SUBMISSION 1

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Abbott, Warwick <Warwick.Abbott@cba.com.au>
Monday, 24 June 2019 7:59 AM
Planning Strategy
Nicole.X.Abbott@nab.com.au
Rezoning of land lot 5-7 Well Street Brighton - Objection (Resident)

Dear Sir / Madam,
City Planning & Amenity - Urban Strategy
File No: PSF/19/954 – Doc No: DOC/19/31331
Rezoning land located at 5-7 Well Street Brighton
In relation to proposed rezoning of the land located at 5-7 Well Street Brighton from general residential zone to
public use zone to facilitate the development of the land for a proposed car park, I object.
As a resident in the street for many years residing at 6 / 1-3 Well Street Brighton, I do not want to see more traffic
drawn to the street. The amount of residences located in the street has already increased with the numerous high
density developments. Rezoning this land will take away from the amenity of the street and only increase the
amount of traffic further amplifying the noise and disturbances impacting on our quiet enjoyment.
Regards
Warwick

Warwick Abbott
Financial Planner
Commonwealth Financial Planning
Melbourne CBD Area
Flagship Branch
Ground Floor
385 Bourke Street (Cnr Elizabeth St)
Melbourne 3000
Mobile: 0434 238 558
Email: warwick.abbott@cba.com.au
Our purpose is to improve the financial wellbeing of our customers and communities.

************** IMPORTANT MESSAGE *****************************
This e-mail message is intended only for the addressee(s) and contains information which may be
confidential.
If you are not the intended recipient please advise the sender by return email, do not use or
disclose the contents, and delete the message and any attachments from your system. Unless
specifically indicated, this email does not constitute formal advice or commitment by the sender
or the Commonwealth Bank of Australia (ABN 48 123 123 124 AFSL and Australian credit licence
234945)
or its subsidiaries.
We can be contacted through our web site: commbank.com.au.
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If you no longer wish to receive commercial electronic messages from us, please reply to this
e-mail by typing Unsubscribe in the subject line.
**************************************************************
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SUBMISSION 2

SUBMISSION 3
C165 Proposed Rezoning of land 5/7 Well St Brighton
Resident response to Council redevelopment plans
In SUPPORT of Amendment C165 Proposed Rezoning of land 5/7 Well St Brighton
1. Frequented (supermarket) retailers should be responsible for onsite car parking.
2. Residents of Well Street cannot park in front of their own properties due to shoppers – mainly
from Coles supermarkets – taking up onstreet car parking, particularly between Carpenter and St
Andrews Streets. This is evidenced daily by the shopping trolleys left outside properties in Well
Street and which are not returned by shoppers to the supermarket.
3. The public park in Well Street to access Church Street located retailers during business hours.
4. The public park in Well Street to access Dendy theatre complex – day and evening.
5. The public park in Well Street to access local restaurants – day and evening.
6. Traffic in Well Street has increased markedly due to:
6.1 Daily attendance of Woolworths semi-trailer delivery trucks drive up and down Well Street.
Woolworths semi-trailers particularly has a high turnover of produce which requires
frequent arrival of large trucks.
6.2 Public transport buses drive down Well Street several times a day.
6.3 The public uses Well Street to access rear car parking to Coles (Woolworths) supermarket.
6.4 Cyclists also use busy Well Street.
7. Furthermore, Well Street speed limit of 50 kph in 2018 is too high and a safety issue. It should be
lowered to 40 kph due to the variety of vehicles accessing Well Street. Bay and Martin Streets
with less congestion has a 40 kph limit. Why not Church and Well Streets? A lower speed limit in
Well/Church Streets may deter speedsters in luxury cars speeding down Well Street during
quieter times at night.
8. Residents with sedan cars (not 4WD vehicles) exiting apartments in Well Street between
Andrews and Carpenter Streets experience limited vision of oncoming traffic (cars, buses and
Woolworth delivery trucks) from the right. This is due to high vehicles frequently parked
adjacent to driveways. Removing more cars from onstreet parking into the proposed allotments
of 5 and 7 Well Street will free up onstreet spaces. This is a traffic issue.
9. Multi-level parking will facilitate current and future shopping practices which will only increase.
Any increase to parking areas would be very much appreciated for a better quiet amenity for
residents of Well Street Brighton.

SUBMISSION 4

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Phillip <phellis@bigpond.com>
Thursday, 6 June 2019 4:07 PM
Planning Strategy
Submission re "Amendment C165"

Dear Bayside City Council,
We wish to make a submission to the Bayside City Council with regard to Amendment C165 to the Bayside Planning
Scheme.
We are both in favour of the amendment going ahead for the following reasons.
1. We live at number 1/1-3 Well Street Brighton and our entrance is in St Andrews Street.
2. Parking in the streets along St Andrews Street, Well Street, New Street and Park Street is always difficult to
find particularly for visitors to our home.
3. Church Street is a vibrant and successful shopping strip and parking for visitors who wish to shop and enjoy
the restaurants is always difficult.
4. There is clearly insufficient parking to meet the needs of the local community and the many visitors to
Bayside.
5. With the close proximity to the Middle Brighton Railway Station car parking is even more important in these
days of greater community usage of public transport. Two-hour parking allows community members to take
the train to the city, spend an hour attending to their business and returning to Middle Brighton without the
need to take their car into the city.
6. The location referred to at 5&7 Well Street, Brighton is well located and is currently not been used for any
other purpose. It is already next door to a public parking area and could easily be incorporated into that
existing space.
7. In our opinion, there is always a need to increase parking around central “hubs” such as Church Street shops
and Middle Brighton Railway Station.
8. We can not see any downside to the Amendment C165 been accepted and the car park being installed and
we see only benefits to the overall community prosperity.
We look forward to seeing the success of this amendment in due course. Should you require any further comment
please feel free to contact us.
Yours faithfully,
Phillip and Jane Ellis
1/1-3 Well Street
Brighton
Telephone Number 9592 8632
Email: phellis@bigpond.com
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SUBMISSION 5

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

bbridine@bigpond.net.au
Tuesday, 4 June 2019 10:52 AM
Planning Strategy
Bayside planning scheme amendment C165

Hi Bayside Planning – I live at 14 Well St Brighton and wish you all speed to your Amendment C165 and carpark
expansion.
Regards
Brian Hatswell
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SUBMISSION 6

SUBMISSION 7

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

John Kardis <john.kardis@buyitright.com.au>
Sunday, 7 July 2019 6:09 PM
Planning Strategy
Submission in response to Amendment C165

Hi Rachael,
I have been a resident and owner of 14A Well Street since 2000 and 14B since 2009. We have enjoyed residing in
Well Street and have taken the transformation of the streetscape in our stride. The proximity of the Well Street to
the local commercial traders and public transport has made the area more sought after in recent times.
I have had a chance to look over the proposal from the council on changing the zoning of number 5 and 7 Well
Street to public use zone. Should this land be rezoned to PUZ6 as a resident of the street this will remove our ability
from having any input into its development or use.
The proposed rezoning and ultimate use of the properties as car parking goes against state and local policy of
decreased reliance on cars and better use of public transport. The creation of a larger parking facility will only
encourage more car visits into Well Street along with the associated congestion.
I along with the other nearby residents will have to endure both the visual and audial impacts that a larger carpark
would attract, which will detract from the current amenity that we enjoy.
Your Sincerely

John Kardis
To help protect y ou r priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
cid:image002.png@01D4BE31.5A F99CD0

Always make the right choice
P.O. Box 5079, Hallam 3803
Building 2/6 Wedgewood Road, Hallam, Victoria, Australia, 3803
Telephone: 61 3 9703 9500 | Direct Line: 61 3 9703 9505 | Mobile: 61 409 440 786 |
Email: john.kardis@buyitright.com.au
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SUBMISSION 8

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Denise Kinnon <kinnons@optusnet.com.au>
Sunday, 7 July 2019 6:26 PM
Planning Strategy
'Amendment C165'

Dear Rachel,
Re: Amendment C 165
I strongly object to councils proposal to re zone land known as 5 & 7 Well Street
Brighton
from general residential zone to public use zone, schedule 6.
I understand a public car park can be accommodated within the existing zoning.
Therefore I don’t see the need for rezoning.
A public use zone however provides a potential threat to the future use of the
land in
Well Street, Brighton, resulting in a possible reduction in the character of this as
a residential
Street.
Yours sincerely,
Denise Kinnon
2/11 Well Street
Brighton
MOB: 0402 838 647
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SUBMISSION 9

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ken Grenda <ken@grenda.com.au>
Monday, 8 July 2019 12:27 PM
Planning Strategy
Amendment C165 - Submission

Bayside City Council
planningstrategy@bayside.vic.gov.au
Dear Sirs,
Re : Amendment C165
Proposed re-zoning of land at 5 and 7 Well Street, Brighton.
As owner of apartment 12/11-13 Well Street, Brighton, I wish to oppose the proposed rezoning of
residential land at 5 and 7 Well Street Brighton.
I purchased 12/11-13 Well Street, Brighton, in May 2015 based on the attractive residential streetscape
combined with the close proximity to Church Street.
By rezoning residential land at 5 and 7 Well Street to create a car park detracts from what ought to remain
residential street appeal and will undoubtedly add to traffic congestion on Well Street.
My contact details are as follows :
Mr Ken Grenda AM
10 Dendy Street, Brighton. 3186
Ph. 9592 1862
Email. ken@grenda.com.au
Yours sincerely,
Ken Grenda AM
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SUBMISSION 10

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Elizabeth Neal <libbyn40@gmail.com>
Sunday, 7 July 2019 1:00 PM
Rachael Hudson
5 and 7 Well Street.

Dear Rachel,
I have read the proposed amendment C165 in relation to 5 & 7 well St and do not agree with this rezoning.
I understand council is able to develop the site into extra car spaces under the current zoning .
As a resident in Well St, I want the residential nature of this street to be maintained .
Yours sincerely,
Elizabeth Neal.
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SUBMISSION 11

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Elizabeth Neal <libbyn40@gmail.com>
Sunday, 7 July 2019 1:22 PM
Rachael Hudson
5& 7 Well Street.

Dear Rachael,
Re Amendment C 165,
I strongly object to councils proposal to re zone land known as 5 & 7 Well St, from general residential zone to a
public use zone , schedule 6.
I understand a public car park can be accommodated within the existing zoning.
A public use zone however provides a potential threat to the future use of land in Well St. resulting in a possible
reduction in the character of this as a residential street.
Yours sincerely,
Trevor Neal.
1/ 11 Well Street,
Brighton.
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SUBMISSION 12

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Annabel Kay <annabelkay@me.com>
Sunday, 7 July 2019 6:02 PM
Rachael Hudson
Land at 5-7 Well Street Brighton

Dear Rachael
Re Amendment C 165
We strongly object to councils proposal to rezone land known as 5 and 7 Well Street from general residential zone
to a public use zone, schedule 6. This could result in a possible reduction in the character of this residential street
thus lowering the values of the properties.
Yours faithfully
Annabel and Kent Kay
5/11 Well Street , Brighton
Sent from my iPad
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SUBMISSION 13

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Howard Grant <hrgrant16@gmail.com>
Sunday, 7 July 2019 9:21 PM
Rachael Hudson
Cam Grant; Elizabeth Neal
Re Amendment C165

Dear Ms. Hudson
My wife and I strongly object to the councils proposed re zoning of land known as 5 and 7 Well Street Brighton from
general residential to a public use zone, schedule 6.
We understand a public car park can be accommodated within the existing zoning.
A public use zone provides a potential threat to the future use of the land in Well Street resulting in a possible
reduction in the character of this as a residential street.
Yours faithfully
Howard and Margaret Grant
Model phone 041 607 8442
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SUBMISSION 14

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Julian Kardis <julian.kardis@gmail.com>
Sunday, 7 July 2019 11:36 PM
Planning Strategy; Rachael Hudson
5-7 Well St zoning

Hi Rachael,
I have been a resident of Well Street since 2000 and have recently purchased 6 Well Street Brighton. I have
enjoyed growing up in Well Street and its convenience for where I went to school. The street has
transformed a great deal since my younger days which is possibly due to more people wanting to reside
closer to amenities whether they be for shopping, entertainment or public transport.
I have had a chance to look over the proposal from the council on changing the zoning of number 5 and 7
Well Street to public use zone. Should this land be rezoned to PUZ6 as a resident and new homeowner of
the street this will remove my ability from having any input into its development or use.
The proposed rezoning and ultimate use of both the properties as car parking is of great concern as I will
be living across the road from a potentially larger car park and the issues this may bring. The rezoning goes
against state and local policy of decreased reliance on cars and better use of public transport. The creation
of a larger parking facility will only encourage more car visits into Well Street along with the associated
congestion.
By being directly across the road of a potentially larger car park will negatively impact me as I will have to
endure both the visual and audial impacts that a larger carpark would attract. I enjoy the current amenity
that the neighborhood has and like to be involved with the changes in my street.
Your Sincerely
Julian Kardis
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SUBMISSION 15

o

SUBMISSION 16

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sam Ikonomou <sam.ikonomou@hotmail.com>
Monday, 1 July 2019 3:08 PM
planningstrategy@bayside.gov.au
Amendment C165

I'd wish to formerly register my concern(s) regarding the aforementioned proposal.
I'd like the land to remain as a General Residential Zone, ( Schedule 2.)
I have lived in Brighton for 5 years and there already seems to be a disturbing trend towards
overpopulation and unrestrained growth, with virtually no detectable attempt at applying and enforcing
regulation, ( or punishment for breaches of regulations, laws and by-laws.)
This is a terrible proposal and does not bode well for the future of this, ( or any other,) suburb, which has
traditionally been described as a quiet, family/owner/resident friendly place to live.
There is no evidence whatsoever, to suggest that building a carpark will, " ease traffic and congestion." If
anything, the opposite is more accurate. It would only serve to encourage more people to the area,
increasing traffic and congestion, leading to overpopulation and unrestrained growth.
A contrary position, to the proposal is required here i.e. We should be discouraging
Thank You.
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SUBMISSION 17

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

miralem basic <m-basic@hotmail.com>
Tuesday, 25 June 2019 4:54 AM
Planning Strategy
Amendment C165

My name is Miralem Basic unit 2/1well st Brighton I like to object for proposed Carpark and rezoning at 7
well st Brighton for following reasons:
The rezoning of the at 7 well st Brighton is contrary to state and local policy which seek to promote
behaviour shifts away from car use and encourage sustainable transport options.
The proposal is detrimental to the amenity of our residential street as it will increase traffic congestion
safety to residents pollution and noise in our street and provide no benefit to parking considering only 25 car
parking is proposed and ongoing car parking dispensations Bayside City Council is permitting for the
commercial area in Church street
Bayside open space strategy has flagged the shortfall in open space around Church street and with the
increase of residential living young families moving in the area it is my opinion and the opinion of other rate
payers in the area that number 7well st Brighton is better utilised for the social benefit of the community in
the form of a public open space with children playground
I wish to make you aware of a petition signed by the 325 rate payers in Bayside in relation to the 7 well st
Brighton
I find it rather harsh for council to proceed with a rezoning application without consulting with residents
(rate payers) in the street in relation to 7well Brighton
Regards
M. Basic
2/1well st Brighton

1

SUBMISSION 18

SUBMISSION 19

SUBMISSION 20

Rachael Hudson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rachael Hudson
Wednesday, 21 August 2019 8:45 AM
Rachael Hudson
RE: Amendment C165

From: Geraldine Bagwell [mailto:geraldine42@outlook.com]
Sent: Thursday, 11 July 2019 10:49 AM
To: Planning Strategy <planningstrategy@bayside.vic.gov.au>
Subject: Amendment C165
Bayside Council,
I trust this submission will be accepted despite missing the closing date. (The print in the notice is so small it’s not
easy to read).
I am concerned at the proposal for yet more car-parking, this time in Well st., Brighton.
Living in Hampton, I do not use Church st as my regular shopping strip; I do visit to meet friends for lunch or to catch
a movie, etc.
I do not drive to Church st as I have little interest in trying to find a car park, and add to congestion, the worry of a
parking fine etc. I cycle to Church st, or to my local train station to travel by train. I do the same for Bay st Nth
Brighton. If this is not possible due to severe weather – I don’t go at all!
Building yet another car park will not solve parking problems, congestion etc but it will certainly increase them, as
even more people drive to Church st, instead of using an alternative transport method.
Council has recently formulated various strategies to reduce car use – the walking/PT document; the cycling
infrastructure document. Why then are you proposing a further car park ?
I am well aware of the concerns/comments by traders that massive car parks need to be provided for them to
maintain customer access. There are many centres/businesses that have found increased customers/foot traffic
by reducing car traffic and facilitating walking/cycling etc.
Cycling on Bayside streets is already difficult enough, bike lanes are blocked for years due to
developers/construction operations; the inconsistency in design of infrastructure making it confusing for all road
users; the belief by many motorists that bike lanes are provided for their use.
Bicycle parking is another issue – with parking rails used by dog owners. As I write this the media is reporting yet
another death by a dog attack, as well as a serious injury. Why then are cyclists not provided for in the same way as
motorists.
I’m quite sure that if I used a car park space to erect my tent, sit and read a book etc – I would be fined for
inappropriate use of it !
Why then are cyclists consistently refused safe access to the parking rails we have paid for in our rates ?
Due to a huge increase in residential development, we now have a huge number of cars all trying to fit into the same
amount of road space. It is obvious that increased congestion will occur ! It will never be possible to provide for
such a huge increase in car traffic. Instead alternative transport options need to be FRONT/CENTRE/EVERYWHERE
in all council planning.
Cycling in Bayside is becoming more difficult and dangerous as car traffic continues to increase. Another car park
on the edge of Church st shopping centre will make my journey there even more difficult than it is now !
The continuing increase in vehicle pollution is another concern, due to encouraging even more car use.
Regards,
1

Geraldine Bagwell
18 Wales st.
Hampton
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