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PC2201-1 EDMUND STREET, NO. 151 (LOT 2) BEACONSFIELD - ADDITIONS 
(TWO STOREY) TO EXISTING SINGLE HOUSE (TG DA0310/21) 

 
Additional Information 1 – Site Photos 
 

 
Photo 1: Subject site as viewed from Edmund Street 
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Photo 2: Adjoining property at 153 Edmund Street 
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Photo 3: Adjoining property at 149 Edmund Street. 
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Photo 4: View towards rear south west corner of site 
 

 
Photo 5: view toward rear (western) boundary 
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Photo 6: View towards north west boundary 
 

 
Photo 7: View towards northern boundary 
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Photo 8: adjoining development on site to north 
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Photo 9: neighbouring property to the south & balcony 
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Additional Information 2 – Heritage assessment 
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PC2201-2 EDMUND STREET, NO. 94 (LOT 101) TWO, TWO STOREY GROUPED 
DWELLINGS (TG 0357/21 & DA0358/21) 

 
Additional Information 1 – Site Photos 
 

 
Photo 1: Subject site as viewed from Edmund Street 
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Photo 2: Subject site and portion of adjoining place of worship site 
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Photo 3: Subject site as viewed from Edmund Street 
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PC2201-3 STIRLING HIGHWAY, NO. 72 (LOT 3), NORTH FREMANTLE – 
VARIATION TO PREVIOUS APPROVAL DA0459/16 (THREE-STOREY 
MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT (2X OFFICE AND 4 X MULTIPLE 
DWELLING)) - (ED VA0035/21)  

 
Additional Information 1 – Site Photos 
 
View of the front of the existing dwelling, view east from Stirling Highway 

 

 

View of the rear of the existing dwelling, view west from rear of site 
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Photographs of underneath the existing dwelling: 
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Photographs of the interior of the existing dwelling: 
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Additional Information 2 - Original Development Application (DA0459/16) Decision 
Notice and Stamped Plans – Granted 12 December 2016
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PC2201-4 STIRLING HIGHWAY, NO. 110 (LOT 2) AND LESLIE ROAD, NO. 5 
(LOT 3) NORTH FREMANTLE - TWO STOREY MIXED USED 
DEVELOPMENT (THREE MULTIPLE DWELLINGS AND A SHOP) 
(JCL DA0265/21)  

 
Additional Information 1 – Site Photos 
 

 
Photo 1: Subject site as viewed from corner of Stirling Highway and Leslie Road looking east 

 

 
Photo 2: Eastern portion of site viewed from Leslie Road looking south 
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Photo 3: Western portion of site viewed from Leslie Road looking towards Stirling Highway. 

 

 
Photo 4: View of No. 108 Stirling Highway (southern neighbour) viewed from rear of site looking south-
west 
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Photo 5: View of western boundary walls of No. 7 Leslie Road looking east 
 

 
Photo 6: View of heritage limestone fence to be retained (looking west) 
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Photo 7: View of northern wall of No. 107 Stirling Highway looking south (note: portion of limestone fence 
to be removed is located in the foreground). 
 

 
Photo 8: View of Dingo Flour Mill (note several buildings with a relatively significant building height) with 
No. 108 Stirling Highway located in the right side of the frame.  
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Additional Information 2 – Schedule of submissions 
 

Schedule of submissions 

110 Stirling Highway, North Fremantle  

Submitter 1 - Submission 1:  

Relevant content on submission Planning 
Comment 

Overshadowing – There does not seem to be any information detailing 
‘overshadowing’ the on the plans provided and on the face of it we believe there 
to be an issue with ‘overshadowing’ onto our property.  

Further detail 
provided 
relating to 
overshadowin
g, including at 
different 
stages of the 
day, and how 
it impacts the 
southern 
neighbours 
primary 
outdoor living 
area.  

Heritage Wall – There is no reference to ‘Heritage’ in relation to the Limestone 
Wall that is being removed on the South side of the Leslie Street property – is 
this wall not Heritage listed?  

See body of 
report and 
internal 
Heritage 
advice for 
further 
comment 
relating to the 
existing 
limestone 
fence. 

Bins/waste management – We would object to the location of the residential 
bank of bins which are proposed to be lined up against our boundary and right 
under our back patio an area which is utilise to eat and the entry to our home – 
as this would render this area unusable if the stench of the bins is there – we 
would ask that the bins should be relocated or contained in a solid concrete 
locked up space so that the smell and the vermin etc are not permeating into our 
space (there is already an issue with vermin in this area due to the flour mill).  

See 
appropriate 
assessment 
included in 
RCodes 
Volume 2 
assessment 
for comments 
relating to 
waste 
management.  

Parking – we would comment that currently the empty blocks are rented for a 
fee to the Flour Mill for parking – we would suggest that making any parking 
allowances and reducing the required amount of bays would not be in the best 
interests of neighbouring properties as there is not enough street parking as is, 
and once the flour mill are unable to utilise that space it will be far worse for 
residents and for other commercial properties that do already provide parking for 
their own clients.  

See body of 
report for 
detailed 
discussion 
relating to 
parking and 
traffic impacts 
of proposed 
development. 
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Overlooking windows – there is no proper detail on the plans that I can see that 
shows that there is screening or privacy blockers on all of the windows both 
facing South and West that look straight into our property – including one of our 
windows that is a bathroom/toilet window.  We would ask that details around 
screening or privacy blockers are provided for all windows that are intended to 
overlook our property.  

It is noted that 
visual privacy 
is compliant. 
See 
appropriate 
assessment 
included in 
RCodes 
Volume 2 
assessment 
for comments 
relating to 
visual privacy. 

Staircases on South side of property I cannot see details around screening off 
these staircases and we intend to increase the size of our apartment soon so 
would like to know what is in place to ensure that privacy is maintained around 
this also.  

It is noted that 
the proposed 
staircase is 
separated 
from the 
southern 
neighbouring 
property by a 
proposed 
boundary 
wall. 
 

Submitter 1 - Submission 2: 

Relevant content on submission Planning 
Comment 

Overshadowing – There is no information detailing ‘overshadowing’ on the plans 
provided. We note there is a substantial issue with ‘overshadowing’ onto our 
property we are the neighbouring property to the South. We would ask that all 
rules around ‘overshadowing’ are adhered to and request the details that 
demonstrate this.  

Further detail 
provided 
relating to 
overshadowin
g, including at 
different 
stages of the 
day, and how 
it impacts the 
southern 
neighbours 
primary 
outdoor living 
area. 

Heritage Wall – There is no reference to ‘Heritage’ in relation to the ‘Limestone 
Wall’ that is being proposed to be removed on the South side of the Leslie Street 
property.   

See body of 
report and 
internal 
Heritage 
advice for 
further 
comment 
relating to the 
existing 
limestone 
fence. 

Bins/waste management – we note that the location of the ‘residential bank of See 
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waste bins’ is very close to our boundary and in an open space located right 
under our back patio which we regularly use to sit outside and have meals on, it 
is also the main entry point into our home. We would ask that the bins are 
relocated to a more suitable area as being placed in in this location, would 
render this area of our property unusable with the smell of the bins and the 
vermin and pests that they attract permeating into our space. There is already 
an issue with vermin and pests in this area in general due to the flour mill.  

appropriate 
assessment 
included in 
RCodes 
Volume 2 
assessment 
for comments 
relating to 
waste 
management. 

Parking – currently the empty blocks 110 & 5 Leslie St are rented to the Flour 
Mill for parking – we do feel that reducing the required amount of parking bays 
required for this development would not be in the best interests of neighbouring 
properties as there is not enough street parking currently.  When the flour mill is 
no longer able utilise the existing parking space that they rent, it will create 
parking issues for existing residents and for commercial properties. The 
proposal for so many apartments to be sitting on such a small lot with consulting 
spaces and a retail store will present parking issues for all visitors, residents, 
employees and so on. We have attached a photo taken on a quiet day in the 
street taken on 21.7.21 – the overflow of parking on the vacant land along with 
vehicles being parked on another grass verge area to the South of our property 
demonstrates some of the parking issues that we are already presented with in 
this area.  

See body of 
report for 
detailed 
discussion 
relating to 
parking and 
traffic impacts 
of proposed 
development. 

Overlooking windows – there is little detail on the plans that shows that there is 
screening or privacy blockers on the windows both facing South and West that 
look straight into our property – including one of our windows that is a 
bathroom/toilet window.  We would ask that details around screening or privacy 
blockers are provided for all windows that overlook our property. The 
window/glass that is shown on the plans facing West looks directly into our main 
living space and whilst it may be a ‘hallway’ this shows as being a large glass 
area and it would be an invasion of our privacy for anyone standing there 
looking into our main living area.  

It is noted that 
visual privacy 
is compliant. 
See 
appropriate 
assessment 
included in 
RCodes 
Volume 2 
assessment 
for comments 
relating to 
visual privacy. 

Air-conditioners – We would like detail around the placing of the air-conditioning 
units on the South side of the property and would like to ensure that these are 
placed within guidelines in relation to the noise that they make as when we 
extend our apartment we do not want the noise of the air-cons to become an 
issue for us.  

Appropriate 
condition to 
be added to 
ensure that 
any noise 
emanating 
from air 
conditioners 
and the like 
are mitigated 
appropriately.  

We make comment that North Fremantle is a lovely rather unique ‘quirky suburb’ 
with a mix of interesting buildings and we question the overall design of this 
proposal as being rather unbecoming to the area as it appears to be designed 
around cramming as much into the blocks as possible rather than taking into 
account the ambience of the suburb and interesting designs of the other 
properties in the area we also ask – does North Fremantle need 3 x 85 sqm 
apartments that have no outdoor living space and zero common outdoor green 

The City 
notes these 
comments. 
Please see 
body of the 
report and 
attached 
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living space.   RCodes 
Volume 2 
assessment 
for further 
discussion 
relating to 
apartment 
mix, design, 
and impact on 
the locality.  

If the City of Fremantle perhaps rezoned this strip and increased the density on 
this busy arterial road (which is bound to happen at some time over the next few 
years) developers could plan better and maximise the space by building up and 
provide nicer sized apartments that are more conducive to attracting a range of 
options for families or downsizers whilst also providing some communal outdoor 
green areas and enough parking - it seems long overdue that this strip be 
rezoned – we have massive apartment blocks going up on the pristine beach 
areas across the road and impacting on our coastline but on the highway where 
the buses, trucks, trains, rush hour traffic and sirens are whizzing by we have 
zoning that does not permit anyone to build up like they can across the road on 
the beach, and to escape the noise and to provide some nice options for more 
people to live in and it is the most sensible part of the suburb to be permitting 
the high density as it is on the main road, so close to the train station and bus 
stops, but this has been granted only in the ‘beach front’ area. 

The City 
notes these 
comments. 
They are not 
considered 
relevant to the 
scope of the 
current 
application. 

Submitter 1 – submission 3 

Relevant content on submission Planning 
Comment 

There is a heritage listed wall running along the Southern side of the 5 Leslie 
Road site that on the plans that have been submitted is not shown as ‘heritage 
listed’ but rather just a’ wall’ and the applicant details that they will demolish this 
heritage listed wall.  There is mention on the same plan of a second heritage 
listed wall which runs near the Western boundary of 5 Leslie Road and this is 
shown on their plan as ‘heritage listed’ and is to be retained.  I just want to make 
sure that everyone concerned is aware that both of these walls are ‘heritage 
listed ‘ as the plans seem to have conveniently left out the wording ‘heritage 
listed’ on the major heritage wall that they want to demolish. 

See body of 
report and 
internal 
Heritage 
advice for 
further 
comment 
relating to the 
existing 
limestone 
fence. 

There are already parking issues in the area around the existing businesses and 
currently the owners of 5 Leslie St/110 Stirling Highway rent their land to the 
Flour Mill for parking. On most working days the land is full of parked 
vehicles.  There are also vehicles that park on the empty land in front of 106 
Stirling Highway along with vehicles that are left on my property in the car park 
at 108 Stirling Highway (even when not utilising the business there).  I believe 
that the 3 new proposed apartments, the consulting rooms and the pharmacy 
clients will increase the need for more parking and that reducing the amount of 
parking required to be provided on their own site will only add further parking 
issues for all of the residents and businesses in this pocket. 

See body of 
report for 
detailed 
discussion 
relating to 
parking and 
traffic impacts 
of proposed 
development.  

Overshadowing – the current plans show excessive overshadowing onto my 
property and I object strongly to this as we use the existing outdoor areas for 
entertaining, plants and there is a window on the Northern side that provides 
much of the light that comes into the existing property. I am submitting plans 
within the next few days (the planning department have already had a look at 
these on a preliminary basis)  and the overshadowing will significantly impact 

See body of 
report and 
attached 
RCodes 
Volume 2 
assessment 
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outdoor areas, solar panels and much more. for detailed 
discussion 
relating to 
solar access 
and 
overshadowin
g impacts 
posed by the 
proposal onto 
neighbouring 
properties.  

Submitter 2 – submission 1 

Relevant content on submission Planning 
Comment 

Building Height The wall plate height is higher than our existing property. When 
our house was developed the roof height was required to be dropped to be 
within council guidelines. It would appear that the proposed application is higher 
than the neighbouring dwellings. 

See body of 
report and 
attached 
RCodes 
Volume 2 
assessment 
for detailed 
discussion 
relating to 
building 
height. 

Scale and Bulk of the proposal : there is density greater than existing 
neighbouring properties.  Is the plot ratio in keeping with the design codes? 

See body of 
report and 
attached 
RCodes 
Volume 2 
assessment 
for detailed 
discussion 
relating to 
bulk, scale, 
and plot ratio. 

Air-conditioners located on the eastern side of the proposal: we request that 
these be placed at the rear of the development away from our courtyard 
amenity. 

Appropriate 
condition to 
be added to 
ensure that 
any noise 
emanating 
from air 
conditioners 
and the like 
are mitigated 
appropriately. 

The height and bulk of the eastern wall of the proposal is our greatest 
concern and we request that this be lowered and comply with the setback 
requirements to reduce the overwhelming bulk of this wall, which will impact on 
our main outside courtyard amentiy of our property.  
 
 
 

See body of 
report and 
attached 
RCodes 
Volume 2 
assessment 
for detailed 
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discussion 
relating to the 
impact of the 
proposed 
eastern 
boundary 
wall.  

Submitter 3 – submission 1 

Relevant content on submission Planning 
Comment 

 

 

It is 
considered 
that the Road 
Traffic Noise 
Assessment 
prepared by 
‘Acoustics 
Consultants 
Australia’ 
satisfactorily 
outlines 
appropriate 
methodologie
s to manage 
the impacts of 
noise onto the 
proposed 
Multiple 
dwellings.  
 
Moreover, it is 
noted that per 
the MRWA 
advice 
attached, in 
addition to the 
City’s 
assessment, 
appropriate 
conditions will 
be imposed 
on the 
approval 
relating to 
noise.   
 
Please refer 
to the relevant 
assessment 
included in 
the attached 
RCodes 
Volume 2 
assessment 
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for further 
discussion. 
 
 

 

See body of 
report for 
detailed 
discussion 
relating to 
parking and 
traffic impacts 
of proposed 
development. 
 
Given the 
scale of the 
development, 
it is 
considered 
unnecessary 
to require the 
provision of a 
Traffic Impact 
Statement in 
this instance.  

 

See body of 
report for 
detailed 
discussion 
relating to 
parking and 
traffic impacts 
of proposed 
development. 
 

 

Appropriate 
conditions will 
be 
recommended 
in line with the 
City’s 
assessment 
and MRWA 
advice to 
advise future 
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owners/occup
ants of the 
proximity of 
the site to 
noise/dust 
generating 
activities.   
 
It is further 
noted that an 
easement 
exists over 
No. 5 Leslie 
Street relating 
to it, and other 
properties 
along Leslie 
Street, 
acknowledgin
g and 
accepting the 
existing noise 
which 
emanates 
from the Flour 
Mill.  
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Additional Information 3 – RCodes Volume 2 assessment
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PC2201-5 BLAMEY PLACE, NO.10 (LOT 8), O’CONNOR – CHANGE OF USE 
FROM WAREHOUSE TO PLACE OF WORSHIP – (CS DA0416/21) 

 
Additional Information 1 –  Site Photos 
 
 

 
Photo 1 – Subject site from northern side 

 

 
Photo 2 – Subject site from corner 
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Photo 3 – Subject site from western side 
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PC2201-6 INSTONE STREET, No. 2A (LOT 1521), HILTON – TWO STOREY 
GROUPED DWELLING (ED DA0377/21)  

 
Additional Information 1 – Site Photos 
 

 
Photo 1: View of Site from Instone Street (rear of left hand property is subject site) 

 
 

 
Photo 2: View of driveway approach to subject site 
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Photo 3: View of site from driveway (facing east) 

 
 

 
Photo 4: View of Site and Neighbouring southern property (4A Instone St.) 
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Photo 5: View from site of southern and northern lot boundaries 

 

 
Photo 6: View of tree to be retained on site as per plans: 
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 Photo 7: View of northern neighbouring property from subject site 
 
 

 
Photo 8: View of eastern neighbouring property from subject site: 

 
  



City of Fremantle 
 

PAGE 80 
 

PC2201-7 BRACKS STREET, NO.90 (LOTS 241 – 260), NORTH FREMANTLE – 
DEMOLITION OF EXISTING BUILDINGS AND STRUCTURES – (CS 
DA0440/21) 

 
Additional Information 1 –  WAPC Plan No.1.7977 
 

 



City of Fremantle 
 

PAGE 81 
 

PC2201-9 LOCAL PLANNING POLICY 2.24:  WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANS 
FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT – OUTCOMES OF PUBLIC 
CONSULTATION 

Additional Information 1 – Advertised draft of Local Planning Policy
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