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Currently the Cuy af toondaivpg is adverusieg an amendiment 1o the Town Planning Schame. This may have a
major 2ffect on your propery and the surroundingareas

The ared 1 question 13 not being REZONED to residential a¢ the wnnediate arei cumrently is. Tras being
zoned 10 URBAN DEVELOPMENT which may contain LAND USES that are not found in 2 RESWDENTIAL
ZONE in which yeu cumextly hive, These uses are 1o be listed in the STRUCTURE PLAN that is aiso bemg
advertised and indicarc that RESIDENTIAL HOUSING is 10 e on the sire. This may take rhe foom of shortstay
apartments , residential buildings for temporary ot permanent habittion .grouped dwellings and units etc not just
singie housing.

The site is currently coded R-20 but is to be left without a coda under this amendment or structure plan.

The Submissions close soon and should vou wish 1o comment on the amendment a form is attached and
should be returned 1o the City of Jooadzlup by the 3™ March 2004 You may contact Helen Griffiths at the City o:
Joondalup on 94004429 should vou have any queries

Scme areas you may wish to comment on are;

* The structure plan does not support a zoning to URBAN DEVELOPMENT ZONE as
the existing fully developed area is a rasidential zone.

* The structure plan dces not support orx desigmate a coding to R-25 and R-
40. This proposed amendment does not need to be uncoded but recoded to R-
25 and R-40 and 3 RESIDENTIAL ZONE adeopted rot a URBAN DEVELOPMENT ZONE.

* Residents should znot support an UNCODING but a receding to R-25 AND R-40.
A new coding should be appropriate to the existing surrounding land uses.

* An Urban Develcpment Zone is not complimrentary to a8 Residential Zona.

* Contrary to the Amendment Report a structure plan could still be raegquired
by Council in a RESIDENTIAL ZONE under clause 9.1 of the District Planning
Scheme No2 rather tkar an Urban Development Zome. Thus providing certainty
in land use for the existing residents of the Jocality.

¢ The amendment report states this amendment is to roquired to facilitate
residential develcpment and *herefore should be zcned RESIDENTIAL.

* Labelling this site Urkan Develcpment is mct a transparent process as the
intended land uses are not defined or expained in the structure plan.

* lot 124 Cook Avenug is approx 4 hectares and doas not support an URBAN
DEVELOPMENT ZONE as this is not a ~azrge tract of land. Areas such as

Hillary's and Iluka structure plans were 55ha and 47ha and suppeoerted an
rhan develorment zcne.

* There is no explanation of what the associat*ed residential land uses are
with in the ccntext of the amendment nor strucrure plan.

* The site,under the structure plan , m3y not get a recoding buc be larft
unceded. This is unacceptable o existing residents in the localitv is not
prorexr or orxderly planning and provides no cartainty to the existing
residents of the immediste or broader comrmunity,
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PROPCSED STRUCTURE PLAN.

LOT 124 COCK AVENUE , HILTARYS.

Currently the City of Joondalup is adventising a structure plan for the vacant site at lot 124 Cock Ave
Hillarys. Ttus may have a major cffect on your property and the surrounding areas. A struclure plan is 1o facilita
te sub divisjon and development of a specific area.

The Submissicns close soon and should you wish to cormment on the ameadment a form is attached and should i
renumed 1o the City of Jooadalup by the 3" March 2004. You may contact Helen Griffiths at the City of Joonce!
on 94004429 should you have any querias. Documentation can be viewed on the Citys web site or at the Cilys
Whitfords customer dask.

Some areas you may wish to comment on ara;

® The structure plan map (plan i)indicating applicable R-Codes may nct be
barc of tae structure plan cnly the explanatory Ctext. Maaning the site m:
be uncsded and this Is not desirable for the existing residents and does
nNot provide certalnty uvader the Urbai Develcpment Zone. Residential eraa.
are <o specify the density czde as Lari of Che planning framewcrx. Unccd:
can leave a defauvlt of RéG.

¢ The variety of residential heousing land uses ars not specified.
There is no planning definition for “"Housing” ard therefore there is nc
certainty provided to existing residernts in the dorality . under (this
Structure plan. Saort stay medium stay or residential buildings can be
developed and are not contreclled by the relstive R code.

* No contours fcr the finished ground levels are snown. This may be far
nigher than existing ground levels and lead to development peing a minimi.
of 3.5 meter higher than could be exgected. This would have a detrimenta.
effect on the existing residential zone. Finished floor levels indicated
are only indicative.

» Visval bulk and scale wculd then be out of character with the existing
areas. This cannot be amendad during the ccnsultation stagé€ as this STAGE
nas already occurred and this strueture Plan is to become LAW.

4 The development area is within an existing residential area and the
existing Height and Scale policy skould apply Lo maintain the existing
rasidential character and view corridors of the locality.ll meters maximu
height instead of 8.5 meters under the policy is not acceptable. This dce
net include the Tower Elements cn corners elther or raised ground levels.
Community coasultation identified view corriders and amenity as maia
issues and these issues have not been adequately addressed by the
developer. The existing height and scale policy should be retained.

* If all occupiers and visitors parking is provided on site why does the
Structure pian indicate there are 48 csrbays minimum availatble in
Willandra , New Engiand and Ferndene Mews. What are these carbays for?
Some sougat of developmeat that draws more people into the immeciace areas
such &s mixed vse devalopment or for an under supply of internal parking
requirements. All parkirg saoculd be providad on site to prevent 4i sruptic
to the existing aress cemenity. There is no plan that indicates the aumber
of on Ssite bays provided.

s Thers o ng dafinitics of “Sizglas Rasid=sriris] SEagstas Timaa? o O whsik B
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AMENOMENT 20 TC THE DEISTRICT PLANNING SEuavE No2
LOT 124 COOK AVENUE A HIZTAQVYS.
Currently the Cuy of woondzivg is adverusing an amendsnent 1o the Taan Planning Scheme. This may have a

major zftect on your prosery and the surrounding-areas

The area i question 15 not being REZONED 1o residential as 1he minediate arca curently is. Trus beinp
zoned 1o URBAN DEVELOPMENT which may contam L.AND USES that are not found in ¢« RESIDENTIAL
ZONE in which you cumestly hve. These uses are 1o be listea in the STRUCTURE PLAN that is 2ise bemg
advertised and indicatc that RESIDENTIAL HOUSING is to be an the stte. This may take rhe fonn of shortstay
apartments , residential buildings for temporary or permanent habiation .grouped dwellings and units etc not juy
singie housing.

The site is currently coded R-20 but is 1o be left without a code under this amendment or structure plan.

The Submissions close soon and should vou wish 1o comment on the amendment a form is antached and

shou!d be returned 1o the City of Jocadzlup by the 3™ March 2004 You may contact Helen Griffiths ar the City o:
Joondalup on 94C04429 should vou have any queries

Scme 3areas you mmay wish to comment on are;

¢ The structure plan does znot support a zoning to URBAN DEVELOPMENT ZONE as
the existing fully develcoped area is a residertial zone.

* The structure plarn does not support or designate a coding to R-25 and R-
40. This proposed amendment doas not need to be uncoded but recoded to R-
25 and R-40 and a RESIDENTIAL ZONE adeopted rot a URBAN DEVELOFPMENT ZONE.

* Residents should not support an UNCODING but a receding to R~25 AND R-40.
A new coding should ke apprcpriate to the exasting surrounding land tses.

* An Urban Development Zone is not complimentary to 8 Residential Zomna.

¢ Contrary to the Amendment Report a structure Plan could still be reguirsed
by Council in a RESIDENTIAL ZONE under clause 9.1 of the District Planning
Scheme No2 rather thar an Urban Development Zone. Thus Providing certainty
in land use for the existing residents of the locality.

¢ The amendment repcrt states this amendment: is to required to facilitate
residential develcpment and *herefore shouvld be zcned RESIDENTIAL.

* Labelling this site Urban Develcpment is nct a transparent process as the
intended land uses are not defined or expained in the structure plan.

* Lot 124 Cook Avenus i3 approx 4 hectares and does not support an URBAN
DEVELOPMENT ZONE as this is no* a large tract of land. Areas such as
Hillary's and Iluka structure plans were 55ha and 47ha and supperted an
uzrban development zcne.

* There is no explanation cf what the associated residential land uses are
with in the ccntext of tke amendment nor strucrure plan.

* Tke site,under the structure plan , m3y not get a recoding but be laft
unceded. Thnis is unaccaeptable zo existing residents in tke localicr|de not
prorexr or oxderly planning and provides no certainty to the existing
residents of the immedigte or broader comrrunirt: !
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PROPCSED STRUCTURE 2PLAN.

EOT 124 COOK AVENUE , HILLARYS.

Currently the Ciry of Joondalup is advertising a swructure plan for the vacant site at lot 124 Cook Ave

Hillarys. Ttus may have a major cffect on your property and the surrounding areas.A struclure plan is 10 [acilitar
te sub divisjon and development of a specific area.

The Submissions close soon and should you wish to comment on the amendment a form is attached and should i
returned 10 the City of Jooadalup by the 3™ March 2004. You may contact Helen Griffiths at the City of Joondz:
on 54004429 should you have any querizs. Documentation can be viewed on the Citys web site or at the Cilys
Whitfords customer desk.

Some areas you may wish to comment en ara;

The structure plan map (plan 1)indicatirng applicable R-Coces may nct be
bart of the structure plan cnly the explanatory text. Meaning the site m
be uncsded and this is rnot desirable for the existing residents and does
not provide certaiaty uader the Urban Develcpment Zone. Residential aroa.
ére tc speciiy the density code as part of =ha planning framewcrx. Unccd:
can leave a default of R6G.

The variety of residential housing land usas ars not specified.

There is ns planning definition for “Housing” ard therefere there is nc
certainty provided to existing residents in the iocality , under this
structure plan. Short stay medium stay or residential buildings can be
developed and are not contrclled by the relstive R code.

No cortours fcr the finishned Ground levels sre Shown. THLs may be far
higher than existing ground levels and lead to develcpment being a minimi
of 3.5 meter higher tihan coull be exgected. This would have a detrimenta.
effect on the existing residential zone. Finished floor levels indicated
are only lindicative.

Visval bulk and scale wculd then e out of character with the existing
areas. This cannot be amendad during the censuvltation stageE gs this STAGE
nas already occurred and this strueture Qlan is to become ILAW.

The development area is within an existing residential area and the
existing Height aad Scale policy stiould apply Lo maintain the existing
raesidential character and view corridors of the locality.ll meters maximu
height instead of 8.5 meters under the policy is not acceptable. This dce
net include the Iower Elements cn corners either or raised ground levels.
Community consultation identified view corridcrs and amenity as main
issves and these issues have not been adequately addressed by the
developer. The existing height and scale policy should be retained.

If 2ll occupiers and visitors parking is provided on site why doves the
Structure pian indicate there are 48 cerbays minimum availatle in
Willandra . New Engiand and Ferndene Mews. Whar are these carbays for?
Some sougat of cdevelopmaat that draws more people into the immeciate area
such &s mixed vse develcpment or for an under supply of internal parking
requirements. All parkirg should be providad on site to prevent 4i srupFiC
to the existing aresss emenity. There is no plan that indicates the number
of on site bayvs provided.
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IThere is cerfiict betweas pert 1 and tae explanatory text of the SCrieEre

Flan. The structure plan talks
explanatory text and COTTUnIty

abcut medium and low density and tne
consultatiorn only mentions medium density.

Are we getting only a medium dernsity d
is 1t definite that it he R23/3240

There is no commurnai cpen space for th
Calconies yot the explanmateory faxc she

avelcgment (ia R-30 to R-60) > Where

e Multiple Housing precinct orly

s pleaty cf area availakle around

the Indicative floor plans. Publin

open Space has been combined with Che

drairage systex giving &

~onus to the develccer but not inhabitants of the

locality. No benus shou

id be given as comzmunsl open space is waived and

for health and wel? being. Cpen space should not be further reduced.

Public cpen space requirements of 10%
2vailable cash in li=2y shovld

should be providad cr if not
be mandatory for areas nor provided.

Residential subdivisicns may requ

ire a structure plan as a Prerequisita

for devslopment uader ciausa 9.3 of the District Planning Scheme énd an
Urban Develcpment Zcne is nor warranted._The acceptable develvpmant
identified by the ccrmunity through consultaticn was residential dwelliags
ie, For human habitation on i rermsnent Basis.

This is not an infill redevelopment as indicated i
but a vacant land suhdivision. There i5 no district plan that identifies
this area as INFILL aad There has been no discussien with the compmunity on
an infill area for any futvure use other than Dwellings.

A the explanztory text

7

Long term maintensnce of tre public cpen space has not been addressed ard
fuzure costs should por fall upon the City’s ratepayers.

is unsure if the
alteracions toc Cook

davalcper cor the ratepayers will ba funding the
AVenue as the management raport is not included in the

s
b ]
Structure plan. All cocsts should be borne by the developear.
At the beginning of
Metropoiitan -
Striucrure Plan -
Land Code: Rz5/40
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FORM %0 4

REGLLATIONS 16(1) AND 2412) QWY PLANNING
REGUZATIONS - Tows Plaaniag and Developmant Acr 1928

To: Chief Executive Officer
Ciry of Joondalup, PO Box 21, Joondalup WA 6919
Flle ref: 59549

SUBMISSION ON SCHEME AMENDMENT NO 20

L

NAME:

ADDRESS:

Subject of Submission

(State how your interests are affected, whether as a private citizen, on behalf of a
company or other organisation, or as an owner ar occupier of property).

Address of Property Affected by Scheme (if applicable)
(Include lot number and nearest street intersection)

Submission (Give in full your comments and any arguments supporting your comments
— continue on additonal sheets if necessary)

Date: Signature:

Pizase be advised that all susmissions i1 secoms suslic rogerd, however the City Wiii 20l DLDiiSh ¥Our Rams
2nd address if @ wrulen reguast if roceves,
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7 MForward to: Chief Executive Officer, City of Joondalup, PO Box 21, Joondalup WA 6919
R | Emall to: info@joondalup.wa.gov.au
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ADDRESS:
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Subject of Submission: DRAFT COOK AVENUE STRUCTURE PLAN
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(State how your Interests are affected, whether as a private citizen, on behalf of a company
or other organisation, or as an owner or cccupier of property).
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Address of property affected (if diffcrent from above)

Submission (give in full your comments aud any argumenm' supporting your comments —
please continue on additional shests if necessary)

BT
e At o

Date: Signature:
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