurrently with other relevant actions.

No modification required.

Item 34. Submitter 16.

Submitter support noted.

No modification required.
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» Strongly support

= Somewhat support

Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

» Neither support nor oppose

Submitter strongly supports this action and
believes it should assist in further activating
the space even during non-event times.

Action 4.3 IDENTIFY LOCATIONS FOR

POWER POINTS IN LEEDERVILLE VILLAGE SQUARE

0(0.0%)  0(0.0%)

2(16.7%)

7 (58.3%)
» Strongly support

= Somewhat support

Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

3(25.0%)

= Neither support nor oppose

Item 35. Submitter 3.
Submitter supports this action.

Submitter support noted.

No modification required.

Action 4.4 UNDERTAKE A LIGHTING A

UDIT TO IDENTIFY OPPURTUNITIES FOR LIGHTING IMPROVEMENTS

0(0.0%)  0(0.0%)

3 (25.0%)

3(25.0%)

6 (50.0%)

Item 36, Submitter 4.

Submitter suggests that the lighting audit be
extended to surrounding streets that are used
as access ways into the town centre.

Submitter suggestion noted. The extent of
the Leederville Town Centre Place Plan
only covers the town centre area;
however, the City's draft Accessible City
Strategy covers the entire City and
recognises the creation of a safe
environment for pedestrians including
lighting. Lighting audits outside of the
town centre boundary can be investigated
through the City’s capital works program.

No madification required.

Item 3/7. Submitter 3.

Submitter support noted. Consultation will
target a broad cross section of the
community as part of the audit.

No modification required.

Item 9.7- Attachment 1

Page 20



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

14 SEPTEMBER 2021

» Strongly support

= Somewhat support

= Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Submitter supports this action and requests a
broad cross section of the community be
consulted on this project.

Item 38. Submitter 5.

Submitter requests that consideration be
given to the balance between providing too
much lighting for a safe, polished feel and not
losing the 'Leederville working town feel’ and
the grunge.

Submitter suggestion noted. The intent of
this action is to create a safe environment
for pedestrians after hours. Consideration
will be given to excessive lighting in the
implementation of this action.

No modification required.

Item 39. Submitter 15.

Submitter wishes to ensure the lighting audit
will consider the Newcastle Street and Carr
Place intersection. Submitter has noted they
personally have made efforts to brighten the
space with festoon lighting.

Submitter acknowledges the City’s effort of
up-lighting and illuminating the three small
trees outside of Duende, however notes this
has been washed out by the street lighting
(broad coverage bulbs rather than focused
lighting that Western Power may have
available) in the area.

The lighting audit will include the
intersection of Newcastle Street and Carr
Place.

Street lighting options provided by
Western Power will be considered as part
of the audit.

No modification required.

Action 4.5 PLAN DESIGN SOLUTIONS TO DETER PARKING IN LEEDERVILLE VILLAGE SQUARE MEDIAN

2 (16.7%)

1(8.3%)

0 (0.0%)

3(25.0%)

Item 40. Submitter 2.

Submitter suggests the Newcastle Street
median strip become a designated location for
third party delivery drivers due to its
proximity to the centre of Leederville and
take-away places.

Submitter suggestion noted however the
Newcastle median strip has been
determined to be an unacceptable
permanent place for parking due to the
safety and traffic concerns that have
already been brought to the attention of
the City, especially the pedestrian/car/bus
interface. Other solutions will be
investigated as part of this action.

No modification required.

Item 41. Submitter 3.

Submitter supports the deterrence of parking
in the median strip and suggests it be
extended to remove parking from the
Leederville Village Square completely.

Submitter support noted. The draft
Accessible City Strategy provides that the
City will consider removing on-street
parking in activated corridors to prioritise
vulnerable users. Time restrictions can be

No modification required.
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[ = Strongly support

= Somewhat support

= Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Submitter suggests parking be limited to
bikes, scooters and 15-minute drop-off/pick-
up bays.

considered as part of future development
of the site.

Item 42. Submitter 4.
Submitter suggests the City install bollards (3
evenly spaced) in the median strip.

Submitter support for this option noted.
Installation of bollards will be investigated
as part of the design solutions. Additional
wording in the ‘Analysis’ section of the
action will reflect this.

Modify Action 4.5 with additional
wording in the ‘Analysis’ section:

“This could include modular art,
movable planter boxes, retractable
bollards, or something similar.”

Item 43. Submitter 5.

Submitter supports this action as the current
use of the median strip can be a hazard to
pedestrian and road users. Submitter suggests
this is enforced by the City in the evenings.

Submitter support noted. Although
parking restrictions are currently enforced
by the City’s Rangers, the intent of this
action is to focus on design solutions to
reduce need for ranger infringements in
the evening.

No modification required.

Action 4.6 UNDERTAKE A STREETSCAPE AUDIT TO IDENTIFY OPPURTUNITIES FOR STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS

0(0.0%)

2(16.7%)

1(8.3%)
[\

3(25.0%)
u Strongly support

= Somewhat support
= Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

5 (41.7%)

Item 44. Submitter 1.
Submitter requests more outdoor seating for
shops.

Rationalisation and potential for additional
streetscape elements will be considered as
part of the streetscape audit. Submitter
support for more outdoor/al fresco
seating is noted.

No modification required.

Item 45. Submitter 3.

Submitter supports this action and identifies
that pedestrian footpaths around the town
centre are congested. Submitter notes that
restaurants and cafes need al fresco areas but
can cause footpath cluttering for wheelchairs
and prams when combined with other
streetscape elements (e.g., bins, signage and
planter boxes), especially at the intersection
between Bourke Street and Oxford Street.

Submitter suggests an accessibility/mobility
audit should take place to identify issues and
opportunities for improvement. Submitter
also suggests other organisations and
community members (e.g., YMCAHQ, Foyer

Noted. Accessibility and mability will be
considered as part of the streetscape audit
which includes an investigation into the
rationalisation of existing streetscape
elements. Additional wording will be
added to the ‘Analysis’ section of the
action to reflect this.

Submitter suggestions regarding
organisational involvement in the audit
have been noted. The City will investigate
opportunities to include community
organisations input in the audit.

Modify Action 4.6 with additional
wording in the ‘Analysis’ section:

“This could include opportunities
for additional planting,
beautification, urban design
improvements, universal access
improvements, street art, street
furniture rationalisation and
upgrades, and reducing clutter.”

Item 9.7- Attachment 1
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Oxford) be involved in the audit and any
creation of street art.

Item 46. Submitter 3.

Submitter suggests that the street furniture at
the intersection of Newcastle Street and Carr
Place needs improving (e.g., people can't sit
and face each other, lack of shade). Submitter
suggests streetscape improvements should
draw inspiration from the natural landscape
and Noongar history.

Submitter suggestions have been noted
and will be considered during the
streetscape audit.

No modification required.

Action 4.7 UNDERTAKE AN URBAN DESIGN STUDY FOR THE AVENUE CAR PARK LANEWAY TO ACHIEVE MORE GREENING AND CONNECTIVITY

1(8.3%)
0(0.0%)
0 (0.0%)

4(33.3%)

u Strongly support

= Somewhat support

» Neither support nor oppose
» Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Item 47. Submitter 3.

Submitter supports this action and suggests
the design acknowledge the continuous
nature of the water drain, natural landscape
and Noongar history.

Submitter support and suggestions noted
and will be considered during the urban
design study.

No modification required.

7(58.3%)

Item 48. Submitter 3.

Submitter supports the investigation into
enhancing the public use of the arcade linkage
between Oxford Street and the Avenue Car
Park. Submitter suggests the City work with
the landlord of the arcade to increase the
publicly accessible hours.

Submitter support is noted. The arcade is
privately owned and thus the City has
limited opportunities to influence the day-
to-day operations of the business, but the
City will continue to support the owners to
provide amenity to the public. This is
captured in the ‘Analysis’ section of the
action by way of investigating the
opportunity to enhance the public use of
key arcade linkages.

No modification required.

Item 49. Submitter 5.

Submitter suggests the Avenue Car Park toilet
block (Action 6.3) be considered as part of this
action.

Submitter suggestion noted. Consolidation
of the tasks for each action of the Place
Plan (especially where the actions relate to
each other) will occur where possible and
actions of the Place Plan will be
considered holistically.

No modification required.

Item 50. Submitter 17

Submitter notes that the laneway is a freehold
Water Corporation and main drainage
corridor that is held under licence by the City
and suggests that as an operational asset the

Submitter suggestion noted. Additional
wording will be added to the ‘Solution’
section of the action to capture the need
for Water Corporation involvement in the
design outcome.

Modify Action 4.7 with additional
wording in the ‘Solution’ section:

“Undertake an urban design study
for the Avenue Car Park Laneway in
collaboration with the Water

Item 9.7- Attachment 1
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solution should mention working with Water Corporation to achieve more
Corporation to achieve the design outcome. greening and connectivity”.
Item 51. Submitter 5. The proposed pedestrian corridor follows Modify Action 4.8 with additional
1(8.3%) Submitter strongly supports the increased the existing Water Corporation Main wording in the "Analysis’ section:
DiR0N) \ pedestrian access but suggests the route Drain.
: ~s@17% | could be improved. The Submitter raises “... to reflect the ongoing land use
concerns the area to the north of the Water Consideration can be given to improving of the site would be a welcomed
Corporation building will be uninviting as the the wider Frame Court Car Park for addition to the pedestrian realm in
4.8 area is not well used. Submitter suggests the pedestrians more holistically. Additional Leederville, and consideration of
route instead comes through the Frame Court | wording in the ‘Analysis’ section of the improvements could be extended
Car Park to the west of the Water Corporation | action has been added to reflect this. into the broader Frame Court Car
4(33.3%) building and exit on to Leederville Parade with Park space.”
improvements to the Car Park as part of the
1(8.3%) design.
= Strongly support Item 52. Submitter 6. Daylighting of the drain and living stream No modification required.
= Somewhat support Submitter was unaware of the existence of solutions could be considered as part of
» Neither support nor oppose the Water Corporation main drain and queries | the investigation and formalisation of the
whether it is possible to daylight the drain and | main drain and is reflected in the ‘Analysis’
= Somewhat oppose . . . i .
convert sections into a living stream for the section of the action by way of ‘water
Strongly oppose ecological benefits and connection to Lake feature’ streetscape improvement
Monger. consideration.
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1(8.3%)
0(0.0%)
0 (0.0%)

3(25.0%)

» Strongly support

= Somewhat support

= Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

8 (66.7%)

Item 53. Submitter 1.
Submitter does not support the new name of
Electric Lane.

Noted. The laneway naming process did
not occur as part of the Place Plan.

No modification required.

Action 4.10 A) REQUEST THE MINISTER OF LANDS ACQUIRE THE RIGHT OF WAY LINKIN
B) COLLABORATE WITH THE STRATA TO PLAN IMPROVEMENTS TO THE RIGHT OF WAY

G OXFORD STREET TO THE STRATA LOTS AT 663 NEWCASTLE STREET

1{8.3%)
0(0.0%) &35

5 (41.7%)

0(0.0%)
u Strongly support

= Somewhat support
» Neither support nor oppose

Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

6 (50.0%)

Item 54. Submitter 2.

Submitter suggests that rather than the City
purchasing the land, the City provides
incentives for the strata owners to utilise and
improve the amenity of the right of way,
including areas for deliveries and bin storage.

Submitter suggestions noted. Purchase of
the freehold portion of the laneway
(closest to Oxford Street) will be
considered under the City’s laneway
acquisition program. As per part B) of this
action, the City will collaborate with the
strata company to plan for improvements
in strata-owned portion of the laneway.

No madification required.

Item 55. Submitter 3.

Submitter supports this action and suggests
the existing car park at 663 Newcastle Street
could become a piazza that businesses and
cafes open out on to.

Submitter support noted. This action is
specifically for the laneway that connects
the strata-owned car park to Oxford
Street. Consultation with the strata
owners can occur concurrently with the
implementation of this action to
encourage further improvement to the
adjacent car park.

No modification required.

Item 56. Submitter 4.
Submitter strongly supports this action.

Submitter support noted.

No madification required.
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Online Support Levels

1(8.3%)
0 (0.0%)

5.1
4(33.3%) '

3(25.0%)

» Strongly support

= Somewhat support

s Neither support nor oppose

= Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

1(8.3%)

1(8.3%)

1(8.3%)

g..

4(33.3%)

4 (33.3%)

5 (41.7%)

Item 57. Submitter 16.

Submitter strongly supports this action and
suggests that if the City improves the
pedestrian amenity it may encourage the
owners to further consider ways to activate
the rear of 112-124 Oxford Street (e.g., rear of
Bunn Mee etc.).

Submitter support noted. City would be
supportive of further activation of the rear
of 112-124 Oxford Street.

05 SENSITIVE DESIGN

Submitter Comment Summary

ftem 58. Submitter 3.
Submitter supports this action.

Item 59. Submitter 3.
Submitter supports this action, particularly if
public art is incorporated.

Administration Comment

Submitter support noted.

Submitter support noted. The ‘Analysis’
section of the action highlights the
consideration of commissioning public art.

No modification required.

Recommended Modification

No modification required.

No modification required.

Iltem 9.7- Attachment 1

Page 26



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

14 SEPTEMBER 2021

® Strongly support

= Somewhat support

= Neither support nor oppose
Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Action 5.3 DEVELOP A STREETSCAPE STYLE GUIDE

1(8.3%)

1(B.3%)

1(8.3%) .
5.3

4(333%)
m Strongly support

= Somewhat support
a Neither support nor oppose
» Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Online Support Levels

5 (41.7%)

ftem 60. Submitter 3.

Submitter supports this action and suggests
it be done in partnership with a broad cross-
section of the community.

06 INNOVATIVE AN
Submitter Comment Summary

Action 6.1 UNDERTAKE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION TO REVIEW THE USE OF LEEDERV

Submitter support noted. Consultation will
target a broad cross section of the
community as part of the development of
the style guide.

D ACCOUNTABLE
Administration Comment

No madification required.

Recommended Modification

ILLE VILLAGE SQUARE AND INFORM THE FUTURE OF THE SPACE

1(8.3%)

0(0.0%)

2(16.7%)

3(25.0%)

Item 61. Submitter 2.

Submitter expressed fondness for the past
events when the Leederville Village Square
had been closed to cars from Friday
afternoon until Sunday night. Submitter
suggests this would also be improved by a
roundabout at the intersection of Frame
Court and Leederville Parade.

Submitter preference noted and will be
considered during the review of the
Leederville Village Square.

Improvements to Leederville Parade will be
considered as part of Action 1.2 and the
City’s broader Capital Works Program.

No maodification required.

6 (50.0%)

item 62. Submitter 3.
Submitter supports this action. Submitter
suggests consultation be done with a broad-

Submitter support noted. Consultation will
target a broad cross section of the
community as part of the review. Previous

No modification required.
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s Strongly support

= Somewhat support

s Neither support nor oppose
= Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

cross section of the community, including
Leederville Connect. Submitter raises that
some consultation (‘dot voting’) has
previously occurred when the Leederville
Village Square was launched, and this should
be considered in future review of the space.

consultation results will be located and
considered as part of the review.

Item 63. Submitter 4.

Submitter suggests more signage is required
to guide people to the Leederville Village
Square and public bins are needed every 50
metres.

Submitter suggestions noted. Signage will
be considered as part of the development
of the Wayfinding Plan and public bin
requirements considered as part of the
streetscape audit.

No modification required.

ftem 64. Submitter 5.

Submitter suggests that there are significant
road use issues in this area and that they
need to be addressed holistically through a
pedestrian amenity and traffic management
plan rather than the individual actions of this
Place Plan.

Traffic issues will be considered as part of
the review of the space and in line with
other strategies and plans of the City.
Leederville Village Square will not be
considered in isolation under the
Leederville Town Centre Place Plan.

No madification required.

ftem 65. Submitter 15.

Submitter appreciates the acknowledgement
of the disconnection businesses on Oxford
Street and Carr Place have felt during the
Leederville Village Square events and
activations.

Submitter suggests the solution is to extend
the area of the event further down
Newcastle Street and Carr Place, while
balancing the local traffic issues this may
cause.

Submitter notes that one solution to the
local traffic issue that has been raised in the
past but is not written in the Leederville
Town Centre Place Plan is the creation of an
alternative exit/entrance point for Carr Place
traffic, whether that be a permanent

Submitter suggestions noted. Consultation
to identify opportunities to include the
wider community in future activations, as
highlighted in the ‘Analysis’ section of the
action, will identify solutions such as the
one supplied by the submitter.

The potential opening of Carr Place on to
Loftus Street was being considered under
the draft Leederville Precinct Structure
Plan, however as a result of consultation
with the community the connection has
been proposed to be removed.
Investigation into alternative access
through development incentives is
proposed instead.

No modification required.
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laneway or a temporary traffic management
solution.

Action 6.2 INSTALL LED STREET LIGHTS ALONG OXFORD STREET

1(8.3%) - 010.0%)

1(8.3%) |ﬂ

6.2

2(16.7%)
8(66.7%)

u Strongly support

= Somewhat support

= Neither support nor oppose
= Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

ftem 66. Submitter 3.
Submitter supports this action.

Submitter support noted.

No modification required.

Item 67. Submitter 5.

Submitter does not support this action as
they believe there are no issues with the
existing lighting.

Submitter objection noted. The LED
streetlights that will be supplied and
maintained by Western Power use 30%
less energy than standard streetlights and
operate at a much cooler temperature
making them a safer option.

No modification required.

Action 6.3 PLAN PUBLIC TOILET IMPROVEMENTS

0(0.0%
oo.0%) -, 210 0 (0.0%)

6(50.0%) 6(50.0%)

s Strongly support

= Somewhat support
= Neither support nor oppose
= Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

ftem 68. Submitter 3.

Submitter supports this action and suggests
that toilets should be installed near the
Oxford Street Reserve and/or close to the
Village Square and should include changing
facilities.

Submitter support noted. It is noted that
there is an existing toilet in Frame Court,
and this will be considered as part of the
public toilet improvement review. It is
noted that improvements to the public
toilets will consider the Disability
Discrimination Act which requires a change
area.

No modification required.

ftem 69. Submitter 5.

Submitter does not support removal of the
existing Avenue Car Park toilet block as a
potential solution and suggests it needs to
be addressed as part of Actions 4.7 and 4.8.

Submitter solution preference noted. All
solutions for toilet block improvements will
be considered including upgrade of the
existing Avenue Car Park toilet and
decision will be made based on cost
effectiveness and what's better for the
community in the long run.

Consolidation of the tasks for each action
of the Place Plan (especially where the

No modification required.
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actions relate to each other) will occur
where possible and actions of the Place
Plan will be considered holistically.

Action 6.4 DEVELOP A SMOKE-FREE TOWN CENTRES PROJECT WITH INVOLVEMENT FROM THE COMMUNITY, HEALTH PARTNERS, AND LOCAL BUSINESSES

1(8.3%
0(0.0%) -, 1(83%)

0 (0.0%)

4(33.3%)

s Strongly support

= Somewhat support

= Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

7 (58.3%)

= Neither support nor oppose

ftem 70. Submitter 1.

Submitter is strongly supportive of the
initiative to make the Leederville Town
Centre smoke free.

Submitter support noted.

No modification required.

ftem 71. Submitter 3.
Submitter supports this action.

Submitter support noted.

No modification required.

ftem 72. Submitter 4.

Submitter believes smoking in the town
centres has a negative effect on businesses
and suggests better signage, more
enforcement by the City and more
responsibility taken by the pub owners for
enforcement.

Submitter suggestions noted. Signage and
enforcement will be considered as part of
the Smoke Free Town Centres project.

No modification required.

item 73. Submitter 9.
Submitter believes not allowing smokers is
anti-trade.

Submitter objection has been noted.
Smoke free Town Centres is a major target
for the Public Health Plan to protect the
community from environmental tobacco
smoke, discourage the uptake of smoking
in children and young people and provide a
supportive environment for people who
are trying to quit smoking or have recently
quit smoking. Smoke free Town Centres
was considered an important issue by 85%
of respondents for the Public Health Plan.

No madification required.

Submitter Comment Summary
Item 74. Submitter 1.

Submitter raises concerns about the number of ice-cream
shops in the Leederville Town Centre.

General comments about the draft place plan and any suggestions

Administration Comment
Submitter concern noted. Local government has a
limited capacity to control the specific type of business

that operates in the town centre as long as the type
meets the permissible use class for the zone under the

Recommended Maodification
No modification required.
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Local Planning Scheme. The number of ice-cream
tenancies is controlled by private market forces.

Item 75. Submitter 11.
Submitter raises concerns about the number of ice-cream
shops in the Leederville Town Centre.

Submitter concern noted. Local government has a
limited capacity to control the specific type of business
that operates in the town centre as long as the type
meets the permissible use class for the zone under the
Local Planning Scheme. The number of ice-cream
tenancies is controlled by private market forces.

No modification required.

Item 76. Submitter 3.

Submitter suggests separate audit/strategy development
actions in the Place Plan occur concurrently (e.g., Actions
2.7, 4.4 and 4.6).

Submitter suggests each of these projects involve a broad
cross-section of the community and on-the-ground
engagement (such as walking workshops) rather than just
relying on online engagement. The submitter referenced
the New South Wales Department of Planning, Industry
and Environment’s Great Public Spaces Toolkit as a good
example of the audit process.

Submitter suggestions noted. Consolidation of the tasks
for each action of the Place Plan (especially where the
actions relate to each other) will occur where possible
and actions of the Place Plan will be considered
holistically.

No modification required.

Item 77. Submitter 5.

Submitter suggests some of the individual actions of the
Leederville Town Centre Place Plan relate to each other
and should be considered holistically.

Submitter suggestion noted. Consolidation of the tasks
for each action of the Place Plan (especially where the
actions relate to each other) will occur where possible
and actions of the Place Plan will be considered
holistically.

No modification required.

Item 78. Submitter 7.

Submitter suggests Leederville Oval needs to be revitalized
and suggests an opportunity exists for residential
apartments to bring in more people to the Town Centre.

The development of the Leederville Oval will be
considered as part of a separate process and is outside
of the scope of the Leederville Town Centre Place Plan.

No modification required.

Item 79. Submitter 9.

Submitter believes the Leederville Town Centre only
requires minor improvements (e.g., lighting, accessibility
public toilets) but does not require a major overhaul.

Submitter views are noted. The intent of the Leederville
Place Plan is to implement a combination of small
changes that will have a large positive impact on the
community and more substantial actions that will see
long term improvements in the town centre.

No modification required.

Item 80. Submitter 10.
Submitter highlights the importance of the Luna Cinemas
as an asset to the Leederville Town Centre.

The importance of the Luna Cinemas is acknowledged.
As a privately run business the City cannot influence the
day-to-day operations, however the City will continue to

No modification required.
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support Luna Cinemas as an independent small
business.

Item 81. Submitter 11.

Submitter expresses distaste for the current levels of
subdivision in Leederville and raises concerns about loss of
private green space.

Subdivision is outside of the scope of the Leederville
Town Centre Place Plan however this comment can be
considered as part of the Leederville Precinct Structure
Plan. A proposal of the draft Precinct Structure Plan is to
encourage amalgamation of sites through development
incentives.

No modification required.

Iitem 82. Submitter 12.

Submitter considers the proposed opening of Carr Place
onto Loftus Street dangerous. Submitter notes local
residents are already exposed to increased traffic and
illegally parked cars which has caused safety and sight line
issues,

Submitter also notes there are no lines painted on Carr
Place meaning cars often drive down the middle of the
road.

The potential opening of Carr Place on to Loftus Street
was being considered under the draft Leederville
Precinct Structure Plan, however as a result of
consultation with the community the connection has
been proposed to be removed. Investigation into
alternative access through development incentives is
proposed instead.

Submitter’s point about the street markings has been
noted. Main Roads requires a minimum width of 3.2
metres for a lane and as Carr Place is only 5.4 metres in
total, a centre line is not appropriate in this instance. It
is noted that the submitter did not raise concerns about
the line marking, only including it as a note.

No modification required.

Item 83. Submitter 14.

Submitter raises concerns about a lack of parking north of
Vincent Street and suggests the purchasing of vacant
private lots (for example 234 Oxford Street) by the City to
create public car parks.

Submitter concerns noted. The draft Accessible City
Strategy provides for an action to establish a business
plan for the management of parking within Vincent and
prepare precinct-specific parking management plans,
with priority given to precincts already at capacity.

The Strategy also endeavours to undertake a strategic
review of all land holdings to investigate the viability of
sites to provide publicly accessible parking.

No modification required.

Item 84. Submitter 16.

Submitter has reviewed the draft Leederville Precinct
Structure Plan and the draft Leederville Town Centre Place
Plan and are in support of the proposal. Submitter states
that they appear to have been well researched and backed
by analysis in their various components.

Submitter support of the draft Leederville Precinct
Structure Plan and the draft Leederville Town Centre
Place Plan is noted.

No modification required.
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of Vincent.

Submitter considers that the plans are likely to have an
immediate positive impact on the Leederville Town Centre
and have the appropriate controls to future proof the City

Item 85. Submitter 18.

disability.

Section
Place Plan Process (Page 7)

Submitter highlights the issue of homelessness that is
being experienced across Perth and suggests one root
cause of homelessness is the financial and social barriers
of disability in particular autism spectrum disarders.

Submitter suggests new development should be inclusive
and should be designed with consideration of people with

in Action 4.6 Streetscape Audit.

Submitter suggestion noted. This suggestion is in line
with the City’s Disability Access and Inclusion Plan 2017-
2022. Access for people with disability will be
considered throughout the implementation of the
Leederville Town Centre Place Plan actions, particularly

No modification required.

General Administrative Changes to the plan

Original wording

While the City remains responsible for planning and delivering
the actions identified in the Place Plan, Leederville Connect is
identified as the support team on ten actions, and the co-lead on
one.

Revised wording

While the City remains responsible for planning and delivering
the actions identified in the Place Plan, Leederville Connect is
identified as the support team on ten-seven actions, and the co-
lead on one.

Place Plan Process (Page 7)

OBJECTIVE ACHIEVED

ACTION OBIECTIVE ACHEIVED

Action 1.2 Analysis (Page 10)
Action 2.5 Analysis (Page 15)

Principle shared path

Principle principal shared path

Action 2.6 Solution (Page 15)

Plan improvements to Vincent Street.

Plan improvements to the Vincent Street cycling and pedestrian
environment.

(Change is for the action wording to better reflect the intent)

Action 2.7 (page 16)

Wayfinding Strategy

Wayfinding Strategy Plan

Action 2.7 (page 16)

Leederville Connect has been identified as a support team for 2.7

Leederville Connect has been identified as a support team for
action 2.7

(Change is for consistency with other actions where Leederville
Connect is the support)

Action 4.9 (page 22)

The laneway between Leederville Hotel and the new ABN
building will soon be fronted with active uses and become a new
hub of activity.

The laneway between Leederville Hotel and the new ABN
building will soon be fronted with active uses and has become a
new hub of activity.

The ABN building on Vincent Street isscheduledto bacompletad
#2021 has now been opened and willadd has added
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The ABN building on Vincent Street is scheduled to be completed
in 2021 and will add approximately 750 new employees to the
Town Centre. It will also bring active uses.

There is an opportunity to collaborate with the developer to
deliver laneway beautification elements such as paving and visual
art, as well as naming the laneway in consultation with the
community and Landgate.

Collaborate with developers to deliver laneway beautification
elements such as paving, lighting and visual art, as well as naming
the laneway, in consultation with the community and Landgate.

approximately 258 800 new employees to the Town Centre. It
will alse soon bring active uses.

The laneway has been named Electric Lane in consultation with
the community and Landgate. There is an opportunity to
collaborate with the developer to deliver laneway beautification

Collaborate with developers to deliver laneway beautification

elements s in Electric Lane.

s e e e

place)

(Change is in line with recent events that have taken

Action 4.10 (page 22)

team for action 4.11B

Leederville Connect has been identified as a support

Leederville Connect has been identified as a support
team for action 4.1108B

(Reference number was incorrect)

Action 5.1 (page 23)

Prepare an Activity Centre Structure Plan

Prepare an-Activity Precinct Centre Structure Plan in
collaboration with Leederville Connect.

Implementation Framework (Pages 26-27) .

around the perimeter of the Town Centre.
¢ Plan improvements to Vincent Street.
e Develop a Wayfinding Strategy.

delivery partners.

connectivity.

Advocate to the Public Transport Authority and the | e
Water Corporation for Route 15 to be rerouted

* Investigate the feasibility and impact of designated
pick-up points for on-demand transport and .

e Undertake an urban design study for the Avenue .
Car Park Laneway to achieve more greening and

¢ Collaborate with developers to deliver laneway
beautification elements such as paving, lighting

Advocate to the Public Transport Authority and the
Water Corporation for bus rRoute 15 to be
rerouted around the perimeter of the Town
Centre.

e Plan improvements to the Vincent Street cycling
and pedestrian environment.

Develop a Wayfinding Strategy Plan.

Investigate the feasibility and impact of designated
pick-up points for on-demand transport and third
party delivery partners.

e Undertake an urban design study for the Avenue
Car Park Laneway in_collaboration with the Water
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and visual art, as well as naming the laneway, in
consultation with the community and Landgate.
Prepare a Precinct Structure Plan in collaboration
with Leederville Connect.

Corporation to achieve more greening and
connectivity.

e Collaborate with developers to deliver laneway
beautification elements such as paving, lighting
and visual art, asswellas-paming-thelaneway—n
consultationwith the community and Landgate in
Electric Lane.

e Prepare a Precinct Centre-Structure Plan in
collaboration with Leederville Connect.

(For consistency with ‘solution” wording in main body
of document.
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Leederville Town Centre Place Plan  Final

00. INTRODUCTION

The City of Vincent (City) Town Centre Place
Plans series has been developed as a set of
'place based’ strategic action plans to guide
the allocation of funding and resources in the
City's town centres. The Place Plans direct
the City’s service units to deliver a range of
place-based initiatives and enable the City to
effectively support and coordinate change.

Leederville Town Centre Place Plan (Place Plan) is
Volume 04 in the Town Centre Place Plan series and will
guide the implementation of all major initiatives in the

Leederville Town Centre (Town Centre).

The Town Centre has a unique mix of retail, civic uses,
restaurants, bars, and residential dwellings which

all function in a cohesive environment and flourish
together as one mixed-use hub. It is bounded by the
Mitchell Freeway and Loftus Street, and extends north
to Bourke Street.

As some suburbs in Perth's inner-city ring have
gentrified over time, Leederville has retained a grungy
feel whilst developing a unique, vibrant, and youthful
atmosphere. The Town Centre has great potential

to accommodate higher density development and
creating a high quality public realm, whilst retaining the
existing Town Centre character, should be prioritised.
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LEEDERVILLE SNAPSHOT

Historic
Leederville forms part of Boorloo —

Noongar land belonging to the Whadjuk
people of the Noongar nation.

. . OXFORD STREET PARADE LOOKING SOLTH AT VINCENT
Prior to European settlement, the Leederville area STREET INTERSECTION LEEDERYILLE, 1958. OV LHC FHIZET?

surrounding Lake Monger was known as Keiermulu
which translates to 'the home fires or camp.’ Lake
Monger, or Galup as it is traditionally known, was an
important camping and hunting ground.

In 1973, the building of the Mitchell Freeway saw

the suburb of Leederville divided, with Leederville &

AERIALVIEW OF LAKE MOMGER [GALUP AMD LEEDERVILLE,

AERIALVIEW OF LAKE MOMGER [SALUP AMD

Town Centre cut off from the culturally significant 1959, TOWN OF CAMBRIDGE LIBRARY PHIA51-01 ACCESSED MARCH 2021, GDOGLE EARTH

Lake Monger.

TROLLEY-BUS TRAVELLING E&5T ALONG MEWCASTLE STREET
LEEDERVILLE, T 1957. COV LHC PHI3148

LAKE MIOMGER [GALUP C1923
STATE LIERARY OF WESTERM ALSTRALLA 54500F

OX¥FORD STREET LOOKIMNG SOUTH FROM WINCEMT STREET
LEEQERVILLE, 19805, OV LHC PHO1157

LEEDERVILLE TOWN CENTRE PLACE PLAN | 3
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e - LEEDERVILLE SNAPSHOT

Community

B -
0-11 12-24 25-49 50-69 - 70-85+
10.1% 15% 54.3% 14.3% 6.2%

OV 8 8 e

1? 37.2% of Leederville households are

ﬁ high income ($2500/wk+) compared to

[ | 24.8% in Greater Perth

Lake Monger

(Galup)
~- i o
s ‘1’ E 5 8 ° 6 /O of households are lone person
1 § or couple only compared to 47.1% in Greater Perth
&
-
Transport
Active Public "@"
transport transport =
10.2% of Leederville 17.2% of Leederville
residents commute residents commute to
using active modes work on public transport
compared to 3.1% in compared to 10.2% in
Greater Perth Greater Perth

: 7.3% of Leederville households
Leederville Town Centre Place Plan Boundary t.Lt S g 4 i do not own a car compared to
R o ' Car ownership 4.7% in Greater Perth

Town Planning Scheme No. 2 Regional Centre Scheme Zone

Legend

4 | CITY OF VINCENT
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PLAGE PLAN PURPOSE

Housing E E E The Place Plan outlines the place-based initiatives and resources the City has specifically
o , ooo committed to the Town Centre.

Diversity of Leederville ooo

:z;S;Z?GSJiZkS :e(izz?:rzrth: I:II_I?I_II:I The boundary of the Town Centre (refer Leederville Town Centre Boundary Map) aligns with the draft
Leederville Precinct Structure Plan boundary. The boundary extends north beyond the City of Vincent's Town

e 40.4% separate house (74.6% Greater Perth) Planning Scheme No. 2 Regional Centre Scheme Zone, to incorporate the public purpose, commercial, mixed

o 46.5% medium density (19.6% Greater Perth) use, residential and public open space land uses south of Bourke Street.

* 11.8% high density (5.1% Greater Perth)

* 47.9% own or mortgage (66.4% Greater Perth) The Integrated Planning and Reporting Framework outlined by the Local Government (Administration)

e 40.8% rent (25.5% Greater Perth) Regulations 1996 requires the City to adopt a Strategic Community Plan and a Corporate Business Plan. The

Place Plan provides a filter for the place-based initiatives within the City's suite of informing strategies and
plans, and directly informs the Corporate Business Plan. The role of the Place Plan within the City of Vincent

Leederville currently has the )
Y Integrated Planning and Reporting Framework is illustrated below.

lowest population (people/ha)
and dwelling unit (units/ha) density
in the City.

INTEGRATED PLANNING AND REPORTING FRAMEWORK

"
-4
=

STRATEGIC COMMUNITY } CORPORATE BUSINESS ANNUAL ANNUAL
PLAN PLAN } BUDGET ’ REPORT

N
NON-PLACE ] I ]
BASED INTIATIVES | | PHACEPLANS
!-N\
( INFORMING STRATEGIES AND PLANS )

LEEDERVILLE TOWN CENTRE PLACE PLAN | §
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Each of the City of Vincent town centres has a town
team. The town teams are independently formed
and incorporated bodies that aim to make their
respective Town Centres the best places they can
possibly be. The town teams are not an affiliate

of the City, but do receive funding for community
driven initiatives. The town teams are made up of
a diverse range of members that include business
owners, land owners, local residents and people
who recreate in Leederville. Each town team
member brings a different set of skills, interests, and

life experiences to the table and these collectively
shape the direction, composition, and identity of
the six town teams.

The town teams and the City enjoy a symbiotic
relationship. The City engages directly with each
town team on a variety of issues that are specific

to their respective town centres and the town

teams are able to effectively communicate issues,
solutions, and ideas to the City though their
strategic action plans. The City works collaboratively
with the town teams to deliver locally based
activations and events, physical improvements, and
economic and community development initiatives.

Leederville Connect is the town team operating in
the Town Centre. Leederville Connect's Action Plan
and strategic vision, captured in Leederville User
Experience (UX), outlines a range of objectives and

principles as well as their key focus areas.

& | CITY OF VINCENT
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PLAGE PLAN PROCGESS

The Place Plan enables the range of initiatives

identified in the City’s suite of informing
strategies and plans, and Leederville
Connect’s Action Plan, to be filtered,
prioritised and resourced appropriately.

Some of the City’s informing strategies and plans
provide high level guidance for the diection and type
of initatives the City should be undertaking, while
others provide specific actions.

The Place Plans provide a place based filter and
cross-directorate lens on these strategies and plans to
enable a robust, planned, and integrated approach to
project identification and delivery.

Prior to being confirmed as a new action in the Place
Plan, proposed initiatives and projects are cross
checked against the vision and priorities set in the
Strategic Community Plan and the following three
sources:

A. Local needs and wants (City strategies and plans
and town team action plans);

B. Best practice; and

C. Data (collected through the implementation of the
Town Centre Performance Measurement Strategy).

The process in which Place Plan actions are filtered is
illustrated in the adjacent diagram.

alp

A C-
LOCAL ] (
BEST
MNEEDS DATA
& WANTS PRACTICE

PLACE PLAN ACTIONS

(=P

The Place Plan outlines the implementation schedule
for all of the actions to be undertaken in the Town
Centre. These may include but are not limited to
public realm upgrades, marketing initiatives, economic
and community development projects, and policy and
procedural improvements.

The Place Plan actions are organised into six sections
which align with the six priorities of the Strategic
Community Plan.

While the City remains responsible for planning and
delivering the actions identified in the Place Plan,
Leederville Connect is identified as the support
team on seven actions, and the co-lead on one. This
creates an opportunity for the town team to be an

active part of the project team for City delivered
actions, rather than engaged as a community group
throughout the project process.

The Place Plan is implemented, reviewed and updated
annually. This allows the progress of actions to be
reported on, including updating actions to reflect
where they are in the action delivery cycle, and for
newly identified actions to be included.

The Place Plan action delivery cycle is illustrated in the
diagram below.

[STTTITS - W

. ~ - .
- INVESTIGATE & PLAN H .
- \ 7 -
. v .
. - . .
. IMPLEMENT .
. \ J .
: v :
- i B -
. MONITOR .
: L ) :
o ves hd NO | o
. s ™ .
. ACTION OBJECTIVE .
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INFORMING STRATEGIES & PLANS

The City's Strategic Community Plan 2018 — 2028 identifies the community’s vision and strategic priorities, as identified through the Imagine
Vincent engagement campaign. The Place Plan actions are designed to respond to at least one priority, while many respond to multiple.
Each action has been listed under the priority that is most applicable to the objectives of the action. The Place Plan is also informed by the
following strategies and plans which have been developed through community engagement and previously adopted by Council.

GREENING PLAN

2018 - 2023

Actions 1.1 -1.4,2.3,4.6,4.7,4.8,
5.3 have the opportunity to increase
tree canopy, native plantings, and
green the Town Centre.

SUSTAINABLE ENVIRONMENT

STRATEGY 2019 - 2024

Actions 1.1-1.4,21-27,4.6,

4.7 -4.10,5.1,6.2, 6.3 have the
, opportunity to support urban greening

- and biodiversity, water sensitive

urban design, increased use of public

and active transport modes, energy

efficiency and reduced greenhouse

gas emissions.

SAFER VINCENT 2019 - 2022
® Actions 1.2,2.3,3.1,4.2, 4.5, 4.7 -
4.10, 5.1, 6.2, 6.3 have the opportunity
®O® to support safer spaces, community
connection, and apply Crime Prevention
through Environmental Design (CPTED)
principles.

3

R®

DISABILITY ACCESS AND
INCLUSION PLAN 2017 - 2022
Actions 2.2-2.4,2.7, 4.4, 4.6, 4.8 —
4.10, 5.1, 5.3, 6.3 have the opportunity
to improve equitable access to
buildings and infrastructure.

RECONCILIATION ACTION
PLAN | INNOVATE 2019 - 2021
Actions 1.1,1.2,1.4,2.7,3.1, 4.6

- 4.10, 5.2 have the opportunity to
celebrate Noongar artwork, culture
and language in public spaces.

PUBLIC OPEN SPACE
STRATEGY

Actions 1.1, 1.2, 4.2, 4.3, 5.1, 6.1 have
the opportunity to maximise the value
of open spaces for the community
through improved amenity, respond

to the impacts of development and
population growth, and improve access
to and functionality of open space.

o

-

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
STRATEGY 2011 - 2016

Each action in the Place Plan aims to
support economic development in the
Town Centre.

YOUTH ACTION PLAN

2020 - 2022

Actions 1.1, 1.2, 3.1, 6.1 have the
opportunity to provide opportunities
for young people to connect with each
other and the broader community, and
support our youth to be strong, healthy,
safe and active.

PUBLIC HEALTH PLAN

2020 - 2025

Actions 1.1, 2.7,3.1,4.6,5.3, 6.4
support deliverables to help achieve
the vision of a healthy, happy, and
connected community for all.
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ARTS DEVELOPMENT ACTION
PLAN 2018 - 2020

Actions 1.4, 3.1, 4.4, 4.6, 4.8 - 4.10,

5.2 have the opportunity to support

the arts and creative economy in the
Town Cenftre.

DRAFT ACCESSIBLE CITY
STRATEGY 2020 - 2030
Actions 1.1, 1.3,2.1-2.8,45-4.10,
5.1-5.3, 6.2 have the opportunity to
make getting around the Town Centre
safe, easy, environmentally friendly,
and enjoyable.

DRAFT ASSET MANAGEMENT
AND SUSTAINABILITY
STRATEGY

Each action in the Place Plan aims to
support the Asset Management and
Sustainability Strategy vision to plan and
manage our resources and assets in an
efficient and sustainable manner.

READING THIS DOCUMENT

All the projects and initiatives being
undertaken in the Town Centre are listed as
‘actions’. Each action is explained using the
following three step prcess:

STEP 1

DIAGNOSIS
CZ‘-? Diagnosing the issue or opportunity

evident in the Town Centre. These may
be identified in an informing strategy or
plan, as an opportunity to achieve best
practice or through the analysis of data.

STEP 2
Q ANALYSIS

Analysing the detail of the issue or
opportunity to understand the best
approach to solve the issue or seize the

opportunity.

STEP 3
/ SOLUTION
Proposing a solution that solves the issue

or seizes the opportunity.

The Place Plan actions have been
organised into six sections to directly
respond to the six priorities of the City's
Strategic Community Plan. These include:

6%
\»+= ENHANCED ENVIRONMENT

) ACCESSIBLE CITY

®
@g@ CONNECTED COMMUNITY
Trvevs’ THRIVING PLACES

=]

<<= SENSITIVE DESIGN

2.
43> INNOVATIVE & ACCOUNTABLE

The Place Plan highlights the broad range of projects
and initiatives the City is undertaking to support and
improve the Town Centre.

The Implementation Framework sets out the actions,
time frames and the responsible teams for the delivery
of all of the identified actions.
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01. ENHANGED ENVIRONMENT

Sets out the actions and projects which assist the City to make
the best use of our natural resources for the benefit of current and
future town centre visitors, residents, and businesses.

ACTION 1.1 OXFORD STREET RESERVE

Diagnosis

Oxford Street Reserve is underutilised and lacks visual and
physical permeability from Leederville Parade and Oxford Street.

Analysis

Oxford Street Reserve incorporates a seating area, playground,
green space, passive recreation area, and is adjacent to
Leederville Skate Park.

The passive recreation area at the southern edge of the reserve
includes a ping pong table, chess/checker board tables, a four
square court, and a BBQ. This area is not well used and the
permanent game elements have been heavily vandalised.

The central green space lacks shade and functionality. Sightlines
to the playground from both the seating area to the north and
the grassed area to the south are obstructed.

The skate park is well used, due for renewal, and an opportunity
exists to improve connectivity between the skate park and the
rest of the reserve and Town Centre.

A concept plan, employing CPTED principles, and taking into
consideration pedestrian amenity, shade, power supply, signage,
lighting, greenery and recycling stations, could be developed to
better connect the elements of Oxford Street Reserve to each
other, the Town Centre and the train station.

Solution

Develop a concept plan to enhance the community use,
connectivity, and vibrancy of Oxford Street Reserve.

ACTION 1.2 LEEDERVILLE PARADE

Diagnosis

Leederville Parade lacks pedestrian amenity and is a road safety
concern.

Analysis

Leederville Parade connects Vincent Street, Oxford Street,
and Loftus Street. There is a footpath along Leederville Parade
adjacent to the Town Centre, and a principal shared path
adjacent to the Mitchell Freeway.

Leederville Parade has been identified as a high risk location
because of the number of documented collisions. As there is no
median, there are few opportunities for pedestrians and cyclists
to cross safely between the footpath and principal shared path.

In addition, there is a portion of Leederville Parade (towards
Loftus Street) where the principal shared path veers off and which
does not have a footpath on the freeway side to provide a safe
crossing.

As a high-risk location, an opportunity exists to investigate
Black Spot funding to implement potential solutions (such

as a continuous median) on Leederville Parade to create a

safe pedestrian crossing environment. Black Spot is a road
safety program which provides Federal funding for targeted
improvements to high risk locations. Implementing a median
will allow for additional greening which should be incorporate to
improve pedestrian amenity.

Solution

10 | CITY OF VINCENT

Investigate Black Spot funding for a safer pedestrian crossing
environment on Leederville Parade.
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ACTION 1.3 BEAUTIFICATION AND ECO-ZONING OF LOT 210

Diagnosis

The landscaping at Lot 210 on the corner of Vincent Street

and Leederville Parade is not maintained to a high standard.

Analysis

Lot 210 has the opportunity to be an entry statement site
for the Town Centre for vehicles coming off the freeway, and
pedestrians coming from West Leederville.

Lot 210 is not planted or maintained in line with the City
managed and maintained streetscapes as it is not owned
by the City. While this lot is owned by Main Roads Western
Australia (MRWA), the City has negotiated a licence
agreement with MRWA to take over the maintenance of this
site, with the intention to clean it up and eco-zone.

The licence agreement presents additional opportunities to
create an entry statement in this space and the potential to
incorporate artwork.

A small portion of this site also contains a City-owned lot
(Lot 1 on DP 63619) and a Telstra owned lot (Lot 33 on DP
53031). These will also be considered in the landscaping of
Lot 210.

Solution

ACTION 1.4 FAST-CHARGING ELECTRIC VEHICLE STATION

Diagnosis

Undertake the beautification and eco-zoning of Lot 210
Leederville Parade.

There is an opportunity for the Town Centre to become part
of the electric vehicle fast-charging network.

Analysis

The City has been approached to nominate fast charging
electric vehicle station locations, in town centres, as part of
the expansion of the electric vehicle fast-charging network.

The proximity of the Avenue Car Park to the Mitchell
Freeway, 24hr supermarket, service station and toilet
facilities makes it an ideal electric vehicle charging location.

A single electric vehicle charging point exists in the Avenue
Car Park. Additional or replacement vehicle charging
stations will increase the City's capacity to reduce carbon
emissions caused by the transport network.

Solution

Support the potential installation of a fast-charging electric
vehicle station in the Avenue Car Park.
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02. AGGESSIBLE GITY

Sets out the actions and projects which enhance connectivity,
improve the use of public transport, deliver parking efficiencies,
and create a more pedestrian and cycle friendly Town Centre.

ACTION 2.1 LEEDERVILLE STATION UPGRADE

Leederville Station is not a friendly environment for people with
differing abilities. The overpass connecting West Leederville,
Leederville, and Leederville Station is not a comfortable pedestrian or
cyclist environment.

Diagnosis

Leederville Station lacks elevators between the platform and

the overpass, and between the overpass and street level. The
ramp currently in place is narrow and steep, acting as a barrier to
accessibility.

The overpass connecting West Leederville and Leederville Station
to the Town Centre lacks shelter and character. The ramp leading
to the Town Centre is steep, and has a barrier at the bottom. The
Analysis current bicycle parking is not well maintained or secure.

There is an opportunity for the station, overpass and pedestrian
crossing environments to be upgraded to increase the level of
accessibility for all, improve pedestrian comfort, and safety and
experience, and improve amenities for cyclists.

Leederville UX identifies improvements to Leederville Station as
Focused Intervention 14.

Advocate to the Public Transport Authority for a Leederville

luti
Ly Station upgrade.

ACTION 2.2 REROUTE BUS ROUTE 15

Diagnosis

Bus route 15 runs through the heart of Leederville Village Square
and generates noise and emissions which detract from the
amenity of the Town Centre.

Analysis

Bus route 15 is a quarter-hourly route between Perth Bus Port and
Glendalough Station. Currently, it runs through the Town Centre
on Newcastle Street and Oxford Street. This includes the Village
Square, and the northern portion of the café strip.

The noise and emissions from the bus route makes the Village
Square and surrounding alfresco and parklet areas less desirable
for pedestrians. Closing the Village Square for events also requires
the detour of the bus route.

Rerouting the bus and exploring other options to decrease

noise and emissions (e.g., advocating to the Public Transport
Authority for use of zero-emission alternative busses) provides

an opportunity to improve the amenity of the Town Centre.
Leederville UX proposes the bus uses Frame Court to connect the
bus from Newcastle Street and Leederville Parade. However, half
of this road is owned by Water Corporation and an agreement for
use would need to be negotiated.

As a part of the potential reroute of the bus, there is an
opportunity to include a stop at Leederville Station, and outside
the Water Corporation administration building.

Rerouting the bus is identified in Leederville UX as Focused
Intervention 7.

Solution

Advocate to the Public Transport Authority and the Water
Corporation for bus route 15 to be rerouted around the perimeter
of the Town Centre.
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ACTION 2.3 LOFTUS STREET CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS

Loftus Street is a barrier to connectivity between Leederville,
West Perth and North Perth.

Loftus Street has six lanes of fast moving traffic, which act as a
barrier between Leederville, West Perth and North Perth. There
are signalised crossings for pedestrians and cyclists available

at the Vincent Street, Newcastle Street, and Leederville Parade
intersections. However, these crossings are unfriendly to
pedestrians and cyclists, and often requires multiple light phases
to cross safely. Additionally, there is a non-signalised crossing at
Richmond Street.

Diagnosis

The distance between the formal crossings of Loftus Street is
approximately 300 meters, which may encourage pedestrians
and cyclists to cross at informal locations in between, such
. as between Carr Place and Carr Street, and between Loftus
Analysis .

Recreation Centre and Emmerson Street.
There is an opportunity to investigate design interventions
to improve the experience for pedestrians and cyclists
crossing Loftus Street. This could include additional crossing
opportunities, improvements to signal timing, pedestrian
countdown timers, greening, or other options identified through

investigation.

This action supports Leederville UX Focused Intervention
10 = multi-use intersections on major roads, and Focused
Intervention 13 - pedestrian crossing of Loftus Street at
Richmond Street.

Prepare a plan to improve the pedestrian and cyclist

Solution j .
environment crossing Loftus Street.
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TOWN CENTRE MOVEMENT MAP 2
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ACTION 2.4 LAKE MONGER CONNECTION

Diagnosis

The connection between the Town Centre and Lake Monger is
not pedestrian or cyclist friendly.

Analysis

The Mitchell Freeway divides Leederville and West Leederville.
The Mitchell Freeway underpass connecting the Town Centre to
Lake Monger is dark, littered, lacks greening, and is not inviting
to pedestrians and cyclists. The intersections either side of the
underpass, at Vincent Street and Leederville Parade and Vincent
Street and Southport Street, are difficult to cross.

Vincent Street and Lake Monger Drive, between Leederville
Parade and Lake Monger, has been identified as a local route in
the draft Long Term Cycling Network.

As the connection is within the boundary of both the City of
Vincent and Town of Cambridge, and managed by Main Roads,
the City will need to work closely with these stakeholders to plan
any upgrades. Upgrades could include opportunities to improve
the connecting intersections, adding greening, lighting, and art,
or other improvements identified through investigation.

Leederville UX identifies the connection to Lake Monger as a
pedestrian arterial in Focused Intervention 12.

Solution

Collaborate with the Town of Cambridge and Main Roads to
plan upgrades to the Lake Monger connection.

14 | CITY OF VINCENT
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ACTION 2.5 OXFORD STREET CYCLING ROUTE

Diagnosis

Oxford Street does not allow for cars and bicycles to share the
road safely.

Analysis

Oxford Street has been identified as a local route in the draft Long
Term Cycling Network, and connects West Leederville, Leederville,
Mount Hawthorn, and the Mitchell Freeway Principal Shared Path.

There is currently an on-road painted bicycle lane northbound north
of Vincent Street to Bourke Street, and southbound between Bourke
Street and Richmond Street. There are also green bicycle starter
boxes at the intersection of Oxford Street and Vincent Street.

The Department of Transport noted in the 2015 Detailed Cycling
Imagineering Workshop Report that nearly 50% of serious and

fatal injury collisions occur on local roads with speeds of 50km/h or
greater. The report also noted that vehicle speeds should be reduced
to 30km/h through streetscape improvements where separation
between cyclists and vehicles is not an option.

Between Leedenville Parade and Vincent Street, the speed limit for
vehicles is 30km/h. However, north of Vincent Street, the speed limit
increases to 50km/h. Where there are gaps in cycling infrastructure,
this is not considered to be safe for cyclists.

There is an opportunity to plan improvements to the Oxford Street
cycling environment to improve safety and amenity, including but not
limited to cycling infrastructure and traffic calming measures.

Diagnosis

ACTION 2.6 VINCENT STREET IMPROVEMENTS

Bicycles and pedestrians share the footpath on Vincent Street, and
there are limited crossing opportunities for both users. This often
creates conflict between pedestrians, cyclists, and vehicles.

Analysis

Vincent Street has been identified as a secondary route in the draft
Long Term Cycling Network.

As Vincent Street is currently not a suitable road to be shared by
vehicles and bicycles due to the volume and speed of traffic, bicycles
share the footpath with pedestrians. This impacts the safety and
amenity for both cyclists and pedestrians.

There are no crossing points for pedestrians or cyclists along the
Vincent Street between Oxford Street and Loftus Street. This s a
distance of approxiamtely 500m and the lack of crossing points
creates conflict between pedestrians and cyclists, and vehicles.

There is an opportunity to plan improvements to Vincent Street to
improve the safety and amenity for pedestrians and cyclists.

Leederville UX identifies Vincent Street as a pedestrian arterial in
Focused Intervention 12.

Solution

Plan improvements to the Oxford Street cycling environment to

support extending the 30km/h speed zone north of Vincent Street.

Solution

Plan improvements to the Vincent Street cycling and pedestrian
environment.
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ACTION 2.7 WAYFINDING PLAN

ACTION 2.8 ON-DEMAND TRANSPORT AND DELIVERY PARTNERS

. . | Wayfinding in Vincent's Town Centres is cluttered, unclear and . .| On-demand transport and delivery services can cause congestion in
Diagnosis | . Diagnosis ‘
limited. the Town Centre at peak times.
Wayfinding is a critical component to the legibility and walkability of Leederville was identified as a on-demand transport hot spot during
a place. Wayfinding can help determine how people decide to move peak hour commute, as well as Friday and Saturday evening and late
through spaces. The decisions people make when moving through night, and Sunday morning’.
places are guided by architecture, urban design, landmarks and
views. As the Town Centre continues to be home to a diverse mix of
events, hospitality and retail offerings, and trial street closures and
Wayfinding in the City's town centres has significant room for interventions to improve the prioritisation of pedestrians and cyclists,
improvement. An over proliferation of signage and styles compete the demand for on-demand transport options is likely to continue and
for attention and can result in confusion. Moreover, the previous access to customers exact locations may not always be feasible. There
Wayfinding Signage Strategy (2012) has an emphasis on vehicles and is currently no designated pick-up points for on-demand transport
Analysis car parking. vehicles. This leads to vehicles double parking while loading and
unloading passengers, increasing congestion, and impacting the
A Wayfinding Plan should be prepared to: pedestrian amenity in the heart of the Town Centre.
* Create a comprehensive, clear and consistent visual Analysis
communication system with concise messaging; Leederville is a high demand location for delivery partners during peak
*  Only include the information that is relevant to the space, times , and many restaurants in Leederville are available on at least
location and navigation path; and one delivery app?®. Delivery partners often park bicycles and scooters
* Focus on active transportation mode users, particularly on the footpath and near business entrances while waiting for orders,
pedestrians. This creates an obstacle and potential safety hazard for pedestrians,
particularly during busy times.
Leederville UX has identified wayfinding as Focused Intervention 19.
Solution Develop a Wayfinding Plan. There is an opportunity to investigate the feasibility and impact of
designated on-demand pick-up points on the perimeter, similar to those
Leederville Connect has been identified as a support team for2.7 surrounding Forrest Chase and Perth Station. There is also an opportunity
to investigate consolidated third party delivery partner pick-up points
for adjacent businesses, including existing motorcycle bays and bicycle
parking areas, to minimise the clutter on the footpath during peak times.
Solution Investigate the feasibility and impact of designated pick-up points
for on-demand transport and third party delivery partners.

1: hitps:/Ywww.uber.com/en-AlU/blog/perth/busy-spots-in-perth/
2: https:/fwww.uber.com/au/en/drive/perth/delivery/
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Sets out the actions and projects which contribute to Leederville's

unique sense of place, and encourage the community to connect
with each other to enhance their quality of life.

. .| There are opportunities to deliver events in collaboration with the
Diagnosis

RICHMOMND STREET
three major youth and social services in the Town Centre,

MELROSE STREET
The regular events held in the Town Centre could better integrate with
existing social services.

YMCAHQ currently facilitates youth programs, including gigs and
Analysis outdoor paint workshops. Foyer Oxford provides holistic support to

young people to give them the best opportunity to thrive in the future,
and North Metropolitan TAFE delivers a music program.

133315 Q¥O4X0
307
LaaaLs 5Nl

VINCENT STREET
There is an opportunity to investigate ways to collaborate with existing

organisations to participate in Town Centre events and activations

Solution Seek opportunities to collaborate with YMCAHQ, Foyer Oxford,
uti
and TAFE to activate the Town Centre.

CARR PLACE
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<,
Town teams require financial support to deliver outcomes for their

<,
respective town centres and to make themselves more sustainable
entities.

Diagnosis

‘qu‘:l&
. Legend
Town teams can access grant funding through the Town Team Grant
Analvi program. This funding can be used to facilitate events, activities and/ North Metropolitan TAFE
nalysis e e e B :
4 or initiatives that engage the local community, contribute to the local
economy or improve the sustainability of the town team.

Foyer Oxford
Manage the Town Team Grant program.

Solution

YMCA HQ
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The regular hiring of event furniture and fixtures is costly and

ﬂ 4 '|'H R | Vl N G P I- AE E S ACTION 4.1 EVENT FURNITURE AND FIXTURES STORAGE SPACE
. Diagnosis

unsustainable.

Sets out the actions and projects which assist the City to create,
enhance, and promote great places and spaces in the Town Centre
in order for it to reach its activation and economic potential.

Analysis

NN g

X

Hosting events and activations is a part of Leederville’s identity but
regularly hiring fixtures and furniture is cost prohibitive, the pieces for
hire are generic and do not reflect the character of Leederville.

Leederville Connect has identified in their Action Plan the need

for a storage area near the Town Centre for furniture and fixtures.
This would allow the town team to invest in pieces that fit the Town
Centre aesthetic, are cost-effective and can be used on a continuing
basis, lowering the cost of hosting events.

There is an opportunity to support Leederville Connect to investigate
possible locations within the Town Centre for this storage space.

Solution

s

b

Diagnosis

Support Leederville Connect to investigate locations for event
furniture and fixtures storage space in the Town Centre.

Leederville Connect has been identified to co-lead action 4.1.

ACTION 4.2 FESTOON LIGHTING IN LEEDERVILLE VILLAGE SQUARE

Leederville Village Square is not well lit and lacks the ambiance of
a town square when events are not being held in the space.

) 4
|
]

Analysis

Leederville Village Square is a central gathering place within the
Town Centre and is often home to events. The lighting is currently
poor and when events are not occurring, the ambiance is not

reflective of a town square.

There is an opportunity to improve the feel and amenity of the space

through the addition of festoon lighting strung across the square.

Solution

Plan festoon lighting in Leederville Village Square.
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ACTION 4.3 POWER IN LEEDERVILLE VILLAGE SQUARE

Diagnosis

There is currently no access to power in Leederville Village Square.

Analysis

Leederville Village Square is a central gathering place within the
Town Centre and is often home to events. Currently there is no
access to power within the space and this has been identified as a
barrier to improving the usability of the space.

Conduits were installed during construction of Leederville Village
Square to allow for power points to be installed at a later date. There
is an opportunity to identify strategic locations for power points to be
installed based on the current and intended future use of the space.

Solution

Identify locations for power points in Leederville Village Square.

Leederville Connect has been identified as a support team for action 4.3.

ACTION 4.4 TOWN CENTRE LIGHTING

Diagnosis

There are areas in the Town Centre that are poorly lit.

Analysis

Town centre pedestrian safety and quality of lighting have been
highlighted as areas for concern with the increasing number of
vacancies.

Although tenancies are beginning to fill, there remains an
opportunity to improve the lighting in laneways, open spaces, and on
key walking routes that lead to the Town Centre from parking areas
to enhance the pedestrian environment after hours.

Solution

Undertake a lighting audit to identify opportunities for lighting
improvements.

ACTION 4.5 PARKING IN LEEDERVILLE VILLAGE SQUARE

Diagnosis

Vehicles park in the Leederville Village Square median where
parking is not permitted. This impacts the amenity of the space
and creates safety issues by blocking sightlines for crossing
pedestrians.

Analysis

The ample space between the median trees in Leederville Village
Square are meant to facilitate event set-up and increase crossing
opportunities for pedestrians and cyclists.

The median space is large enough for one to two vehicles to park,
and this often occurs during peak times. While parking is not
permitted in these spaces, it has previously not been enforced due to
lack of signage in the area.

There is currently post-signage to enable enforcement, however this

is a temporary solution as vehicles continue to park in this area. There
in an opportunity to investigate design solutions to proactively deter
parking instead, removing the need for enforcement.

This could include modular art, movable planter boxes, retractable
bollards or something similar. Such solutions would maintain the
amenity of the space while closed for events, allow the space to
operate as intended while remaining open to traffic, and enhance the
character of the Town Centre .

Solution

Plan design solutions to deter parking in the Leederville Village
Square median.
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ACTION 4.6 STREETSCAPE AUDIT ACTION 4.7 AVENUE CAR PARK LANEWAY URBAN DESIGN STUDY

There is an opportunity to rationalise the location of existing street Diagnosis The space between Oxford Street tenancies and the Avenue Car
Diagnosis | furniture, and potential to accommodate additional planting, Park is underutilised, disconnected, and lacks pedestrian amenity.
pedestrian amenities, and other streetscape improvements. The space between Oxford Street tenancies and the Avenue Car Park
The City understands the importance of canopy cover, street furniture, is presently used for bin storage, service access, business parking
and streetscape amenities, and the role they play in encouraging pecple and pedestrian movement. There is currently no separation between
to linger longer. Encouraging people to linger longer in town centres pedestrian and vehicle space. As this connection is a part of the
provides the opportunity for multi-purpose trips and passive spending Water Corporation drainage reserve, development is not permitted.
throughout the Town Centre,
There is an opportunity to improve the pedestrian amenity,
While Leederville is well serviced by alfresco dining opportunities and Analysis investigate innovative solutions for waste, and encourage the use of
parklets, there is a lack of intuitive non-transactional seating throughout the space as a second frontage for tenancies on Oxford Street. There
the Town Centre. Streetscape amenities, such as bike racks, have not is also an opportunity to investigate enhancing the public use of key
Analysis been well maintained. arcade linkages between Oxford Street and the Avenue Car Park.
An audit should be undertaken to determine current deficiencies Leederville UX has identified enhancing the Water Corporation Drain
in the streetscape and identify opportunities to enhance the in Focused Intervention 11, and arcade linkages between Oxford
streetscape. Street and the car park as Focused Intervention 21.
Undertake an urban design study for the Avenue Car Park
This could include opportunities for additional planting, Solution Laneway in collaboration with the Water Corporation to achieve
beautification, urban design improvements, universal access
improvements, street art, street furniture rationalisation and
upgrades, and reducing clutter.
Solution Undertake alstreetscape audit to identify opportunities for
streetscape improvements.

Leederville Connect has been identified as a support team for action 4.6.

i
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Diagnosis

There is an opportunity to use the Water Corporation Main
Drain Corridor as an attractive, pedestrianised link through the
centre of Leederville.

Analysis

The area between Newcastle Street and the Freeway is preparing
for large-scale redevelopment opportunities, guided by the
Leederville Activity Structure Plan. These developments would
benefit from having two activated frontages, i.e. Newcastle
Street or Leederville Parade or Frame Court, and the Water
Corporation drainage reserve. Currently, no development can
happen on the reserve.

As the reserve is owned and governed by the Water
Corporation, the City can’t undertake upgrades on these
premises without the permission of the Water Corporation.

Formalising this link through the current Frame Court Car Park
would be an extension of the existing drainage reserve walkway
between Oxford Street and the Avenue Car Park. Bringing these
links together through similar streetscape improvements, such

as festoon lighting, planter boxes, street furniture, or water
feature to reflect the ongoing land use of the site would be a
welcomed addition to the pedestrian realm in Leederville, and
consideration of improvements could be extended into the
broader Frame Court Car Park space. This is identified as the top
social infrastructure need for Leederville in Leederville Connect's

Solution

Negotiate the formalisation of the main drain pedestrian
corridor with the Water Corporation for implementation in
appropriate stages.
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ACTION 4.9 THE LEEDERVILLE LANEWAY

Diagnosis

The laneway between the Leederville Hotel and the new ABN
building will soon be fronted with active uses and has become a
new hub of activity.

Diagnosis

ACTION 4.10 LANEWAY TO THE STRATA

The right of way connecting Oxford Street to the strata lots at 663
Newcastle Street is underutilised.

Analysis

The ABN building on Vincent Street has now been opened and has
added approximately 800 new employees to the Town Centre. It will
soon bring active uses fronting onto the laneway, including a café
and retail shop.

Across the laneway, the Leederville Hotel is planning to redevelop
the former Blue Flamingo tenancy to create another active frontage
to the laneway. Itis anticipated these developments will increase the
activity in the laneway and create a new hub of activity.

The laneway has been named Electric Lane in consultation with the
community and Landgate. There is an opportunity to collaborate with
the developer to deliver laneway beautification elements.

Solution

Collaborate with developers to deliver laneway beautification
elements in Electric Lane.

Analysis

The right of way at 663 Newcastle Street is used primarily for access
to the strata lots by delivery vehicles, for bin storage and collection,
and informal pedestrian access.

It is currently held in freehold, and there is an opportunity for the
City to request the Minister for Lands acquire the right of way under
Section 52 of the Land Administration Act 1997.

There is an additional opportunity to plan improvements to the
pedestrian amenity of the right of way following the acquisition by
the Minister for Lands. This could include greening, lighting, or other
activation elements. The City should advocate to and collaborate
with the Strata to facilitate these improvements to continue in the
Strata owned portion of the laneway.

Leederville UX has identified improving existing laneways as Focused
Intervention 16.

Solution

A) Request the Minister of Lands acquire the right of way linking
Oxford Street to the strata lots at 663 Newcastle Street.

B) Collaborate with the strata to plan improvements to the right
of way.

Leederville Connect has been identified as a support team for action 4.10B
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05. SENSITIVE DESIGN

Sets out the actions and projects which assist the City encourage
unique, high quality developments that respect and respond to the
character and identity of the Town Centre.

ACTION 5.1 LEEDERVILLE PRECINCT STRUCTURE PLAN

The Town Centre has been classed as a secondary centre under

. . State Planning Policy 4.2 — Activity Centres for Perth and Peel (SPP
Diagnosis . '
4.2). However, development is not currently guided by a Western

Awustralia Planning Commission endorsed structure plan.

The Town Centre is located less than 2km from the Perth CEBD,

and is well serviced by public and active transport including a train
station, frequent bus routes, and a growing number of cycling routes.
These services support the potential for the area to accommodate
additional development to further enhance and support the viability
and vibrancy of the centre.

The City and Leederville Connect support these growth and renewal
opportunities and Leederville Connect has prepared a suite of
documents to inform the City's development of a Precinct Structure

Analysis

Plan, including Leederville UX and a social infrastructure study.

I'he Precinct Structure Plan will provide a foundation for the future of
the area including objectives and goals for its ongoing development
and to ensure a place-based statutory plan is developed to guide the

future development of the Town Centre area.

Prepare a Precinct Centre Structure Plan in collaboration with

Solution
Leederville Connect.

Leederville Connect has been identified as a support team for action 5.1

ACTION 5.2 NOISE WALLS

Diagnosis

The standard noise walls installed by Main Roads WA are bland
and do not integrate with the aesthetic of the Town Centre.

Analysis

The Mitchell Freeway borders the Town Centre between Richmond
Street and Loftus Street. In 2019, an additional southbound lane was
constructed between Cedric Street and Vincent Street. This project
included the construction of noise and screen walls between Bourke
Street and Vincent Street. These walls are opaque, bland, and do not
integrate with the style of Leederville.

The City does not encourage additional noise walls in the Town
Centre due to the impacts on visual permeability from West
Leederville and Leederville Station.

However, should additional noise walls be proposed along the
Mitchell Freeway between Vincent Street and Loftus Street, there is
an opportunity to advocate to Main Roads WA for noise walls which
both encourage visual permeability and embrace the character

of the Town Centre. This could include using a Perspex material,
commissioning public art, or another solution unique to the Town
Centre.

Leederville UX has identified public art walls to screen the noise as
Focused Intervention 23.

Solution

Advocate to Main Roads WA for unique noise walls between the
Mitchell Freeway and the Town Centre.

Leederville Connect has been identified as a support team for action 5.2

LEEDERVILLE TOWN CENTRE PLACE PLAN | 23

Item 9.7- Attachment 2

Page 58



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

14 SEPTEMBER 2021

ACTION 5.3 STREETSCAPE STYLE GUIDE

Diagnosis

Leederville has a unique character which could be better reflected
in the streetscape amenities.

Analysis

Leederville is a vibrant and creative Town Centre with an element
of grunge that has been retained from its history as a working

class suburb. As the precinct redevelops, it is important to protect,
maintain, and enhance the character and sense of place Leederville
provides.

he Accessible City Strategy has been drafted using the link and
place framework. As a part of its implementation, a set of link and
place guidelines will be developed to guide future infrastructure and
design improvements. However, this guide will not address the style
ot these improvements.

There is an opportunity to build upon the link and place guidelines
to develop a streetscape style guide for Leederville. This will ensure
future investment into the public realm, both physical and social
infrastructure, is consistent with Leederville’s character. This could
include public art, edible streetscapes, a colour and materials palette,
among other considerations.

Solution

Develop a streetscape style guide.

Leederville Connect has been identified as a support team for action 5.3

06. INNOVATIVE & ACGOUNTABLE

Sets out the actions and projects which assist the City support

the community to realise its vision. To achieve this, we will be an
organisation that manages resources well, communicates effectively,
and takes our stewardship role seriously.

ACTION 6.1 REVIEW USE OF LEEDERVILLE VILLAGE SQUARE

Diagnosis

When Leederville Village Square is activated, Newcastle Street
between Oxford Street and Carr Place is closed to vehicle traffic.
Itis important to understand how this impacts businesses and
residents in Leederville.

Analysis

Since Leederville Village Square was launched in 2019 as a
community and events space at the heart of the Town Centre, it has
been closed to traffic over a dozen times for events and activations

When it is closed to traffic, there is mixed reaction from the
community, with businesses on Carr Place and Oxford Street often
feeling disconnected from events and activations.

Regular closures of Leederville Village Square has been identified
as the third highest social infrastructure priority in Leederville
Connect’s social infrastructure study. To better understand the
impact, consultation should be undertaken as part of a review of
the Square. This will inform the future use of the Square and identify
opportunities to include the wider community in future activations.

Solution

Undertake community consultation to review the use of
Leederville Village Square and inform the future of the space.
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ACTION 6.2 LED STREET LIGHTS

Diagnosis

The street lights along Oxford Street function poorly at night
and are not energy efficient.

Analysis

The Western Fower street lights along Oxford Street are high
pressure sodium (yellow) lamps which do not efficiently or
consistently light the streets at night. This impacts pedestrian
safety in the Town Centre after hours.

Western Power LED high efficiency long life luminaries are now
available. There is an opportunity to improve the lighting on
Oxford Street by upgrading the street lights.

Solution

Install LED street lights along Oxford Street.

ACTION 6.3 PUBLIC TOILETS

Diagnosis

The public toilets in the Avenue Car Park are nearing the end
of their life span, lack universal design, and attract anti-social
behaviour.

Analysis

There are public toilets in the Avenue Car Park that are difficult
to maintain and atiract anti-social behaviour.

Given the proximity of the toilets to community services,
shopping, dining, and other family oriented spaces, there is an
opportunity to improve the fit-out and servicing of these toilets
to make them Disability Discrimination Act (DDA} compliant and
include a change area for young children.

Improving the public toilet block will increase the level of
amenity for visitors to the Town Centre.

Solution

Plan public toilet improvements.

ACTION 6.4 SMOKE-FREE TOWN CENTRES

Diagnosis

Exposure to second-hand smoke is harmful to public health.

Analysis

The City's Public Health Plan sets a target of introducing smoke-
free town centres by 2025 in response to the known health risks of
both using tobacco and exposure to second-hand smoke. While the
implementation of this target seeks to directly reduce exposure to
second-hand smoke, it also seeks to de-normalise smoking.

Additional benefits of smoke-free town centres include reduced litter
from cigarette butts and maintaining the enjoyment for all users of
the City’s high-pedestrian main streets.

There is an opportunity to work with the community, health partners,
and local businesses to develop a project to achieve smoke-free town
centres by 2025.

Solution

Develop and deliver a smoke-free town centres project with
involvement from the community, health partners, and local
businesses.
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07, IMPLEMENTATION FRAMEWORK

LEEDERVILLE TOWN CENTRE PLACE PLAN IMPLEMENTATION FRAMEWORK

KEY ACTION / PROJECT RESPONSIBLE |  SUPPORT TIMING
TEAM TEAM | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25
PRIORITY AREA 1: ENHANCED ENVIRONMENT
1.1 | Develop a concept plan to enhance the community use, connectivity, and vibrancy of Oxford Street Reserve. S&D I&E v v v
1.2 | Investigate Black Spot funding for a safer pedestrian crossing environment on Leederville Parade. 1&E v
1.3 | Undertake the beautification and eco-zoning of Lot 210 Leederville Parade. I&E S&D v v
1.4 | Support the potential installation of a fast-charging electric vehicle station in the Avenue Car Park. CEO I&E v
PRIORITY AREA 2: ACCESSIBLE CITY
2.1 | Advocate to the Public Transport Authority for a Leederville Station upgrade. I&E/SE&D v v v v
22 ,::::nzﬁ::ct:‘; r}gﬁ':g;:,s;m Authority and the Water Corporation for bus route 15 to be rerouted around the I&E/S&D v v v v
2.3 | Prepare a plan to improve the pedestrian and cyclist environment crossing Loftus Street. 1&E S&D v v
2.4 | Collaborate with the Town of Cambridge and Main Roads to plan upgrades to the Lake Monger connection. I&E/S&D C&B v v
25 \P;Iizr;;:lpg:;:i?ents ta the Oxford Street cycling environment to support extending the 30km/h speed zone north of 1&E s&D v v
2.6 | Plan improvernents to the Vincent Street cycling and pedestrian environment. I&E S&D v v
2.7 | Develop a Wayfinding Plan. S&D I&E/LC v
28 E;;;Z?;te the feasibility and impact of designated pick-up points for en-demand transport and third party delivery <&D I&E v v
PRIORITY AREA 3: CONNECTED COMMUNITY
Seek opportunities to collaborate with YMCAHQ, Foyer Oxford, and TAFE to activate the Town Centre. CE&B S&D v v v v
Manage the Town Team Grant program. S&D CB&B/&E v v v v

Community & Business Services (C&B), Strategy & Development (S&D), Infrastructure & Environment (I&E), Information & Communications Technology (ICT), Office of the CEO [CEO)
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LEEDERVILLE TOWN CENTRE PLACE PLAN IMPLEMENTATION FRAMEWORK

KEY ACTION / PROJECT RESPONSIBLE SUPPORT TIMING
TEAM TEAM | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25
PRIORITY AREA 4: THRIVING PLACES
4.1 | Support Leederville Connect to investigate locations for event furniture and fixtures storage space in the Town Centre. S&D/LC CEO v v
4.2 | Plan festoon lighting in Leederville Village Square. I&E S&D v
4.3 | Identify locations for power points in Leederville Village Square. 1&E S&D/LC v v
4.4 | Undertake a lighting audit to identify opportunities for lighting improvements. S&D I&E v v
4.5 | Plan design solutions to deter parking in the Leederville Village Square median. S&D I&E v
4.6 | Undertake a streetscape audit to identify opportunities for streetscape improvements. S&D I&E/LC
a7 Undertake an urbanrdesign studly forﬁhe Avenue Car Park Laneway in collaboration with the Water Corporation to S&D I%E v v
achieve more greening and connectivity.
48 glspgrc;'garit:t;h;;g;rzaIisation of the main drain pedestrian corridor with the Water Corporation for implementation in S&D CEO v v v Y
4.9 | Collaborate with developers to deliver laneway beautification elements in Electric Lane. I&E/S&D
A) Request the Minister of Lands acquire the right of way linking Oxford Street to the strata lots at 663 Newcastle Street CEO S&D
e B) Collaborate with the strata to plan improvements to the right of way. S&D I&E/LC v v v
PRIORITY AREA 5: SENSITIVE DESIGN
5.1 | Prepare a Precinct Centre Structure Plan in collaboration with Leederville Connect. S&D LC
5.2 | Advocate to Main Roads WA for unigue noise walls between the Mitchell Freeway and the Town Centre. I&E S&D/LC v v v
5.3 | Develop a streetscape style guide. S&D I&E/LC
PRIORITY AREA 6: INNOVATIVE & ACCOUNTABLE
6.1 | Undertake community consultation to review the use of Leederville Village Square and inform the future of the space. S&D C&B v
6.2 | Install LED street lights along Oxford Street. I&E
6.3 | Plan public toilet improvements. I&E S&D v
6.4 bDj;zﬁsi:;d deliver a smoke-free town centres project with involvement from the community, health partners, and local S&D CaB v v v Y

Community & Business Services (C&B), Strategy & Development (S&D), Infrastructure & Environment (I&E), Information & Communications Technology (ICT), Office of the CEO [CEO)
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Leederville Precinct Structure Plan — Summary of Survey Responses

This survey was undertaken to seek feedback on the Draft Leederville Precinct Structure Plan. The survey provided the public with the opportunity to

comment on the objectives of the draft Precinct Structure Plan, as well as proposals and requirements in the plan

This survey had a total of 14 respondents. 1 respondent in particular did not respond to any quantitative questions and only provided comments. Of the other

participants, not all answered every questions, and at some points during the survey skipped ahead to the end

Which best describes
you?

Visiting Leederville
often, living in
Leederville and owning
property in Leederville
was most common
among respondents.
Members of community
groups were the least
represented category.

What is your primary
purpose for visiting?

The majority of
respondents indicated
that their primary
purpose for visiting
Leederville was to visit
cafes, restaurants,
bars, pubs or clubs. A
significant amount of
respondents indicated
that visit to relax in
public spaces.
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pubs or clubs

spaces

m Grocery
shopping

restaurants, bars,

= Torelax in public

Do you support the
proposed vision?

The vast majority of
participants indicated that
they do support the overall
proposed vision for
Leederville.

To what extent do you
support the proposed
objectives?

The majority strongly
support the objectives.
Support made up 77% of
the response. This
compares favourably to the
B6% of respondents that
supported the vision. Only
15% of respondents (2
submitters) indicated that
they opposed the
objectives.

mYes

= No

= Strongly support

= Somewhat
support
= Meither support

nor oppose

= Somewhat
oppose

Item 9.7- Attachment 3

Page 64



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING 14 SEPTEMBER 2021

Leederville Precinct Structure Plan — Summary of Survey Responses

Precinct Structure Plan Objectives (12 respondents)

Maintain Character

A majority respondents
strongly supported this
objective. Only a single
respondent indicated
that they opposed the
objective in any way.

A place for everyone
— uses and density

A majority of
respondents strongly
supported this
objective. Again, only a
single respondent
indicated that they
somewhat opposed the
objective.

Improved landscaping

This objective received
unanimous support,
with all but 1
respondent strongly
supporting it.

= Strongly support
m Somewhat

support

Somewhat oppose

m Strongly support

= Somewhat support

Somewhat oppose

u Strongly support

u Somewhat support

Transit Oriented
Development

This objective received
unanimous support from
respondents. 50%
indicated they strongly
supported the objective.

Support local businesses
—through density

This objective received
75% support overall,
however 2 respondents
neither supported nor
opposed, and 1 respondent
opposed it.

Improved pedestrian
movement and access

A majority of respondents
strongly support this
objective. No respondent
outright opposed this
objective.

B Strongly
support

W Somewhat
support

8%

u Strongly support
17% » Somewhat
support
Neither support
nar oppose
Somewhat
oppose
m Strongly support

= Somewhat support

Neither support
nor oppose
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Leederville Precinct Structure Plan — Summary of Survey Responses
Precinct Structure Plan Objectives (12 respondents)
Maintain and improve
public open spaces < |
= Strongly support
A large proportion of
respondents strongly a Samewhat
supported this
objective, at 75%. No suppert
respondent outright Neither support
opposed this objective. nor oppose
3
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Leederville Precinct Structure Plan — Summary of Survey Responses

Proposed requirements (5 respondents)

Do you support the
proposed parking
requirements?

Do you support the
proposed Village Sub-
Precinct requirements?

Three respondents "es There was uncertainty "
f;ﬁ??ﬁﬂ r:llus(.j owas " lNo around this proposal. It = Mo
: ‘ did not receive majority of -
unsure and one did not Unsure support from Unsure
support it. respondents
Do you support the
Do you support the proposed Urban Frame
proposed Cityscape Sub-Precinct
Sub-Precinct requirements?
requirements? N
m No X = Ye

. This proposal received a
Zh::ozgcépgs?:wg%ie = Unsure majority of opposition = No
re?s onden%{s i although it did receive

P S some indication of
received no indications support
of support. port
Do you support the Do you support the
gru%qgf:g ns;burban proposed Development
requirements? " ves I(? centive_stJOBr fits? "re

ommunity Benefits? )

) ) = No No
This proposal received ’ "
& mavortty of SUpport Unsure There was uncertainty Unsure

Only 1 respondent
opposed it and 1
respondent was
unsure.

around this proposal. 2
respondents supported it
and 1 opposed it.
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Leederville Precinct Structure Plan — Summary of Survey Responses

Proposed requirements (5 respondents)

Do you support the
proposed Education
and Civic Sub-
Precinct
requirements?

This proposal received
a majority of support.
Only 1 respondent
opposed it, and 1
respondent was
unsure.
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Leederville Precinct Structure Plan — Summary of Survey Responses

Overall, to what extent do you support the draft Leederville Precinct
Structure Plan?
5 y

Of the 14 respondents, three somewhat opposed the draft. = Strongly support

» Somewhat support

Two responsdents opposed Carr Place Openining to Loftus Street.
» Neither support nor oppose

The other opposed respondent was unsure about the building heights

= Somewhat oppose
due to solar access.

Carr Place Opening to Loftus Street:
Due to the clear response from the community, and the written responses, the vehicle connection between Carr Place and Loftus Street is recommended to be deleted.

Solar Access:
The draft LPSP has limited height in the village precinct and includes a transition setback on all of the boundanes of the sub-precinct to allow a solar access, a human scale

and village character to remain.

To provide amenity and density in an efficient way development needs suitable height allowance. Shorter buildings to all boundaries does not provide suitable amenity in
this way. Provisions of the R Codes Volume 2 relating to building orientation and solar access will remain and apply. The element objective seeks to minimise
overshadowing of the habitable rooms, open space and solar collectors of neighbouring properties during mid-winter.

The reason for increased density in this location is based on the States Planning Framework, outlining this location as a secondary centre and a suitable location for
increased density due to its access to local amenities, public transport and proximity to the City. The local framework also seeks to provide density in suitable location being
in Town Centres and Activity Corridors. These items were considered in the preparation of the draft LPSP resulting in density proposed in the southernmost location of the
precinct. Providing density in this suitable location will go some way in reducing the north and south sprawl of the metropolitan area and allow more people to live and age in
a high quality precinct.
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Summary of Submissions by Key Focus Areas

HANCED ENVIRONMENT

No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification
1. Keep trees endemic for native birds. 12 The vision in the draft LPSP seeks to No modification.
preserve the natural elements paired with the
Enhanced Environment objective to retain
and increase tree canopy.
The vision and objectives is to be delivered
through the provision for a landscaping plan
to be provided with all development
applications. This will ensure suitable species
in line with the City’'s Greening Plan and Tree
Selection Tool.

2. Engagement with Indigenous culture and consultation with Indigenous 7 Administration has consulted the Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1
community is important for any development project. If we are trying to Reconciliation Action Plan Working Group Mandatory Criteria 5 as
maintain or enhance environment this is a good place to incorporate and will continue to collaborate with the follows:

Indigenous perspective and knowledge. Group to deliver the actions of the draft LPSP | ‘Retention and

and Place Plan. enhancement of places of
heritage significance

The draft LPSP includes a short term action (Aboriginal and/or

to investigate opportunities for cultural European) that may be

interpretation throughout the precinct. located on the
development site or

The creation of public spaces which immediately adjacent’

acknowledge the cultural heritage of the

precinct is included as a mandatory criteria

for seeking development incentives. It is

proposed the clause is modified to provide

clarity.

3. Regular removal of trees occurs whereas relocation could assist in establishing | 14 Retention is preferred however replacement No modification.
mature trees. It might cost more (and might not always take) but it would will also meet the objectives.
greatly and dramatically enhance the streetscapes in a good way.

4. Investment in Leederville must include upgrades of the Leederville oval. That 7 Itis proposed that Leederville Oval be No modification.
could be such a great spot not only to continue the WAFL games at a higher permeable and legible. The land use
quality (and potentially host grand finals - which will be amazing for the local provisions of the draft LPSP allow a variety of
businesses), but also would be a great space for festivals, music events etc. uses in the education and civic precinct, this
The lights at the oval are basically useless and the grandstand needs a lot of will allow various active uses of the space.
love.
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Part 2 of the draft LPSP outlines the
community and education precinct as a key
development site noting the need for public
access through the site, retention of the
education land uses, retention of public open
space, potential for an events space and
retention of sport.

It is noted that the lighting of the oval and the
grandstands need to be updated.

5. Part 1, Clause 5.13(a) - Landscape plans should not be required for minor
development or development that does not warrant landscaping.

Part 1, Clause 5.13(d) - To avoid confusion, this section should state “Subject
to 5.13(e), existing trees on a property must be retained”.

The requirement for an “arboriculture assessment” is supported, although it is
not clear what criteria is being assessed or when tree removal may be
acceptable. This must be clarified if this clause is to be functional.

25

For minor development a landscape plan is
not necessary and should not be provided.

Clause 5.1.3(e) clarifies the previous clause
outlining when the City would consider the
removal of a tree. Health and safety have
been added as considerations for tree
removal.

Modify Part 1, Clause 5.1.3
(a) as follows:

‘A landscape plan,
prepared by a suitably
qualified consultant, must
be provided with all
development applications.
Development applications
of a minor nature which do
not alter the on-site
landscaping are exempt
from providing a landscape

plan.’

Modify Part 1, Clause 5.1.3
(e) as follows:

‘The proposed removal of
any tree that meets clause
5.1.3(d) is to be provided
with an arboriculture
assessment. Where
removal is deemed
appropriate for health and
safety considerations by
the arboriculture
assessment the trees must
be replaced.’
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The requirement for a “flora and fauna assessment” to support the removal of In a proposal to clear substantial vegetation No modification.

any native vegetation is very broad and somewhat excessive. If absolutely and habitat to native species an assessment

necessary, this requirement should be linked to a minimum cleared area. should be undertaken rather than proceeding
to demolition.

Part 2, Clause 5.1 should be limited to "Key development sites, registered as It is suitable to rectify any contamination on No modification.

having contamination under the Contaminated Sites Act, shall undertake sites in redevelopment.

detailed studies...”. Key development sites without known contamination risks

should not have to undertake expensive highly onerous contamination studies

without reason.

Private land should not be required to stay in the same form in redevelopment. Existing private open space cannot be Modify Part 2, Clause

Open space should be required on site but not necessarily in the same formalised in the plan as open space. 5.2.1, Recommendation 8.

location.
For key development sites the City have Delete, Part 2, Clause
outlined the replacement of existing open 6.3.1, Public Open Space
spaced in redevelopment. For new action.
development landscaping provisions require
open space and suitable planting.

6. Aspects | support include: Retain and increase tree canopy. 10 Noted. No modification.
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7. | object to the idea of opening up Carr Place and making it a dangerous rat run. | 3 The comments relating to the draft proposed | Amend Part 1, Plan 2 to:
Traffic in this street has been an issue, from parking to hoons coming from the connection between Carr Place and Loftus +» Remove the proposed
night club and hotel for many years. Speeding vehicles will be an issue; the Street are noted. connection of Carr
danger of someone being hurt will be on the cards; never mind the illegal Place and Loftus Street;
parking and low infringement tickets issued as | have observed many a vehicle The points are acknowledged it is and
parked that are not residents and the frequency or lack of parking inspection recommended that the plan be modified to e Bold Court and
remove the connection and provide an Newcastle Street.
alternative vehicle connection through
development incentives between Carr Place | Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1
and Newcastle street. The alternative with the following new
connection is proposed to provide an exit and | Additional Criteria 12 as
entry for residents of Carr Place if the road follows:
was closed for an event in the Village ‘Providing a new road at a
Square. minimum width of 6 metres.
The provision of a new road
As this is proposed to be a North-South is to be supported by active
connection it is not considered that through ground floor uses.
traffic will increase as it would be a deviation | Additional Criteria 12 is only
for local traffic rather than a thoroughfare. available to the lots
between Carr Place and
Newcastle Street in the
Urban Frame and
Cityscape sub-precincts
The connection must
provide vehicle access
between Carr Place and/or
Bold Court to Newcastle
Street.’
8. The only thing | am against is opening up Carr Place to Loftus Street on a 5 As per 7 above. As per 7 above.
permanent basis (although this would be good for me to get in and out of home
easier), as it would make Carr Place an access way and increase traffic flow,
with the number of driveways and on street parking, having more cars will be
dangerous.
| have no problems with Carr Place being closed for a few events a year, as
long as there is somewhere else we can park our cars.
9. | oppose opening up Carr Place to Lotus St and Bold Court to Newcastle St 4 As per 7 above. In addition to the comment As per 7 above.
above an alternative location is proposed for
vehicles to enter and exit Carr Place and
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Bold Court when events are held. As this is
proposed to be a North-South connection it is
not considered that through traffic will
increase as it would be a deviation rather
than a thoroughfare.
10. | think it (the vision) is a great idea. My concerns include traffic and public 7 In preparation of the draft LPSP a Traffic No modification.
transport as well as consistency across the board. Impact Assessment was undertaken which
outlines that there is capacity in the network
to accommodate an increased number of car
trips in and out of the centre. This is based
on no increase in road widths and changes to
the emphasis of public car parking locations
on the periphery of the centre.
It is acknowledged that there is a need for
increased east west connections through the
City and between the City’s Town Centres.
The City continues to advocate to the State
Government, as per the draft LPSP and
Place Plan, to improve these public transport
connections.
11. | support the plan but absolutely disagree with opening Carr Place to Loftus 9 As per 7 above. As per 7 above.
Street. | believe that it will support more car in the precinct instead of people
who cycle/walk/use public transport, and they (cars) are the last priority in
Objective 4-9.
| actually strongly support the objectives but, again, absolutely disagree with The comments relating to the objectives are
the proposed opening of Carr Place to Loftus Street. | believe that it will noted.
support more car in the precinct instead of people who cycle/walk/use public
transport, and they (cars) are the last priority in Objective 4-9.
12. Connected including pedestrian and bike paths. 1 A key objective of the draft LPSP is to No modification.
connect the centre with pedestrian and
bicycle links.
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13. Under Accessible City 'prioritise universal access' should come before prioritise | 8 Agreed, the City does prioritise access for Modify Part 1, Clause 2.1 to
pedestrians. If you plan and design for equitable access (for those with everyone and the objectives should be include new objective of
disabilities, aged people, people with prams etc) good outcomes for modified to reflect this Accessible City as follows:
pedestrians and others will follow. ‘Prioritise universal access’
14. Such high density (Cityscape) will exacerbate traffic congestion in the area. 6 The precinct provides options for people to No modification.
move to and through the area, high density is
appropriate in this location due to the
presence of the train station and town centre.
15. The east-west pedestrian link to the north of water corp would take pedestrians | 14 A focus of providing new connections Is As per 7 above.
through a dead zone that is likely to feel unsafe at night and thus be safety. This can be addressed through
underutilised. Suggest popping pedestrians out just to the West of the Water lighting or active land uses. For clarity active
Corp (through the existing park) onto Leederville Parade, and then up to Loftus ground floor uses have been added to the
that way. This also would take advantage of the planned Leederville Parade community benefit of providing a new road or
upgrades. This way pedestrians are constantly surrounded by activity at night laneway.
and the walkway becomes a lot friendlier.
16. Car parking - ideally development along Oxford/Newcastle St shops don't 5 As there is no parking minimum requirements | No modification.
provide any carparks but make a contribution to enable the City to build multi- the City would not seek cash in lieu of
story carparks on their existing owned carparks. providing parking.
17. | The proposed road from Carr Place to Loftus Street will make an already 1 As per 7 above. As per 7 above.
overcrowded street even more busy and competitive for parking, Uber drop
offs. Essentially the council will turn this residential street into yet another main
st
The proposed road from Newcastle St to Bold Court will also increase the
traffic to this currently quiet and family friendly area. It increases the risk of
criminal activity and encourages people to walk through the area making it less
family friendly. Bold court is a small and difficult to access street with blind
corners and a rather narrow passing, increasing traffic through this street will
also put drivers and pedestrians at risk of injury - motor vehicle vs motor
vehicle or pedestrians vs motor vehicle. There is limited opportunity to place a
footpath on Bold Court meaning pedestrians would need to walk in the road.
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18. As an owner and resident of Carr Place, | would be strongly opposed to 6 As per 7 above. As per 7 above.
connecting Carr Place with Loftus Street. It would significantly increase traffic
and it is difficult to see oncoming cars when exiting driveways with street
parking down both sides. It would also cause further congestion at the
intersection of Carr Pl and Newcastle St. A round about would need to be
installed to allow traffic to flow out of Carr Place.
19. | believe public transport in this area needs to be revolutionised for this to work. | 7 It is acknowledged that there is a need for No modification.
I live in mt hawthorn and attended perth modern and now UWA, both other increased east west connections through the
sides of Leederville and to drive past this area is often a struggle and public City and between the City’s Town Centres.
transport choices are limited. It's not necessarily about providing choices for The City continues to advocate to the State
people living just in Leederville but for people who commute through or around Government, as per the draft LPSP and
the area. The best way for people to choose public transport over driving it for Place Plan, to improve these public transport
it to be quicker or better. connections.
20. Strongly oppose the introduction of a road at the intersection of Carr Place and | 13 As per 7 above. As per 7 above.
Loftus St. There Is already a lot of congestion on Carr Place (particularly due to
on-demand vehicles at peak times) and it will get busier as residential lots are The comments supporting the introduction of
built up into taller apartment buildings. A pedestrian/cycling link at that point, pedestrian links are noted.
linking Carr Place (Leederville) and Carr St (West Perth) would be more
suitable.
Support the introduction of pedestrian links between Newcastle St, Carr Place
and Electric Lane; as well as the link from Water Corp to Avenue Car Park.
Support redirection of bus route to Leederville Parade.
21. Further work is required on suburban cyclists paths. The 30kmh road zones to 14 The comments regarding the bike boulevards | No modification.
the north of the oval precinct are routinely ignored by motorists - further work are noted. As part of a City wide project
particularly on Shakespeare/Scott streets is required to enforce this (culdesacs aligned with the Accessible City Strategy,
that retain permeability for cyclists and pedestrians but not cars?) investigation into locations of new cul-de-
Pedestrian link proposed to the north of the Water Corp building takes sacs to improve pedestrian movement, cycle
pedestrians through a night life "dead zone" that will not be appealing/feel safe. movement and public open space is being
Suggest popping out to the car park to the West of the Water Corp building undertaken.
(upgrade the existing park there?) onto Leederville Parade and then up to
Loftus - at least that way there is frequent car traffic around. Water corporation pedestrian link is an
indication in redevelopment, the location may
change. The pathway allows permeability
through the area, safety and lighting would
be considered.
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22

Carr Place Indicative Road Connection

It is noted that 'Plan 2 - Sub-Precinct Map’ indicates a proposed road
connection from Loftus Street to Carr Place as a potential development
opportunity. This road addition to Carr Place from Loftus Street is strongly
opposed for the following reasons:

This proposed connection to Carr Place would result in an exponential
increase in traffic volumes to a quiet local access road. At present, this cul de
sac generally only serves residents, businesses and some visitors to the
Leederville precinct. Carr Place is not designed as a genuine thoroughfare for
high volumes of traffic and is instead designed as an access road with
substantial on-street parking. Section 4 2 4 of Austroads: Guide to Good Road
Design - Part 3 specifies a minimum lane width of 3.5 metres for a standard
carriageway. In some instances this can be reduced to 3.3 metres if the road is
a low speed environment. Even with a 3.3 metre required width per lane, the
current design of Carr Place does not comply with Austroads requirements
(refer to image below).

The current width of Carr Place requires vehicles to frequently manoeuvre their
vehicle to the side of the road so as to allow safe clearance for another vehicle
to pass in the opposite direction. Therefore the suggestion to include road
access from Loftus Street could lead to a higher likelihood of accidents, given
the significant increase in traffic volumes that would occur.

The City of Vincent’s Bike Plan identifies Carr Place as being an ‘on-road’
cycling street, which could be referred to as a bicycle boulevard. Streets are
identified as being suitable for a bicycle boulevard on the basis of the road
environment being low speed and experiencing small traffic volumes.
Therefore Carr Place is an entirely appropriate selection for a bicycle
boulevard, given that it is a cul de sac. However, the suggestion to include a
road connection from Loftus Street to Carr Place completely contradicts the
Bike Plan and would result in fewer cyclists utilising Carr Place as a cycling
route.

The inclusion of a left in, left out access way to Carr Place from Loftus Street
would necessitate the removal of mature trees which border the edge of the
road reservation. This is not supported, and it i1s noted that a number of large
White Gum trees have already been removed at the end of the cul-de-sac for
Carr Place. Notwithstanding the well-known issues relating to this tree species,
these mature trees provide a perceived buffer and create a softening border to

15

The points are acknowledged it is
recommended that the plan be modified to
remove the connection and provide an
alternative pedestrian and vehicle connection
through development incentives between
Carr Place and Newcastle street. The
alternative connection is proposed to provide
an alternative exit and entry for residents of
Carr Place if the road was closed for an
event in the Village Square.

As per recommendation 7
above.
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the harsh road environment of Loftus Street. With the required deceleration
lane and/or road widening on approach to the proposed connection to Carr
Place, a large number of these trees south of the cul-de-sac would need to be
removed. It is also highly likely that some trees to the north will need to be
removed as well, given the apron width required for the left out turn to meet the
relevant Australian Standard and Austroad Guidelines. The loss of these trees
is not a desirable outcome and is strongly opposed. Electing to remove the
frees would contradict the goals of the City of Vincent’s Greening Plan.

It is highly likely there will be significant community opposition to the proposed
road connection from residents of Carr Place. A consensus that is shared by
residents on Carr Place is that the current road environment is peaceful and
quiet. There is minimal traffic noise directly from Carr Place, and visitors are
generally able to access an on-street parking bay with limited difficulty. This
current environment would be substantially changed for no significant net
benefit to residents of Carr Place. There would of course be no ability to turn
right (southbound) onto Loftus Street, as only left-in, left-out turns would be
facilitated at this intersection. The disruption that would be caused in terms of
noise impacts, higher traffic volumes and potentially less on-street parking
availability for residents on Carr Place is not considered to be outweighed by a
potential saving of 1 to 2 minutes in driving time for trips heading northbound
on Loftus Street.

It is recognised that reference has been made in the explanatory report to the
LPSP relating to Carr Place residents experiencing difficulties in accessing
their properties while events are held at the Leederville Village Square. During
each occasion an event has been held at the Village Square, there has always
been access made available to residents on Carr Place. The only exception to
this in recent years has been the parade for St. Patrick’s Day on a Saturday
morning in which large sections of streets within the Leederville precinct are
closed for a few hours. Sufficient notice was always provided for this event and
it has not been a significant burden. Subject to events at the Village Square
always allowing access for Carr Place residents, there is no issue with these
events being held on a regular basis. In fact, such events would be supported
and we often partake in them.

10
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23.

There is a large opportunity available within the Precinct Plan to provide
additional pedestrian linkages. The Precinct Plan nominates numerous
properties to provide a pedestrian access way (PAW).

The Structure Plan map does not provide opportunities for suitable north-south
pedestrian connections south of Newcastle Street which is considered to be a
lost opportunity, given the following potential benefits:

There is a unique opportunity to provide pedestrians with continuous walkability
from Vincent Street through to Frame Court. Currently, the Precinct Plan
nominates No. 663 Newcastle Street as providing the pedestrian linkage
through to the Leederville Train Station and public car park_ Whilst there is no
objection to this, there is alternative opportunities to accommodate a PAW.
This would allow pedestrians to have direct access to the public car park and
allow direct access to the train station for pedestrians walking from the northern
or eastern end of the precinct.

The Leederville Town Centre has already commenced redevelopment with
numerous mid-scale apartments being constructed or currently underway.
Following the adoption of the Precinct Plan the rate of redevelopment and

growth will increase. This will put a demand on public infrastructure as the
attraction to Leederville will continue to heighten, making safe and legible

connections a priority.

The advertised pedestrian connections may not eventuate, therefore
alternative options to provide a vibrant and safe pedestrian link should be
provided.

16

Alternative pedestrian access ways should
be provided.

As the proposed locations in the advertised
draft LPSP were not secured and only
indicative the access ways are proposed to

be achieved through development incentives:

* For vehicles:
o Between Carr Place and Newcastle
Street;
» For pedestrians and cyclists:
o Between the east-west proposed
pedestrian link and Newcastle St;
o Between the Avenue car park and
Oxford St; and
o Between Vincent St and Carr PL.
These are proposed to have the parameters
set out in Clause 6.1.

Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1 to
include an additional criteria
13 as follows:

‘Providing a new pedestrian
laneway at a minimum
width of 4 metres. The
provision of a pedestrian
laneways is to be supported

by active ground floor uses.
Additional Criteria 13 is only

available to the lots:

» Between Vincent Street
and Carr Place. The
connection must provide
pedestrian access from
Vincent Street to Carr
Place;

» Between Newcastle
Street and the
Infrastructure Corridor

(east-west pedestrian
connection). The

connection must provide
pedestrian access from
Newcastle Street to the
Infrastructure Corridor
(east-west pedestrian
connection);

o Between Oxford Street
and the Infrastructure
Corridor (east-west
pedestrian connection).
The connection must
provide pedestrian
access from Oxford
Street to the
Infrastructure Corridor

11

Item 9.7- Attachment 3

Page 80



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

14 SEPTEMBER 2021

02 ACCESSIBLE CITY
No. | Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

(east-west pedestrian
connection); and

« Shown with a Proposed
Pedestrian Link on Plan
7

Modify Part 1, Clause
5.1.13 as follows:

‘Road reserves, formalised
public thoroughfares,
laneways and pedestrian
links are identified on the
Structure Plan Map and in
Clause 6.1. As a condition
of development or
subdivision approval,
properties affected by a
road reservation _formalised
public thoroughfares,
laneways and pedestrian
links are required to vest
that portion of land road
reserve to the Crown as a
condition of development or
subdivision approval,
whichever occurs first.’

24. - the turn in from Loftus is not a good idea at all, and we favour the small
laneway links between Vincent, Carr and Newcastle

As per 7 above.

As per 7 above.

25. Strongly oppose the proposed road joining Carr Place to Loftus Street as
outlined in the Leederville Precinct Structure Plan. Joining will give rise to
significantly more traffic congestion on our narrow and already busy little street.
We consider it will make Carr Place a traffic thoroughfare which will negatively
impact residents and businesses. We also consider that it will detract from the
quaint community feel of the street and Leederville in general.

As per 7 above.

As per 7 above.

12
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26.

| am a resident of Bold Court and so any increased traffic will impact me. | am
interested in understanding what research or analysis has been done on traffic
and parking in the area. | am also interested in understanding how long this
proposal has been in place, as far as | am aware it was not included in any of
the early drafts or other early precinct designs. | am concerned that Carr place
is not suited to increased traffic - it is a fairly narrow road with lots of driveways
and parking to see any increase in traffic or people driving at speed. | have
noticed that the council has already removed an existing mature tree to
facilitate the road opening without notice or consultation.

| have also noticed in the precinct structure plan a proposal for a pedestrian or
bike way between Bold Court and Newcastle street Can you provide further
details including whose property the land would be purchase from or whether it
would be an easement/public right of way, whether those negotiations are
underway and are public, lighting proposals, how wide the laneway would be,
whether it would be open to traffic.

19

The City has undertaken a Traffic Impact
Assessment as part of the preparation of the
draft Leederville Precinct Structure Plan.

The proposal was intended to be an
alternative vehicle exit point for when events
are held in the village square.

The trees were removed as part of repairs to
the gas main which was not undertaken by
the City.

The potential laneway/pedestrian link
between Bold Court and Newcastle Street
was proposed as a draft vehicle access. This
was proposed to be secured through
development incentives for community
benefit outlined in Part 1, Clause 6 of the
draft LPSP. As required by Clause 6 the
laneway would be a minimum of 4m wide for
pedestrian access; or 6m wide for vehicle
access. Any laneway proposed as part of
Clause 6 would need to provide active uses
to ensure the proposal is safe and
comfortable for users.

It is recommended that Part 1, Plan 1 be
amended to remove the vehicle connection
be deleted; and expand the areas where a
laneway could be proposed to allow a variety
of options for north-south connections.

Following delivery of the connections as part
of the minor and major reviews of the LPSP
the community benefit of providing a laneway
would be reviewed.

As per 7 and 23 above.

13
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27. | recently heard about the Draft Leederville Precinct Structure Plan of opening 21 As per 7 above. As per 7 above.
access at Carr Place and Loftus Street and | wish to strongly object to this
proposal.

| see no advantages in opening Carr Place to through traffic given that the
Newcastle Street/Loftus Street intersection already provides close enough
access to/from Carr Place.

Opening Carr Place to through traffic will only negatively impact the volume of
traffic and increasingly problematic parking issues on this increasingly
congested residential street.

The only reason | and many other residents chose to buy and/or live on this
street is because it is a No Through Road. From my understanding of the plan,
the intention is to open access to Carr Place and Loftus Street to benefit
residents, and yet all residents | have spoken to object to such access for
traffic and safety reasons. Enabling traffic to use Carr Place to access Loftus
Street instead the existing Newcastle Street will also add to existing congestion
at the Newscastle Street/Oxford Street/Carr Place intersection which is already
problematic.

| hope you listen to the views of owners and residents living on this currently
safe and relatively traffic-controlled strip.

28. | support many aspects of the plan, including supporting the Accessible City 22 As per 7 above. As per 7 above.
Strategy which prioritises pedestrians, followed by cyclists, followed by public
transport users, followed by motorists.

The proposed road connection between Carr Place and Loftus street:
According to the plan, the reason for this proposed road connection is for the
convenience of residents when the village square is closed to vehicles. As a
previous long-term resident of the street and a car owner, | feel that any
inconvenience was minor and that this is not required. There was always
adequate notice of upcoming road closures, allowing time to make alternative
arrangements. | support the events that result in these road closures, which
are important to the vibrant fabric of Leederville.

Secondly, this road connection would result in increased traffic on this narrow
local access road that is currently a friendly place for pedestrians and cyclists.
This road is currently designated as an ‘on-road’ cycling street as per the City
of Vincent's Bike Plan. Any connection is likely to result in increased traffic

14
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speeds (despite speed limits), which is a potential threat to pedestrians and
cyclists in contradiction of the Bike Plan.

The requirement for on street parking for residents (for the properties that do
not have onsite parking, particularly at the eastern end of the street) means
there would not be adequate space for a safe cycle lane to mitigate the risk of
extra traffic. This road is not designed to be a traffic thoroughfare, and does
not have the space for it to support increased traffic that is also safe for
pedestrians and cyclists.

Thirdly, this road connection would require the removal of mature trees that
soften the connection to the very busy Loftus Street and this would be
detrimental to the look and feel of the street, as well as in contravention of the
City’s Greening Plan.

In summary, | do not support the proposed connection between Carr Place and
Loftus Street, supposedly for the convenience of the residents, is required. It
does not prioritise pedestrians and cyclists over car users as outlined in the
Accessible Cities Strategy, and requires the removal of mature trees, in
contravention of the City’s Greening Plan.

29.

We are in strong support of the simplification of parking requirements to the
two categories of residential and non-residential and implementation of a min-
max parking requirement. The triggering of car parking requirements from
change of use applications has been a significant impediment to the success of
the Leederville Town Centre over the last several years.

24

Noted.

No modification.

30.

| support prioritising pedestrians over cars.

10

Noted

No modification.

M.

5.1.6 Parking — Non Residential
« A 1:75sqm staff parking ratio is ambitious, and is likely to exacerbate
existing parking issues in Leederville in the near future. Staged ratios
should be considered.
# There should be provision for a greater number of service bays where a
need can be proven.

25

Using land for car parking instead of active
commercial or residential spaces is not
suitable. There are a number of options to
travel to Leederville, exponentially providing
car parking is not suitable for movement in
the area.

No modification.
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No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification

Where justification is provided as part of a
development application to meet the
objective of the draft LPSP and sub-precincts
the City may consider alternative practical
parking arrangements.

32. I am not supportive of Carr Place road access being open to Loftus Street. | 26 As per 7 above. As per 7 above.
would support a further pedestrianisation of Carr Place to meet the intent of the
"village" feel to the precinct and temporary access to Newcastle Street that is
only activated on "event" days.

16
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consideration of people with disability.

Plan includes strategies to provide equitable
access to all City buildings, facilities and
infrastructure for people with disability.
Further to this the Building Codes of Australia
have clear guidance for Universal Access to
buildings.

In order to encourage development which
features Universal Access, Part 1, Clause
6.1, Additional Criteria 8 is included as
development incentive.

No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification
33. Needs to include universal access, aging in place, affordable housing and 8 Provisions are included for each of these Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1:
sustainable building design. aspects. To further encourage delivery of + Additional Criteria 8 to
affordable housing the development increase the points from
Incentive has been amended. 10 to 25;
» Additional Criteria 10 to
increase the points from
20 to 50.
34. If an increased amount of people live in the area it will overcrowd an already 7 As per Part 2, Clause 5.4.5 of the draft LPFSP | No modification.
busy community space, particularly the library. relocation of civic uses such as the library is
to be a key consideration of development at
the Frame Court car park.
35. In the interest of equity and providing opportunities to a range of demographics | 15 Throughout the precinct there will be a range | No modification.
and backgrounds, it is crucial that the Plan facilitates a range of housing of housing from low to high density. As per
options and dwelling types at a high density. Part 1, Clause 5.1.7 dwellings are required to
be varied in sites which propose
development of greater than 30 dwellings
ensuring a mix of studio, one bedroom, two
bedroom and three bedroom dwellings in
high density development.
36. | New development should be inclusive. Development should be designed with 20 The City's Disability Access and Inclusion Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1,

Additional Criteria 8, as
follows:
Providing a-dwelling-type

to-meet-demand universal
access dwellings as
follows:

e 15 per cent of all
dwellings, across a
range of dwelling sizes
meet Gold Level
requirements as defined

17
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No. | Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

in the Liveable Housing

Design Guidelines
(Liveable Housing
Australia); or

* 8 per cent of dwellings
are designed to
Platinum Level as
defined in the Liveable

Housing Design
Guidelines (Liveable

Housing Australia).
Or

A_dwelling type identified as

a priority by the local
government, such as aged
and dependent dwellings,
one-bedroom apartments,
key-worker dwellings or
other innovative housing
models with evidence that
the dwelling type is needed

and supported.

37. Will the community centre then be upgraded? And will the Leederville sports
ground be upgraded?

An upgrade to the community centre is not in
the scope of the plan however as per Part 2,
Clause 5.4.5 of the draft LPSP relocation of
civic uses such as the library is to be a key
consideration of development at the Frame
Court car park

It is proposed that Leederville Oval be
permeable and legible. The land use
provisions of the draft LPSP allow a variety of
uses in the education and civic precinct, this
will allow various active uses of the space.
The City will progress a detailed plan for
Leederville Oval following the finalisation of
the LPSP and Place Plan.

No modification
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No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification
38. | Higher density the better, including Oxford Street. 1 It is clear in the preparation of the draft, initial | No modification.
consultation and formal consultation that the
human scale of Oxford Street, south of
Vincent Street, adds to the distinct character
of Leederville
39. Aspects | support include: Sensitive design (in principle though, "height and 10 Sensitive Design is to be delivered through No modification.
density that is sensitive to human scale" will not be achieved with the current the City's Design Review Panel. New
version of the Plan). Also "Achieve a critical mass of residents, visitors and buildings and height are not proposed as a
workers to support new retail and community offerings” sounds good in predominant feature as the low height limit
principle, but how many people is sufficient for this purpose? Furthermore, proposed on Oxford Street paired with the
many customers for local businesses travel into Leederville from surrounding transition heights will retain the human scale.
areas, and they are attracted to the feel of the place (sense of community, Further to this, all Heritage listed buildings
heritage buildings, public spaces) - we will lose these things if we make it too are to be retained.
easy for developers to make high-rise buildings a predominant feature. In
general, my primary concern is that the new maximum building heights in this Due to the low number of dwellings in
plan are too high across the board. Leederville and the opportunity for an
increase in dwellings per hectare there is
opportunity over the long term (10+ years) to
increase dwellings per hectare from 34 to an
estimated 60 dwellings per hectare. This will
support the existing businesses whilst the
draft LPSP also allows for an increase in
commercial spaces for new businesses, in
close proximity to the town centre and public
transport.
40. Support increasing density in existing developed area, but not encroaching into | 14 The approach to the draft LPSP has been to No modification.
the suburban areas. One of Vincent's biggest/most unique drawcards is the provide a variety of housing and maintain the
vibrant centres adjacent to the suburban areas. It is nice not having to walk housing, character and density of the
past miles of street level nail salons just to get to the town centre. established suburban areas in the Suburban
Sub-Precinct of the draft LPSP.
Any increase in density of development should have a focus on maintaining a The draft LFSP does not limit land uses and
variety of zones uses - mixing land use allows variety.
Any apartments should have a significant portion of 3-5+ bedrooms to actually As per Part 1, Clause 5.1.7 dwellings are
allow families to consider living in the centre area, otherwise you're attracting required to be varied in sites which propose
only singles/couples to inner-residential who will look to leave the area after a development of greater than 30 dwellings
couple of years. ensuring a mix of studio, one bedroom, two
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Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

bedroom and three bedroom dwellings in
high density development.

41.

Reconsider the current approach to land uses on Oxford Street and other major
streets. Rather than taking a somewhat dated definition of 'active' land uses
being shops and cafes. As you can see even before Covid-19, shops are not
'active’ as there are so few customers.

Think about what land uses bring people to the area, in particular consulting
rooms, doctors, physios, nail salons, dentists, accountants etc and the like
have lots of clients coming and going all day, this is true "activation’ and brings
people and customers to the area as well as providing for local community
needs. Only allowing them on upper floors does not support heritage retention
and universal access, and is often not attractive to businesses as there is
insufficient exposure. Given that main street retail as we knew it is largely
over, a strip of dining and entertainment all the way up Oxford and Newcastle
Street will only be viable by many people from outside the area driving to area
(not consistent with your vision), rather than a land use framework that
encourages a traditional mix of village services and needs that services the
local community.

To provide for a changing market the draft
LPSP does not limit land uses and allows
variety.

No modification.

42.

Leederville is one of the most accessible, integrated and vibrant locations in
Perth in which to reside. The range of amenities within the LPSP, as well as the
proximity to public transport, allows for a sustainable and self-sufficient way of
living.

This proposed height limit for both Urban Frame Type A and B is not
considered to be adequate insofar as maximising residential density within an
800 metre catchment area of the Leederville Train Station. It should be
carefully noted that not all sites in the LPSP will be developed in a uniform and
perfectly distributed manner_ It is likely a number of properties, particularly
those with recently constructed buildings, will remain in their current form for
the foreseeable future. With this in mind, it is imperative that the height limits in
the LPSP still facilitate dwelling targets to be met as outlined in draft SPP 4.2,
even in a conservative forecasting scenario where there is only limited to
moderate uptake of redevelopment opportunities.

15

Noted and agreed.

The difference in height is noted, to provide
suitable transition height within 800m of the
train station increased height is considered
suitable.

No modification.

Modify Part 1, Plan 2 as
follows:

 Urban Frame Type A
(max—8 Acceptable 10,
potential 10 Maximum
14);

« Urban Frame Type B
(max—8 Acceptable 6,
polental 10 Maximum
10).

Modify Part 1, Clause 5.4.3
as follows:
« ‘Urban Frame Type A:
Maximuim Acceptable

20
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Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

Leederville is an inner city location positioned within 3kms of the Perth CBD
and highly accessible public transport options. The state government has
consistently reiterated that density targets should be exceeded in activity
centres. To this end, the density targets in Leederville should be exceeded to a
far greater extent than that of a fringe Secondary Centre, such as Pinjarra.

It is suggested that the height limit for Urban Frame Type A and B is increased
to a maximum of 10 storeys with potential to increase to 15 storeys subject to
meeting certain criteria. The reasons for this are as follows:

The proposed transition from Cityscape to Urban Frame would result in an
abrupt and incongruous urban fabric. As an example, the corner lot of No. 604
Newcastle Street is designated as forming part of the Cityscape Sub-Precinct,
allowing for building height between 18 to (potentially) 23 storeys. Directly to
the north of this site are a number of small, fragmented lots on Bold Court that
currently contain modern and contemporary single houses. These lots, as well
as surrounding properties to the north and west, are indicated to fall within the
Urban Frame Sub-Precinct. This would result in a sudden and dramatic drop in
building height. From an urban design perspective, this would be a poor
outcome. It is therefore considered more appropriate to increase the height of
the Urban Frame Sub-Precinct to modulate the building heights as they change
from the Cityscape Sub-Precinct. Amendment would create a more gradual
and appropriate transition in built form across the LPSP.

Noted and agreed.

As above.

To avoid a large change in height between
the Village sub-precinct and surrounding sub
precinct a transitional setback area is
provided.

height 8 10 storeys
(30m 36.5m). Potential
Maximum additional

hegbtapteto -4
(36-5m 50.5m) storeys
in accordance with
Clause 6.1.

« Urban Frame Type B:
Acceptable 6 storeys
(22.5m). Maximum 10
storeys (36.5m) storeys

in accordance with
Clause 6.1.

No modification.

As above.

Modify Part 1, Clause 5.2
as follows: Delete
‘Transition Area Setback’.

Modify Part 1, Plan 2 to
include Transitional Height
surrounding the entire
Village sub-precinct.
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Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

It is considered that the northern side of Carr Place should not be limited to 8
storeys, given that the location of the road to the south will assist in mitigating
adverse amenity impacts. The road would essentially serve as a buffer to
properties to the south and, principally, would reduce the extent of
overshadowing that would occur onto properties in a southerly direction.

There should be provision within the LPSP to allow for increases in building
height where amalgamation occurs to a prescribed minimum lot size. This
incentive would encourage fragmented owners of lots to amalgamate together
in order to create lot sizes that are conducive for comprehensive
redevelopment. The benefit of this amalgamation process is that sufficient lot
boundary setbacks and visual privacy distances could be reasonably
incorporated into future developments. Most of the parent lot sizes on Carr
Place range from 500sgm to 700sgm, although there is a degree of variability.
It is suggested that one of the prerequisites to enable consideration at a bonus
building height (ie. 15 storeys within the Urban Frame Sub-Precinct) is a
minimum land area of 1,500sgm. This would, generally speaking, require 3 or
more lots (on Carr Place) to amalgamate together, in turn improving ventilation,
sunlight access and landscaping opportunities for future developments.

The current additional bonus height of 2 storeys (from 8 to 10) is not
considered to be a sufficient incentive to encourage prospective developers to
implement the listed community benefits. There needs to be a careful balance
between ensuring that a number of the community benefits will be provided by
developers, while also establishing a commensurate building height incentive
for developers to actually seek approval for the bonus height. At present, an
additional 2 storeys for the Urban Frame Sub-Precincts is unlikely to result in a
substantial number of developers seeking approval for bonus height through
provision of community benefits. A bonus height of 5 storeys, however, is likely
to be a more adequate increase to improve the feasibility of proposing
community benefits.

The existing nature of Carr Place is
residential, maintaining the height proposed
in this location will provide a suitable
transition to higher density.

It is suitable to encourage amalgamation in
redevelopment to increase the efficiency of
sites and redevelopment potential.

To achieve community benefit development
incentives need to be suitable so they are
pursued. To achieve the community benefit is
proposed that the range between acceptable
height and maximum height be reviewed to
provide suitable incentive.

No modification.

Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1
Additional Criteria 11 as
follows: ‘Development

sites, resulting from
amalgamation, greater than

2000m?2”’

Modify Part 1, Plan 2 and
Clause 5 to change:

e the ‘maximum height’ to
‘Acceptable Height' and
‘potential height’ to
‘Maximum Height’;

« ‘Urban Frame Type B:
Acceptable 6 storeys
(22 5m). Maximum 10
storeys (36.5m) storeys
in accordance with
Clause 6.1.”

= ‘Urban Frame Type C:
Maximum Acceptable
height-4 3 storeys (16m
12m). Potential
Maximum additional
height up to 5 (20m
19m) storeys in
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Precinct and Urban Frame A Sub-Precinct is deemed too great to effectively
balance height and scale of future towers. Currently, between the Cityscape
Sub-Precinct and the Urban Frame Sub-Precinct a height difference of 13
storeys is proposed, assuming the ‘potential height’ is achieved.

This height difference has the potential to overscale and dominant smaller
developments.

Whilst there is no objection to the height of the Cityscape Sub-Precinct, the
transitional sites should have a greater base height and potential height
allowance to further incentivise developers to deliver community benefits and
public infrastructure improvements that will increase the quality of the Precinct.

There needs to be further context provided to the 23-storey height limit to
balance the transition to the Village Precinct but importantly, consider the
height interface which is being created to the Cityscape Sub-Precinct.

It is also noted, those sites which have a significant site area and are held in
one sole ownership should be viewed as a strategic opportunity to maximise

No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification
accordance with Clause
6.1
« Education and Civic
Precinct Acceptable
Height 6 storeys,
Maximum Height 10.
While the listed criteria to meet the bonus height are predominantly focused on Design excellence is not considered an No Modification.
community benefits, it is recommended that this list of criteria is increased to suitable approach to assessing the
include a range of other factors, including locational and design based appropriateness of additional height as
requirements. In regards to design, it is suggested that a requirement of ‘design design is subjective. Meeting the ten
excellence’ is included as part of meeting the necessary number of ‘points’ to principles of design through a review process
trigger consideration at a bonus height. Design excellence would be as with the Local or State Design Review Panel
determined by the State Design Review Panel (‘SDRP’) and would follow a is required by the draft LPSP.
rigorous review process, with the objective of exceptional design outcomes
throughout the LPSP.
43. The DC/B provisions need a review as per our discussion above. Specifically, 18 As per 42 above. As per 42 above.
there should be significant bonuses for very significant contributions, not just
extra storeys for ticking a few boxes.
44. The current transitional height that is proposed between the Cityscape Sub- 16 As per 42 above. As per 42 above.
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Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

capacity to deliver density but also have the opportunity to provide significant
community benefits to the Precinct and be rewarded accordingly. In
considering the broader surrounds of the Urban Frame Sub-Precinct, there are
a number of sites that are narrow, have limited area, and have complex and
sensitive interface issues that will ultimately restrict the redevelopment potential
of the precinct to deliver 35 dwellings per hectare. Intern, this will affect these
sites ability to provide the community infrastructure improvements to assist in
supporting density and population growth within the Town Centre. This is
critical as outlined within the Place Plan, Leederville currently has the lowest
population (people per hectare) and dwelling unit (units per hectare) density
within the City.

In this regard, greater consideration must be given to the heights within the
Urban Frame, with a particular focus on transitioning building height, land area,
strategic location, providing greater context to the Cityscape Sub-Precinct and
finally the ability to provide substantial density and deliver community benefits
that can be embedded within redevelopment. It's also important to recognise,
the City has one opportunity to shape the next 50 years of the Leederville
Precinct. Once redevelopment and further land fragmentation occurs, the
opportunity to densify the Precinct becomes significantly harder. Therefore, the
developments that occur under this Precinct Plan and importantly the public
infrastructure they contribute to, is vital to the success of the Leederville Town
Centre.

45.

The bonus point system Is generally supported. It is considered that this is an
effective way of promoting and incentivising developers to incorporate public
infrastructure and placing community outcomes at the forefront of approaching
a redevelopment. However, it is felt there is a missed opportunity by the City to
push developers to incorporate further infrastructure into their respective
development based on the current point system.

The bonus system is currently too constrained. Whilst the bonuses outlined
within clause 6.1 all have merit, there should also be an opportunity for
developers to investigate other community benefit opportunities through the
preparation of a ‘Community Needs Analysis'. This is particularly important
given that over the lifecycle of the redevelopment of the Town Centre, the
community benefits that are considered to be required currently, may change
based on the needs of the community. Furthermore, if multiple developments
are all providing the same benefits, there is a potential to be an oversupply
which could be detrimental to the overall development of the Precinct. The

16

The ability for proponents to put forward
Community Needs Assessment exists in
Clause 6.1 Additional Criteria 9. A list of
community needs and preferences will be
created in collaboration with the Town Team
to understand the needs as the community
changes. This would be used in conjunction
to any Community Needs Assessments
provided by applicants, the Place Plan and
Design Review to assess proposal of
community benefit.

No modification.
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Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

developer should have the flexibility and be encouraged to explore at the
point of preparing a redevelopment, what community needs exist and how
this can be incorporated within the redevelopment in addition to the
mandatory criteria. The ‘Community Needs Analysis’ should be assessed as
part of the Design Review process and linked to the development application
process.

It is also currently not clear why the City would restrict the points to a score of
50 out of a potential of 120. There are sites such as No.661 that have the
area, capacity, and willingness to look to incorporate the majority of the
bonuses into their prospective development, however there is no benefit
provided for the developer to do so. This is a significant loss of opportunity,
as there is no encouragement under the Precinct Plan to promote
developments and architectural outcomes that look to provide community
focused projects with the ability of

offsetting this benefit with additional height allowances where certain criteria
have been met.

The Urban Frame A Sub-Precinct is proposed with a base height of 8 storeys.
Comparatively the Cityscape Sub-Precinct has a base height of 18 storeys.
This difference in building height between the two sub-precincts is substantial
and will result in a poor transitional outcome. Promoting sites which can deliver
substantial density should be encouraged particularly where lots are
surrounded by larger scale development and therefore the interface will be
more appropriate and have the broader context to the building height.

Sites in the surrounding Urban Frame Sub-Precinct will have complications
given their dimensions, area, and sensitive interfaces to existing dwellings to
deliver density in accordance with the Draft Precinct Plan. Many of these sites
will need to amalgamate to be able to deliver well-designed apartments,
however the envisioned height of 8-10 storeys will require multiple land
acquisitions to deliver a development of this scale and intensity intended under
the Draft Precinct Plan. Whilst not unachievable, this is a timely and costly
process, and furthermore there is nothing to require developers to construct a
development that delivers the type of density required for a secondary centre.

In this regard, there needs to be a greater consideration to these sites which
are within the immediate catchment of the Leederville Train Station and directly
interface with the Cityscape Sub-Precinct. These sites be put into either a

As per 42 above, the proposed modification
would allow for a transition between the
Cityscape, Urban Frame Type A and Village
sub-precincts.

As per 42 above.
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Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

Cityscape Sub-Precinct B or alternative ‘Transitional’ Urban Frame Sub-
Precinct. This additional Sub-Precinct should recognise the development
potential of these sites and as well as their uniqueness given their surrounds,
location, and immediate development potential in comparison to the wider
Urban Frame Sub-Precinct. This Transitional’ Sub-Precinct is intended to
provide an appropriate median height which balances with the Urban Frame to
the north, Cityscape to the south and east as well as the Village Sub-
Precinct further west.

We would consider a base height of 12 storeys to be appropriate to provide a
more evenly distributed transition. It is also considered at 12 storeys this would
be viewed as the middle ground between the Village Sub-Precinct (2 storeys),
Urban Frame Sub-Precinct (8 storeys), Transitional Sub-Precinct (12 storeys)
and the Cityscape Sub-Precinct (18 storeys). Providing a more even ‘step’ in
building height would be beneficial to the streetscape outcome and help
balance the development intensity of the Cityscape Sub-Precinct. It is also
critical the building height transition between the Sub-Precincts is appropriate
given there are no plot ratio controls, therefore an emphasis on achieving the
appropriate height balance is critical to the development outcomes within the
precinct.

As per 42 above, the Acceptable Height of
the Urban Frame Type A has been
recommended to be modified to 10 storeys.

As per 42 above.

46.

There is no objection to the requirement of undertaking a traffic analysis or
enhancements to pedestrian/cycle movement, however the provision should
contain some further clarity as to what ‘enhancements’ are required. Whether
this relates to public infrastructure such as end-of- trip facilities, pedestrian
canopies over footpaths or high-quality streetscape lighting to outline some
potential enhancements, the Precinct Plan should provide some specifics as
to what the City’s expectations are with respect to this criteria.

Similar to the above, further detail needs to be given to provide some clarity as
to the extent and definition of adverse impact and whether this relates to
existing development only, or if this will also apply to future apartment towers.
If it is the intent that this provision will relate to all properties and development
types, there needs to be a greater level of refinement to this criteria given it is
unavoidable typically, to not have some solar access impacts given the heights
of the buildings, at certain times of the year. The reference to 'any adverse
impacts’ is too presumptive to be applied broadly across a Precinct with such
a range of site sizes and varying development types. This provision also could

16

The mandatory critena is clear that transport
analysis is needed for additional vehicle
movements. The analysis should also include
analysis and recommendation for enhanced
pedestrian and cycle movement within and to
the development.

As this is a mandatory criteria, new
development should be designed in a way to
mitigate the loss of solar access for adjoining
sites. The City applies the R Codes Volume 2
Element Objectives relating to Orientation to
guide assessment of this criteria.

Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1,
Mandatory Criteria 1, as

‘The analysis also includes
enhancement of pedestrian
and cycle movement within
and to the development’.

No modification.
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Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

be used unfairly to impede development and bonus height based on the current
wording of the provision. If the provision is intended to apply to all
developments, a measurable should be provided as to what the tolerance point
is when a development is proposed. Alternatively, references to the element
objectives (3.2 — Orientation) of State Planning Policy 7.3: Residential Design
Codes, Volume 2 — Apartments (SPP 7.3) could also be a method of providing
an assessment criteria to support any proposed development and address
Mandatory Criteria (3).

The criteria to provide an alternative dwelling type is supported. However, the
City should look to impose a percentage or target that the developer should
aim to achieve. This provides certainty to both the City and the developer as to
what aspect of the development needs to accommodate an alternative form of
housing.

Further clarity is needed for the provision to
deliver suitable outcomes. Reference to the
Liveable Housing Design Guidelines
(Liveable Housing Australia) has been
included. Providing options to allow an aging
population or people with disability to live in
the area is needed.

Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1,
Additional Criteria 8, as
follows:

Providing a-dwsllingtyps

to-meet-demand universal
access dwellings as
follows:

* 15 per cent of all

dwellings, across a
range of dwelling sizes,

meet Gold Level
requirements as defined
in the Liveable Housing
Design Guidelines
(Liveable Housing
Australia); or

« 8 per cent of dwellings
are designed to
Platinum Level as
defined in the Liveable
Housing Design
Guidelines (Liveable
Housing Australia)_
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Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

Supportive of the bonus height provisions, however we considered there to be
a greater opportunity to promote improved community benefit outcomes, whilst
reward the developer. Our recommendation is to have a two-tiered approach
to community benefits. Retain the 50point bonus point system as tier-two to
achieve a bonus of two storeys, however, also allow for additional development
bonus up to 4 storeys where a minimum of 100 points is achieved.

This two-tier point system is most appropriate to the current Urban Frame A
Sub-Precinct due to the fact it holds a diversity of land types and tenures.
Therefore, only sites that are capable of delivering substantial and high-quality
development products will be capable of achieving 100 points. This is an
important consideration given this bonus will in-directly only benefit larger land
parcels which can offset the community infrastructure investment through the
dwelling yield. Given the Cityscape Sub-Precinct is already highlighted to
accommodate larger developments, with greater height incentives, this two-tier
bonus should only relate to the existing Urban Frame A Sub-Precinct. In doing
s0, sites located on the periphery of where the density has been concentrated
will need to have clear benefits to achieve the full extent of bonuses achievable.
This will allow sites that have the willingness and capacity to provide extensive

As the acceptable height and maximum
heights are recommended to be altered it is
suitable to provide a range of additional
height.

The additional bonus recommendation is to
apply to all sub-precincts. The building
heights have been modified to reflect the
change to the development incentives
section.

Or

A dwelling type identified
as a priority by the local
government, such as aged
and dependent dwellings,
one-bedroom apartments,
key-worker dwellings or
other innovative housing
models with evidence that
the dwelling type is needed

and supported.

Modify Part 1, Clause
6.1(b) as follows:

The proposal is assessed
against the Additional
Criteria, listed below, and
must achieve 50 points to
be considered for 2
additional storeys above
the acceptable height; or
100 points to be considered
for the maximum height
listed in Part 1, Clause 5.

No additional modification.
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Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

community benefit's the incentive to do so and aim to achieve a much higher
standard of development in certain circumstances. This would result in the
following building heights:

Cityscape Sub-Precinct
18 - 23 Storeys Storeys

Transitional Sub-Precinct
12 - 16 Storeys maximum

Urban Frame A Sub-Precinct
8 Storeys - 12 Storeys

Urban Frame B Sub-Precinct
8 - 10 Storeys

Village Sub-Precinct
2 Storeys - 3 Storeys

47.

Development Incentives for Community Benefit:

With consideration to the above, there is an opportunity to further expand the
available community bonuses. As mentioned, we consider that the City should
provide flexibility to allow developers to undertake their own Community Needs
Analysis to feed into any subsequent redevelopment at that period in time and
be able to nominate a range of community infrastructure they deem required
based on their analysis. If it decided that a developer selects this pathway, the
Needs Analysis should be supported as part of the Design Review Process to
demonstrate the community infrastructure contribution proposed.

In addition to the Community Needs Analysis a range of other additional criteria
has been highlighted below which should be explored to be incorporated into
the existing incentives under clause 6.1.

Consider the following changes to the additional criteria:

Preparation of a Community Needs Analysis to assess the public
infrastructure and outline potential gaps. The Needs Analysis must clearly
outline how the proposed development is meeting the needs of the community
and what infrastructure is required to improve Leederville as a Town Centre.

16

As above, in 45.

No modification.
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RIVING PLACES

Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

The Needs Analysis must be prepared and supported during the Design
Review Panel process. = 100 points.

Development achieves ‘Design Excellence’ from the City’s Design Review
Panel process. In order to achieve this, the design must achieve an all ‘green’

assessment against the 10 Principles of State Planning Policy 7.0. = 40 points.

Development incorporates a minimum of 3 alternative land uses (not including
residential). = 10 points.

Provision of long-term public car parking is provided on-site subject to the
agreement with the Local Government. = 40 points

Delivery of a minimum of 50 serviced apartments rooms to contribute to the
activation of Leederville. = 20 points.

Development provides commercial facilities which are demonstrated to be
required to service the current and future demands of the community. This
may include; childcare, seniors centre, art spaces, shared meeting room
spaces and youth activity spaces. = 20 points.

The provision of a 4m laneway as identified on the structure plan, is supported
by ground floor active land uses. = 20 points.

Design excellence is not considered an
suitable approach to assessing the
appropriateness of additional height as
design is subjective. Meeting the ten
principles of design through a review process
with the Local or State Design Review Panel
is required by the draft LPSP.

Delivery of uses other than residential should
be determined by the market but not
required. This may be suitable in the centre
however it is not suitable in all locations.

Additional criteria 12 and 13 incudes
provision of pedestrian laneway or vehicle
laneways however this does not mention
active land uses.

No modification.

No modification.

Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1
with the following new
Additional Criteria 12 as
follows:

‘Providing a new road at a
minimum width of 6 metres.
The provision of a new
road is to be supported by
active ground floor uses.
Additional Criteria 12 is
only available to the lots
between Carr Place and
Newcastle Street in the
Urban Frame and

30

Item 9.7- Attachment 3

Page 99



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

14 SEPTEMBER 2021

04 THRIVING PLACES

No. | Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

Cityscape sub-precincts.
The connection must
provide vehicle access
between Carr Place and/or
Bold Court to Newcastle
Street.’

Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1
to include an additional
criteria 13 as follows:

‘Providing a new pedestrian

laneway at a minimum
width of 4 metres. The

provision of a pedestrian
laneways is to be
supported by active ground
floor uses. Additional
Criteria 13 is only available
to the lots:

* Between Vincent Street
and Carr Place. The
connection must provide
pedestrian access from
Vincent Street to Carr
Place;

« Between Newcastle
Street and the
Infrastructure Corridor
(east-west pedestrian
connection). The
connection must provide
pedestrian access from
Newcastle Street to the
Infrastructure Corridor
(east-west pedestrian
connection):
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04 THRIVING PLACES

No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended

Modification

» Between Oxford Street
and the Infrastructure
Corridor (east-west
pedestrian connection).
The connection must
provide pedestrian
access from Oxford
Street to the
Infrastructure Corridor
(east-west pedestrian
connection); and

e Shown with a Proposed
Pedestrian Link on Plan

2"
48, | support many aspects of the plan, including increased density in proximity to 22 Noted, heights within 800m of the station are | As per recommendation
the train station recommended to be increased to provide number 42 above.
transitional height and allow more people to
live in close proximity to public transport and
the town centre.
49, There should be an ability to activate underused spaces such as the avenue 23 The land uses within the draft LPSP do not No modification.
car park. Uses should be able to be supported in the area to activate the restrict any use. Activation of this area will be
space. available for a variety of uses. This area will

be activated as a pedestrian walkway in the
medium term of the draft LPSP.

50. We are in strong support of the adoption of the Urban Frame and proposed 24 Noted. No modification.
Cityscape areas with height limits of up to 18 storeys.

51. The development requirements for Landmark sites are not outlined in the 25 The considerations for key landmark sites No modification.
Precinct Plan. are outlined in Part 2.
5.3.2 Podium
* The requirement for 3m side setbacks may result in disjointed Due to the overall heights and access to No modification.
streetscapes, with a continuous/connected built form preferred. amenity, suitable setbacks are considered
e Given the R-AC1 zoning permits 4 storey boundary walls, it would necessary.

seem appropriate that the same should be permitted within R-ACO.

32
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No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification
52. The building height restrictions are too high. 4 The draft LPSP proposes a variety of heights | No modification.
to ensure the established residential areas
can remain whilst balancing this with
providing height in suitable locations to
support the sustained success of the town
centre.
53. | really like how you want to keep the 'grunge’ feel in Leederville and the mixed | 5 Noted. No modification.
uses required to maintain the vibe, we don't want it to become sanitised like
parts of the weslern suburbs.
54. The objectives are generally good, but should also include Community 8 Agreed Modify Part 1, Clause 2.1 to
outcomes such ‘provide and plan for an equitable and inviting community' and include:
Sustainable development outcomes. Enhanced Environment,
‘Prioritise sustainable
Under Sensitive Design you should also include 'sustainable building and place development outcomes’
design, construction and operation' to ensure that your sustainability policy is CU”“_ECtE’d Community,
expressly prioritised in the area. ‘Provide and plan for an
equitable and inviting
community’
Sensitive Design, ‘Facilitate
sustainable building and
place design, construction
and operation’.
55 Traditional shop front designs aligned with the City's Built Form Policy 1 To maintain a human scale the height limits No modification.
completely agree with, but the two story limit (Oxford St) shouldn't necessarily have been limited in the Village sub-precinct.
be compulsory.
56. Maintain character - there are lots of empty shops where the landlords are not 5 As per comment 4 above. Further to this the No modification.
pro-active in getting tenants, restricting them to 2 storeys may limit the maximum height on Oxford Street is 3
feasibility to develop, three storeys might be better and encourage them to storeys in the draft advertised LPSP.
develop
57. | The proposed height limits in the Cityscape area are too high and will not 6 The balance between the Village sub No modification.
complement the character of Leederville. Multiple new high-rise buildings in precinct and Cityscape allows the human
this area will make Leederville feel like the city and lose its village and grungy scale and character to be retained whilst
vibe. ensuring it is has sustained success as a
centre. The design of new buildings will be
subject to DRP and a review of the context to
propose development which sensitively fits in
to the location.
58. | With regard to "Maintaining Character” | do not have a problem with 10 As per 42 above. Modification as per 42
"maintaining a height limit of two storeys" for Oxford Street but | do not support above.
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Community Benefits of the LPSP?" because that clause provides developers
with the opportunity to build higher than the maximum height proposed for an
area. Maximum height limits should be more clear-cut than that. If so, this will
reduce the burden on the City of Vincent Planning Department | would think
because developers would not be tempted to submit proposals for buildings
higher than what is permitted. It also invites greater scope for potential conflict
to take place where there is ambiguity - | think a more sensible option is to
make it simpler and just set maximum height limits at what they should be

My objections to the other clauses in this section are to do with building
maximum height limits - they are too high in the Cityscape, Urban Frame Type
A, Urban Frame Type B, and the Education & Civic zones. | understand why
the City needs to plan for a higher density and | support this but it can be done
in a better way. For instance, please refer to this article published in the
Guardian by an architect who has expertise in these matters:
https://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2014/apr/16/cities-need-goldilocks-
housing-density-not-too-high-low-just-right The author points out that tall
apartment buildings are not only inefficient, in terms of accommodating higher
density dwellings, but also negatively impact upon the sense of community to a

will be set. Bonus heights removed and
maximum instated to ensure there is no
ambiguity as to the maximum height for
community and landowners.

The Building Codes of Australia require lifts
to be provided in buildings taller than three
storeys.

The City's Local Planning Scheme No. 2
increased zoning of Town Centres and major
transport corridors to accommodate a
growing population. To balance this and
provide a variety of housing and maintain the
character of the City's existing established

No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification
"Development framing this area will provide a transition to higher density"
because | don't believe it will do so very well at all. Instead, the proposed
transition will be rather severe | think, since buildings up to 10 storeys high
may conceivably be built in Urban Frame Type A zone, which is adjacent to
Village zone, where buildings are limited to a potential of 3 storeys. This is not
really much of a transition to me.
Furthermore, | appreciate that there is provision for increasing setback with The location for the highest density sub- No modification.
building height in the plan, but that still will not prevent very tall buildings (i.e. precinct, the Cityscape, was not only suited
"towers") shading out or blocking the view of some residential dwellings if due to the proximity to the train station it was
these proposed building heights become part of the plan. That would severely also most suitable as it is the southernmost
compromise quality of life for some residents. location in the draft LPSP. Due to the
location the most severe shadow cast at the
21 July would be on the freeway.
59. Heights - 18 -23 storeys is too high; should be capped at 8 storeys with the 5 The draft LPSP proposes a variety of heights | No modification.
ability to go to 12 if the right design features to ensure the established residential areas
can remain whilst balancing this with
providing height in suitable locations to
support the sustained success of the town
centre.
60. I do not support "Do you support the proposed Development Incentives for 10 Acknowledged a maximum building height As per modification 42

above.

No modification.
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Urban Frame Type A zone, "requires a high degree of sensitivity to ensure they
do not have a detrimental impact to the character of the village," with which it
abuts. | think that statement is at odds with maximum permitted building height
proposed at 8 storeys, with possibility to approve 10. | live in Urban Frame
Type A zone and | would not want a building that tall next to where we live - it
would eclipse the sun from one side of our building, and we are on the third
storey of our building. | can’t imagine how much worse a building of that size
might be if located next to residents in the Village zone. This is just one
example of where | think the building heights are set too high in general, and
I'm not sure why this is the case. From what I've read it certainly doesn't need
to be so. Why jeopardise residents’ quality of life and sense of community this
way, when it is possible to meet future population density objectives (perhaps
even more efficiently) with less ambitious building height limits, such as 5-6
storeys maximum?

This general comment notwithstanding, | do applaud many other aspects of the
plan, including landscaping, increasing tree canopy, public spaces, favouring
pedestrian traffic over cars, and planning for increased density around
transport routes (TOD). There is a lot of really good stuff in there - just need to
hold back on increasing those maximum building heights limits and to make
them more clear-cut.

No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification
place. For instance, towers are designed to have a large ground floor lobby, suburbs the coding of the residential areas
central elevators and stairs, and very large spacious apartments in the higher remains low. As identified in the Local
levels, which typically only very wealthy people can afford. These people, Planning Strategy and Local Planning
being so distant from the streets will then be somewhat disconnected from the Scheme (& SPP4.2) Leederville is noted as
community as well. What seems to result in the best outcomes, in terms of an appropriate place for density as it has
accommodating higher density populations and liveability, is to have shorter quality transport connections, regional
buildings, which are typically 5-6 stories maximum, where the tenants can still amenity’s and is in close proximity to the
access their accommodation using stairs, and stairs can even be a feature on City.
the outside of the premises, affording for much greater density accommodation
per square metre. This is not new - some of the most pleasant, heavily
populated travel destinations such as Amsterdam and Paris demonstrate this,
where the majority of residential dwellings are only 5-6 stories high maximum.
Accordingly (and supported by evidence), | think setting a much less ambitious
maximum height limits of 5 or 6 storeys for Urban Frame Type A, Urban Frame
Type B, and the Education & Civic zones will achieve population density
objectives whilst going some way to future-proofing Leederville's sense of
community, which is one of its greatest assets.
61. In Part 2 of the Plan (p81) it states that, of any new development within the 10 The draft LPSP has limited height in the No modification.

village precinct and included a transition
setback on all of the boundaries of the sub-
precinct to allow a human scale and village
character to remain.

To provide amenity and density in an efficient
way development needs suitable height
allowance. Shorter buildings to all boundaries
does not provide suitable amenity in this way.
Provisions of the R Codes Volume 2 relating
to building orientation and solar access will
remain and apply. The element objective
seeks to minimise overshadowing of the
habitable rooms, open space and solar
collectors of neighbouring properties during
mid-winter.

The reason for increased density in this
location is based on the States Planning
Framework, outlining this location as a
secondary centre and a suitable location for
increased density due to its access to local
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No.

Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

amenities, public transport and proximity to
the City. The local framework also seeks to
provide density in suitable location being in
Town Cenfres and Activity Corridors. These
items were considered in the preparation of
the draft LPSP resulting in density proposed
in the southernmost location of the precinct.
Providing density in this suitable location will
go some way in reducing the north and south
sprawl of the metropolitan area and allow
more people to live and age in a high quality
precinct.

The comments are noted in relation to
support for the other aspects of the plan. In
terms of clarity over the building heights,
bonus height has been removed and
replaced with maximum building height.

As per 42 above

62.

The main draw card of Leederville (and all of Vincent's town centres) is the
street level connection from the suburban areas to the town centres. Don't lose
this by building a high density barrier around the town centre. Significant focus
on removing/slowing traffic and increasing cyclist and pedestrian amenity will
be needed - in terms of walkways, landscaping, and street level variety in
development types.

Ultimately, this will lead to pedestrianisation of Oxford St between Vincent St
and Leederville Parade, and | wonder whether it's not better just to bite that
bullet now and set up the town centre to support the development that this plan
is meant to enable.

The draft LPSP proposes to maintain the low
density nature of the established residential
areas in the northern portion of the precinct
this will maintain a connection to these areas
whilst allowing density in close proximity to
the town centre to ensure its sustained
success.

To increase the movement throughout the
centre the approach is to encourage the
movement of vehicles on the periphery of the
centre to allow all other modes the ability to
move through the centre.

It is proposed that the Town Centre be a
place for pedestrians and cyclists to easily
move to and through. The proposed density
around the town centre will support this intent
and its sustained success.

No modification.
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that add to the character and diversity of the precinct. However, there is no
formal protection for a number of character properties contained in the LPSP,
noting the City of Vincent's heritage list does not contain a high number of
properties in the LPSP.

On Carr Place, there are a number of federation cottages that have been well
maintained and are in good condition. These houses make a significant
contribution to the character of the streetscape and should be protected where
possible.

One way of protecting heritage properties in the LPSP is through the
establishment of Transferable Development Rights (TDR). In effect, a
landowner of a property of high heritage significance could enter into a formal
agreement with an adjoining landowner to transfer some of their development
potential. It is suggested that this transfer of development potential would be
limited to a maximum of 5 storeys in building height, and an appropriate legal
instrument would be placed on the certificate of title of the heritage property to
formally confirm this transfer. The heritage property would need to be
assessed by a qualified heritage architect to determine whether it is
appropriate for consideration of a TDR agreement.

In the event a site is deemed of heritage significance and worthy of protection
for the streetscape, the landowner of the heritage property would receive
payment from the adjoining landowner for the TDR. This payment would be
privately negotiated between the parties involved, and once the TDR is
confirmed on the certificate of title, it would additionally be recorded on a TDR
list maintained by the City of Vincent. The landowner of the heritage site would
be prevented from redeveloping their property with the restriction on the
certificate of title, and a specified portion of the compensation received from
the TDR agreement would have to be spent on conservation works on the
building as determined by the nominated heritage architect.

Once the transfer of the development rights is confirmed to an adjoining
landowner, this additional development potential could be incorporated into a
future development application and would remain an entitlement for the new
landowner in perpetuity.

there is no clear pathway for the negotiation
of compensation, it is not perceived to be
transparent.

Where a property is on the Local or State
Heritage List clear parameters are set for
adjoining development.

Clause 5.1.9 provides Heritage Management
provisions.

No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification
63. A number of properties located within the LPSP have significant heritage value | 15 This may result in a variety of heights and as | No modification.
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No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification
TDRs are common practice in many other jurisdictions as a means of
protecting heritage properties and facilitating compensation to owners of
character dwellings where there is a loss of development potential by electing
to retain the building. For example, the City of Perth has TDR provisions in its
Local Planning Scheme which allow for transfer of plot ratio area where a site
adjoins a property of heritage significance. It is considered that this proposal
would substantially assist with maintaining the character of the LPSP while still
facilitating high density development.
64. | have concerns in the text of both Part 1 and Part 2 of the draft Leederville 26 To avoid confusion the Heritage Amend Part 1, Clause
Precinct Structure Plan (LPSP), with respect to those properties designated as Management Provisions should be separated | 5.1.9(a):
"character". from the Character Provisions.
Existing heritage and
It is currently unclear in the LPSP as to whether those properties designated as Part 1, Clause 5.1.9 (c) ensures new character buildings should
"character" are required to be retained or will be able to be developed in development is sensitively designed to are to be retained and
accordance with the LPSP provisions. For example Clause 5.1.9 Heritage acknowledge adjoining character buildings. incorporated into any new
Management states "Existing heritage and character buildings should be development proposal.
retained and incorporated into any new development proposal”.
To this extent, to meet the intent of the LSPS | submit that:
« "Character” buildings should only be designated as "character" buildings
as a reference point to guide incorporation of character design elements
into all proposed developments,
» "Character” buildings should not be precluded from any of the
development provisions set out in the LSPS (with the exception of
retention of heritage building provisions); and
+ Retention of listed Heritage buildings is important and should be
considered separately in the LPSP text
65. We are in strong support of the two storey height limits along Oxford Street to 24 Noted. No modification.
maintain Leederville's character.
66. 5.12(c) - Materials and Finishes - Should refer to “New development” to ensure | 25 The Clause Is clear regarding when No modification.
clarity and avoid unnecessary referrals to the DRP for minor DA’s relating to development will be referred to the Design
existing development. Review Panel. Further to this the City has a
terms of reference for the Design Review
Panel which allows referral of any
development considered suitable to be
reviewed.

38

Item 9.7- Attachment 3

Page 107



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

14 SEPTEMBER 2021

No. | Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

5.15(a) — Lift Overruns - It may not be practical or realistic to screen lift
overruns from elevated positions on surrounding buildings. Suggest the
wording is changed to reference pedestrian viewpoints.

To avoid ambiguity, the location of “Character Buildings™ should be linked to
Figure 30.

6.1 — Mandatory Criteria

Point 7 needs to clarify this relates only to areas of heritage significance listed
on a local or state register. Unclear whether this applies to Aboriginal or
European Heritage, or both.

Suitable design can deliver the outcome.
Efforts should be made to beautify these
spaces which could include on-structure
landscaping.

As per 64 above.

This would apply to both Aboriginal and

European Heritage and needs to be clarified.

No modification.

As per 64 above

Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1
Mandatory Criteria 5 as

Retention and
enhancement of places of
heritage significance
(Aboriginal and/or
European) that may be
located on the development
site or immediately
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06 INNOVATIVE & ACCOUNTABLE

No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification
67. The Community Benefits section is a good idea but it doesn't seem viable and 5 It is noted that the development bonus may As per 42 above.
therefore some of the great benefits may not be achieved. There is a lot to not match the incentive being provided, in
deliver to get the 50 points but not a very significant height increase provided. this way the City proposes to assign
For example there is 20 points for affordable housing - is this 20 points for maximum heights and acceptable heights
each affordable dwelling or is it a maximum of 20 points even if doing say 10% and provide suitable incentive to achieve
affordable dwellings, as providing only one storey height bonus for 10% these heights.
affordable housing is definitely not enough.
68. | That consultation must be undertaken with utility agencies at the early stages 27 Agreed. Add Part 1, Clause 5.1.6
of planning and design of development proposals. (e) as follows:
‘New development shall
engage with service
providers at the outset of
the design process to
ensure suitable provision of
utilities '
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GENERAL
No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification
69. We have reviewed the Draft Precinct Structure Plan and the Draft Leederville 24 Noted. No modification.
Town Centre Place Plan and are in support of the proposal. It appears to have
been well researched and backed by analysis in its various components. We
consider that the plans are likely to have an immediate positive impact on the
Leederville Town Centre and have the appropriate controls to future proof the
City of Vincent.
70. Overall support for the plan. 13 Noted. No modification.
" GENERAL - Administrative i
No. | Submitter Comment Submitter | Administration Comment Recommended
Modification
71. | The reference to a “Required Road” should be modified to “Formalised Public 25 Noted and agreed. Modify the wording of Plan

Thoroughfare”.

Figure 4 — Cityscape Sub Precinct:
The podium primary setbacks shown in the massing diagrams and text do not
correspond with the setback provisions in 5.3.2.

4.3 6 Cityscape (Recommendations Table) Point 5 makes reference to Part 1

Clause 6.4 and 6.5, which do not exist. This should be reference to Part 1
Clause 5.4.5.

5.2.2 - The discussion surrounding the Mounts Bay Main Drain should be under
a heading called “Drainage”.

Figure 31 — Key Development Sites should align with the lot boundaries.

Amend diagrams, plan 1 and plan 2 to match
the provisions.

Noted and agreed.

Noted and agreed.

The key developments sites should match
the landholdings.

1 — Structure Plan Map:

Amending “Required Road”
to “Formalised Public
Thoroughfare”.

Align Part 1 diagrams,
plans and provisions.

Modify Part 2, Clause 4.3.6,
Recommendation 7 as
follows:

‘Part 42 Clause 5.4.5 6:-4-&

Modify Part 2, Clause 5.2.2
as follows:

New heading of ‘Drainage’
to describe the Mounts Bay
Drain.

Modify Part 2, Figure 31 to
align with the lot
boundaries.
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GENERAL - Administrative
No. | Submitter Comment

Submitter

Administration Comment

Recommended
Modification

5.5.5 - For consistency, point 7 should be refer to the “.._Mounts Bay
Pedestrian Linkage”, not “green linkage”.

5.5.7 Recommendations 4 & 5 should refer to “Part 1 — Clause 5.1.15", not
‘515"

6.3.1 - All impacted land owners should be added.

Noted and agreed.

Noted and agreed.

Noted and agreed.

Modify Part 2, Clause 5.5.5,
Recommendation 1 as
follows:
‘Enable the staged delivery
of the Mounts Bay Main

A ”
Pedestrian Linkage’.

Modify Part 2, Clause 5.5.7,
Recommendations 4 & 5 as
follows:

‘Part 1 — Clause 5.1.15’

Modify Part 2, Clause 6.3.1,
short term action ‘Modify
road network infrastructure
to match intended future
Link and Place’ to include
the key stakeholder group
of "Affected land and
business owners’.

72. Modify plan 1 and 2 to show the correct lot boundaries and roads.

Administr
ation

Incorrectly shown.

Amend Part 1, Plan 1 and 2
to align with the correct lot
boundaries.

73. | Modify the title of the recommendations for clarity.

Administr
ation

This change will provide clarity as the
recommendations are not only for part one
but also for the short, medium and long term
implementation of the LPSP.

Delete Part 2
recommendation table's
title.
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Schedule of Modifications

No. Clause Number

Page

Recommended Modification

1. Part 1, Clause
21

10

Modify Part 1, Clause 2.1 to include:

Within Enhanced Environment:
‘Prioritise sustainable development cutcomes’

Within Accessible City:
‘Prioritise universal access’

Within Connect Community:
‘Provide and plan for an equitable and inviting community’

Sensitive Design,
‘Facilitate sustainable building and place design, construction and operation’.

2. Part 1, Plan 1

Modify Part 1, Plan 1 as follows:

.

. * " o e

Remove the proposed connection of Carr Place and Loftus Street;

Remove the proposed connection linking Carr place and Newcastle Street;

Remove the proposed connection linking Electric Lane and Carr place;

Apply the ‘Potential Laneway/Pedestrian Link * to the Infrastructure Corridor;

Remove the pedestrian connection through 629 Newcastle Street;

Remove road reserve on the East side of the Frame Court Car Park and apply 'Mixed Use R-ACO’; and
Amending "Required Road” to "Formalised Public Thoroughfare”.

3. Part 1, Plan 2

Modify Part 1, Plan 2 to change the following in relation to height:

L]

The ‘maximum height’ to ‘Acceptable Height’ and 'potential height’ to ‘Maximum Height';
Urban frame Type A acceptable height & 10 storeys, Maximum height 18 14;

Urban frame Type B acceptable height & 6 storeys, Maximum height 10;

Urban frame Type C acceptable height 4 3 storeys, Maximum height 5; and

Education and Civic Precinct acceptable height 8 6 storeys, Maximum height 10.

4. Part 1, Plan 2

Modify Part 1, Plan 2 to-

. e e

Remove the ‘Proposed road’ linking Carr Place and Loftus Street;

Remove the 'Proposed road’ linking Carr place and Newcastle Street;

Modify ‘Proposed road’ to ‘Formalised Public Thoroughfare’;

Include Transitional Height surrounding the entire Village sub-precinct;

Align the key development sites with Part 2, Clause 5.4.5,

Modify wording to have 'Key Development Site’;

Realign the boundary of Oxford Reserve to include the entire Skate Park and Heritage listed building;

Remove road reserve on the north side of the Avenue car park and replace this with ‘Urban Frame Type A’ sub-precinct;
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No. Clause Number | Page | Recommended Modification
« Remove road reserve on the east side of the Frame Court car park and replace this with ‘Urban Frame Type A’ sub-precinct; and
» Remove the pedestrian connection through 629 Newcastle Street.
5. Part 1, Section3 | 15 Modify Part 1, Section 3 as follows:
Land use in the precinct will be in accordance with Table 1 — Zoning Table as set out in the Scheme. Land uses do not require
development approval where identified within the City's local planning policies, the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes)
Requlations 2015, or Local Planning Scheme No. 2.
6. Part 1, Clause 18 Modify Part 1, Clause 5.1.3 (a) as follows:
51.3 (a)
A landscape plan, prepared by a suitably qualified consultant, must be provided with all development applications. Development
applications of a minor nature which do not alter the on-site landscaping are exempt from providing a landscape plan.
7. Part 1, Clause 18 Modify Part 1, Clause 5.1.3 (e) as follows:
513 (e) ‘The proposed remaoval of any tree that meets clause 5 1.3(d) is to be provided with an arboriculture assessment. Where removal is
deemed appropriate for health and safety considerations by the arboriculture assessment the trees must be replaced.’
8. Part 1, Clause 19 Add Part 1, Clause 5.1.6 (e) as follows:
516 (e)
‘New development shall engage with service providers at the outset of the design process to ensure suitable provision of utilities.’
9. Part 1, Clause 20 Amend Clause 5.1.9(a):
5.1.9(a)
Existing heritage and-character buildings sheuld are to be retained and incorporated into any new development proposal.
10. Part 1, Clause 21 Amend Part 1, Clause 5.1.12 as follows:
5112
‘PaymentinHeuof Public Open Space Reserves
a Pursuant to s.153(1)(b) of the Planning and Development Act 2005, all subdivision of land that creates three or more lots must be
subject to a condition requiring that the owner of the land provide 10% of the site area; or make a payment equal to 10% of the value
of that land to the local government-4rtieu-ofproviding-open-spasce.’
11. Part 1, Clause 21 Modify Part 1, Clause 5.1.13 as follows:
5113
‘Road reserves, formalised public thoroughfares, laneways and pedestrian links are identified on the Structure Plan Map and in Clause
6.1. As a condition of development or subdivision approval, properties affected by a road reservation,_formalised public thoroughfares,
laneways and pedestrian links are required to vest that portion of land readreserve to the Crown as a condition of development or
subdivision approval, whichever occurs first.’
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12. Part 1, Clause 23 Modify Part 1, Clause 5.2 as follows:
52
e Delete ‘Transition Area Setback’,
» (Changing the terms ‘'maximum height’ to ‘Acceptable Height’ and ‘potential height’ to ‘"Maximum Height';
* Changing the Acceptable height to 8.5m; and
* Modify figure 3 — Remove reference to building height.
13. Part 1, Clause 25 Modify Part 1, Clause 5.3 as follows:
53 * (Changing the terms ‘maximum height’ to ‘Acceptable Height” and ‘potential height’ to "Maximum Height’;
Modify clause 5.3 2 as follows:
e ‘18m 15.5m’
Modify clause 5.3.3 as follows:
» Changing the Maximum height outlined in the setbacks from ‘30m’ to '29.5m’
Modify figure 4 by removing references to building height.
14. Part 1, Clause 27 Modify Part 1, Clause 5.4 as follows:
54
» Changing the terms ‘maximum height’ to ‘Acceptable Height’ and ‘potential height’ to ‘Maximum Height’;
e ‘Urban Frame Type A -Maximum Acceptable height-8 10 storeys (30m 36.5m). Petential Maximum additional-height-up-te—10 14
(36-5m 50.5m) storeys in accordance with Clause 6.1°;
« ‘Urban Frame Type B: Acceptable 6 storeys (22.5m). Maximum 10 storeys (36.5m) storeys in accordance with Clause 6.1";
+ Modifying to the correct height in metres; and
» Modify figures by removing references to building height.
15. Part 1, Clause 30 Modify Part 1, Clause 5.5 to change:
55
» (Changing the terms ‘'maximum height’ to ‘Acceptable Height’ and ‘potential height’ to ‘Maximum Height';
s ‘Urban Frame Type C: "Maximum Acceptable height4 3 storeys (16m 12m). Petentialadditional Maximum height up to 5 (20m
19m) storeys in accordance with Clause 6.1"; and
« Remove reference in figure 6 to building height.
16. Part 1, Clause 32 Modify Part 1, Clause 5.6 to change:
56
 Changing the terms ‘'maximum height’ to ‘Acceptable Height” and ‘potential height’ to ‘Maximum Height’;
e ‘Suburban Type A: Maximum Acceptable 4 storeys (36m-15.5m). Potential-additional-height-up-te Maximum 5 (20m 19m)
storeys in accordance with Clause 6.1'.
17. Part 1, Clause 33 Modify Part 1, Clause 5.7 as follows:
57
s Changing the term ‘Maximum’ to ‘Acceptable’.
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18. Part 1, Clause 35 Modify Part 1, Clause 5.9 as follows:
59
‘Development is to be in accordance with the requirements of Urban Frame Type B A’
19. Part 1, Clause 36 Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1 (b) as follows:
6.1
‘b The proposal is assessed against the Additional Criteria, listed below, and must achieve 50 points to be considered for 2 additional
storeys above the acceptable height; or 100 points to be considered for the maximum height listed in Part 1, Clause 5.
‘e__The decision-maker determines appropriate conditions to ensure the proposal delivers the requirements of the additional and
mandatory criteria.’
20. Part 1, Clause 37 Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1, Mandatory Criteria 1 to read as follows:
6.1
‘The analysis also includes enhancement of pedestrian and cycle movement within and to the development’.
21 Part 1, Clause 37 Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1, Mandatory Criteria 5 as follows:
6.1
Retention and enhancement of places of heritage significance (Aboriginal or European) that may be located on the development site or
immediately adjacent.
22. Part 1, Clause 37 Amending Part 1, Clause 6.1, Mandatory Criteria 6 as follows:
6.1
‘Provision of landscaping beyond the requirements of this structure plan. This includes providing 5% more deep soil area above what is
required by Part 1, Clause 5.1.3; and providing double the amount of trees required by Clause A3.3.5 of the R Codes Volume 2. The
additional landscaping is to feature advanced planting on both the podium as well as the storeys above, with evidence of the ability for
this to grow and be sustained.’
23. Part 1, Clause 37 Amending Part 1, Clause 6.1, Additional Criteria 7 as follows:
6.1
‘Provision of energy efficiency infrastructure that goes beyond the requirements as set out in the Built Form Policy. To be considered for
this additional criteria the development must meet a 6 star Green Star rating or equivalent.’
24 Part 1, Clause 37 Amending Part 1, Clause 6.1, Additional Criteria 8 as follows:
6.1
nand universal access
* 15 per cent of all dwellings, across a range of dwelling sizes, meet Gold Level requirements as defined in the Liveable Housing
Design Guidelines (Liveable Housing Australia); or
« 8 per cent of dwellings are designed to Platinum Level as defined in the Liveable Housing Design Guidelines (Liveable Housing
Australia).
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Or
A dwelling type identified as a priority by the local government, such as aged and dependent dwellings, one-bedroom apartments, key-
worker dwellings or other innovative housing models with evidence that the dwelling type is needed and supported.
25. Part 1, Clause 38 Amend Part 1, Clause 6.1 additional criteria 9 as follows:
6.1
‘Public or Community infrastructure improvements in the form of streetscape improvements__transport improvement, parkland public
open space enhancement, community space and contribution to individual infrastructure items-such-as-a-beardwalk pedestrian-arcade;
library-community-hall-etc-with evidence that the infrastructure is needed and supported within or in close proximity to the development
at the discretion of the City’
26. Part 1, Clause 38 Amend Part 1, Clause 6.1, Additional Criteria 10 as follows:
6.1
‘Development Applicant has entered into a contract to deliver a minimum 10% affordable dwellings in partnership with an approved
housing provider or not-for-profit organisation recognised by the Housing Authority.
27. Part 1, Clause 38 Delete Part 1, advertised Additional Criteria 13; and replace with Additional Criteria 11 as follows:
6.1
Development sites, resulting from amalgamation, greater than 2000m?.’
28. Part 1, Clause 38 Amending Part 1, Clause 6.1 to add new Additional Criteria 12 as follows:
6.1
‘Providing a new road at a minimum width of 6 metres. The provision of a new road is to be supported by active ground floor uses.
Additional Criteria 12 is only available to the lots between Carr Place and Newcastle Street in the Urban Frame and Cityscape sub-
precincts. The connection must provide vehicle access between Carr Place and/or Bold Court to Newcastle Street.’
29. Part 1, Clause 38 Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1 to include an additional criteria 13 as follows:
6.1
‘Providing a new pedestrian laneway at a minimum width of 4 metres. The provision of a pedestrian laneways is to be supported by
active ground floor uses. Additional Criteria 13 is only available to the lots:
e Between Vincent Street and Carr Place. The connection must provide pedestrian access from Vincent Street to Carr Place:
+ Between Newcastle Street and the Infrastructure Corridor (east-west pedestrian connection). The connection must provide
pedestrian access from Newcastle Street to the Infrastructure Corridor (east-west pedestrian connection);
+ Between Oxford Street and the Infrastructure Corridor (east-west pedestrian connection). The connection must provide pedestrian
access from Oxford Street to the Infrastructure Corridor (east-west pedestrian connection); and
« Shown with a Proposed Pedestrian Link on Plan 2.’
30. Part 1, Clause 39 Amend Part 1, Clause 6.1 Additional Criteria 14 as follows:
6.1
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‘New-Local-orNeighbourhood publicopen-space-as-de ined-b e Cily's Public Open Space Strategy- Providing 5% of the site area as
public open space, or cash-in-lieu, in addition to and pursuant to the requirements of Part 1, Clause 5.1.12°
3. Part 1, Clause 37 Modify Part 1, Clause 6.1, Additional Criteria points as follows:
6.1 + Additional Criteria 7 to increase the points from 10 to 20;
+ Additional Criteria 8 to increase the points from 10 to 25;
* Additional Criteria 9: "10 - 20 per infrastructure improvement depending on public benefit. Maximum 40 20
* Additional Criteria 10 to increase the points from 20 to 50,
+ MNew Additional Criteria 11 assign 5 points;
* New Additional Criteria 12 assign 50 points;
« MNew Additional Criteria 13 assign 40 points; and
« Additional Criteria 14 to increase the points from 20 to 40.
32. Part 2 80 Delete Part 2 recommendation table’s titles.
33. Part 2, Clause 81 Modify Part 2, Clause 4.3.2 as follows:
4.3.2 ‘height limits of up to 8 14 storeys apply’
34. Part 2, Clause 82 Replace figure 19 to reflect the sub-precinct in Plan 2.
431
35 Part 2, Clause 83 Modify Part 2, Clause 4 3.3 as follows:
433 ‘development up to & 14 storeys’
36. Part 2, Clause 86 Modify Part 2, Clause 4.3.6, Recommendation 7 as follows:
436 ‘Part 42 Clause 5.4.5 64 & 6.5-Part 1 5-1-2¢'
37. Part 2, Clause 102 Modify Part 2, Clause 5.2.1 to add the following:
521
‘Public and community infrastructure
As the population in the area grows, public and community infrastructure will be needed to support the sustained success of the town
centre.
Public infrastructure includes but is not limited to public structures or streetscape items such as toilets, showers and sheltered bike
storage.
Community infrastructure includes but is not limited to public indoor co-working spaces for office work, creative small scale
manufacturing or meeting space.
The public and community infrastructure may be needed in particular locations as the precinct evolves.

Item 9.7- Attachment 4

Page 117



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

14 SEPTEMBER 2021

No. Clause Number | Page | Recommended Modification
New public and community infrastructure is recommended to be sought through development incentives. To assess the appropriateness
of a proposal, evidence is to be provided demonstrating the need and support of the proposed infrastructure. An evolving list of
community needs may also be created and updated by the Town Team, this will also guide the assessment of the proposed
infrastructure.’
38. Part 2, Clause 107 Modify Part 2, Clause 5.2.1, Recommendation 8 as follows:
521
‘Formalise- William-Traylen-Park,-which-currently-e z - Seek public and
community infrastructure through development incentives.’
Ref.
‘lmplementation Part 1, Clause 6.1
39. Part 2, Clause 108 Modify Part 2, Clause 5.2.2 as follows:
522 New heading of ‘Drainage’ to describe the Mounts Bay Drain.
40. Part 2, Clause 117 Modify Part 2, Clause 5.4.2 as follows:
542 In order to provide transition between the Village, Urban Frame and Cityscape building heights between 6 and 14 storeys are proposed.
41. Part 2, Clause 132 Update figure 31 to amend the boundary of key development site 1, 629 Newcastle Street, to include the north-west lot 51.
545
42. Part 2, Clause 148 Modify Part 2, Clause 5.5.5, Recommendation 1 as follows:
555 ‘Enable the staged delivery of the Mounts Bay Main-Drain-gresn-linkage Pedestrian Linkage’
43. Part 2, Clause 156 Modify Part 2, Clause 5.5.7, Recommendations 4 & 5 as follows:
557 ‘Part 1 — Clause 5.1.15
44. Part 2, Clause 162 Modify Part 2, Clause 6.3.1 as follows:
6.3.1 * short term action ‘Modify road network infrastructure to match intended future Link and Place’ to include the key stakeholder
group of ‘Affected land and business owners'; and
s Delete, Part 2, Clause 6.3.1, Public Open Space action.
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Endorsement Page

This precinct structure plan is prepared under the provisions of the City of Vincent Local Planning
Scheme No. 2.

It is certified that this structure plan was approved by resolution of the Western Australian
Planning Commission on:

Signed for and on behalf of the Western Australian Planning Commission:

an officer of the Commission duly authorised by the Commission pursuant to section 16 of the
Planning and Development Act 2005 for that purpose, in the presence of,

Witness

Date

Date of Expiry

Preamble ii
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Leederville Precinct Structure Plan City of Vincent

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Leederville Precinct Structure Plan (LPSP) has been prepared to coordinate development of
land within the Leederville Precinct,

The plan has been drafted in accordance with the provisions of: the City of Vincent Local Planning
Scheme No. 2 (LPS2); State Planning Policy No. 4.2 - Activity Centres for Perth and Peel; State
Planning Policy No. 7.2 — Precinct Design Guidelines and Precinct Plan Manner and Form; and the
Planning and Development (Local Planning Scheres) Regulations 2015.

The document includes:

e Part One: Implementation
e Part Two: Explanatory Report
e Appendices

The LPSP proposes to maintain the character of Oxford Street by maintaining a height limit of two
storeys in this area and requiring traditional