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PC2001 - 1 MALCOLM STREET, NO. 25 (LOT 3) - TWO STOREY ADDITION 
AND ALTERATIONS TO EXISTING SINGLE HOUSE - (JCL 
DA0318/19) 

 
Additional Information 1 – Previous Development Plans
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Additional Information 2 - Summary of Submissions 
 

*Including submissions received within advertising period and after the advertising 
period prior to the determination of the application*  

 
*Detailed submissions will be summarised. Brief submissions will be quoted, with 
relevant elements included or summarised for clarity purposes.  

  
Advertising period = 29 August 2019 – 16 September 2019 (a supplementary 
submission was received after the advertising period closed).  
 

Stance Content of submission (summarised) Planner comment 

Oppose - We are likely to be adversely affected by this 
development.  

- Noted. 

 

Oppose - The existing house is already large and imposing, 
the addition will add to this issue; 

- The proposal is out of character with Fremantle; 
- The existing building is consistent with the style of 

Fremantle (post war immigrant architecture) and 
reflects Fremantle’s heritage.  

 

- See officer comment in body of 

the report. 

- Comment regarding 

architectural style is noted; 

however is not a valid planning 

consideration in this instance 

as the subject site is not 

Heritage Listed or in a 

designated Heritage Area.  

Oppose - The proposal will be a brutish and monolithic 
development out of sync with the streetscape; 

- Malcolm street is a truly ‘Fremantle’ Street, with 
diverse housing that shows its history; 

- This development is better suited to North/South 
Coogee; 

- The proposal constitutes overdevelopment of the 
site. 

- Comments regarding the 

appearance of the 

development are noted.  

- Comment regarding the 

character of Malcolm Street is 

noted.  

- See officer comment in body of 

the report for discussion 

regarding overdevelopment. 

Oppose - We purchased our house partly because of the 
unique character of Malcolm Street with its delightful 
and historic streetscape and connection with 
Fremantle Port and associated social history;  

- We were concerned about the previous proposal 
because of its sheer scale and its impact on the 
neighbouring properties, in addition to the outlook 
from surrounding public spaces such as Cantonment 
Hill. 

- Since the last application, No. 23 has been restored. 
Therefore, the current application should 
acknowledge this in its assessment – two heritage 
listed properties of modest and sympathetic 
proportions separated by a large modern dwelling; 

- The height of the proposal will have a negative 
impact on the residents of No. 27 (and onwards) 
through reducing solar access, light and ventilation, 

- Comments’ regarding 

submitter’s context, the 

previous development 

application, and subsequent 

works to other properties is 

noted.  

- It is noted that No. 23 Malcolm 

Street is not individually 

heritage listed.  

- See officer comments in body 

of the report for further 

discussion regarding building 

height, solar access, 
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as well as compromising the visual connection to 
Fremantle Port, which has a direct historic 
connection to No. 27.  

- The setback and height of the proposal does not 
comply with the relevant design principles. This 
willingness to disregard guidelines in a historic street 
near the Fremantle Port sets a dangerous precedent, 
which could be detrimental to the character of 
Fremantle’s historic Streetscapes; 

- An approach of appropriately scaled rooflines would 
allow everyone in the community on that side of the 
street to share in the light, and the views that nature 
provides. 

ventilation, and impact on 

views of significance and the 

streetscape. 

- The comment regarding 

appropriately scaled rooflines 

is noted. 

Oppose - Object to the proposal due to it constituting 
overdevelopment, and the detrimental effects this will 
have on our entire streetscape. 

- See officer comments in body 

of the report for further 

discussion regarding building 

height and impact on the 

streetscape. 

Oppose - The streetscape is unique and part of our street’s 
heritage and appeal and I believe a large modern 
edifice will be completely out of character with the 
other dwellings in the street and will diminish the 
character of the overall streetscape; 

- Allowing such an inappropriate development in my 
street I believe will provide a precedent for similar 
development to occur to other houses in this and 
surrounding streets. 

- Comment regarding 

architectural style is noted; 

however is not a valid planning 

consideration in this instance 

as the subject site is not 

Heritage Listed or in a 

designated Heritage Area. 

- Comment regarding precedent 

setting is noted.  

Oppose - Malcolm Street is a beautiful historic street; 
- 25 Malcolm Street is a remarkable microcosm of the 

migrant experience of Fremantle. It is akin to the 
time-capsule of Samson House; 

- The DA0318/19 contemporary design plans for 25 
Malcolm look to far exceed the existing building 
height, hinder neighbours’ current view to the Port, 
and lose the single remaining ‘nod’ in Malcolm Street 
to Fremantle’s post-War migrant experience. 

- Comments regarding the 

character of Malcolm Street are 

noted. 

-  See officer comments in body 

of the report for further 

discussion regarding building 

height and impact on views of 

significance. 

- Comment regarding 

architectural style is noted; 

however is not a valid planning 

consideration in this instance 

as the subject site is not 

Heritage Listed or in a 

designated Heritage Area. 
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Oppose - This application will completely detract from the 
streetscape we so enjoy and the envy of others who 
have visited the street. This application is not 
keeping with the other properties nor the current 
structure which is a heritage of the wonderful Italian 
culture which built Fremantle into the city with 
traditions that we Fremantle residents still respect 
and honour today. The Council must be aware of the 
wonderful heritage our Italian properties bring to 
streetscapes and how important it is to preserve 
these wonderful properties. 

- Malcolm Street has 24 houses on the Heritage 
Council registry and we refer you to a recent 
consideration by the Heritage Council to consider 
Malcolm St as a heritage precinct. Interestingly in 
their consideration they have listed houses of 
interest and 25 Malcolm St was included. 

- We are also very concerned for our neighbours at 27 
Malcolm St, as the plan does not meet the required 
height levels and will seriously impact their lifestyle 
by shadowing their property and impacting their light. 

- Comment regarding 

architectural style ad is noted; 

however is not a valid planning 

consideration in this instance 

as the subject site is not 

Heritage Listed or in a 

designated Heritage Area. 

- See officer comments in body 

of the report for further 

discussion regarding building 

height, solar access, 

ventilation, and impact on 

views of significance and the 

streetscape. 

 

 
 
 

Oppose 
 
(several 
submissions 
made, including 
two from an 
external 
consultant) 

- Our objections to the proposal are based on its non-
compliance with the R-Codes in respect of the 
impact on our property, especially solar access, 
visual amenity and privacy.  

- The clear lines of sight from 25, 27, 29 and 31 to the 
Port of Fremantle are of historical and heritage 
significance.  

- The Heritage Council’s interest in putting forward 
Malcolm Street as a heritage precinct testifies to the 
unique character of our street. 

- The City of Fremantle’s LPS4 specifically mentions 
factors such as compatibility with local character, 
sympathy to cultural heritage and preserving the 
streetscape (discussed by external consultant 
below). Although the document does not specifically 
mention migrant heritage, it is certainly a part of the 
existing built and natural environment of Fremantle. 
Under the terms of the City’s own documents, then, 
this must be part of your frame of reference, even if 
you disregard the Heritage Register. 

- A recent article mentions that the successful 
preservation of the unique fabric of the city calls for a 
‘historic blend’ that recognises the characteristic 
diversity of the city. 
 

Submission by external consultant included, stating the 
following (edited where appropriate for clarity and to remove 
already stated points):  
 
Key concerns for the proposed development are: 
 

- Building height (and its resultant impacts); 
- The impact of bulk and scale; 
- The appearance of the dwelling on the 

character/cultural heritage of the locality; 
- Loss of views of significance; and,  
- Front fence wall height; 

- Inconsistencies within the 

plans are noted. 

- Refer to the information 

contained in the body of the 

report for discussion regarding 

each discretionary element 

(e.g. building height and lot 

boundary setbacks) posed by 

the proposal.  

- The proposal has amended the 

primary street fencing to 

comply. 

- Comment regarding 

architectural style is noted; 

however is not a valid planning 

consideration in this instance 

as the subject site is not 

Heritage Listed or in a 

designated Heritage Area. 

- Comments regarding the 

character of Malcolm Street are 

noted. 

- It is noted that the body of the 

report addresses a significant 

portion of the relevant 

comments received regarding 

compliance with Cl 67 of the 

Planning and Development 

(Local Planning Schemes) 
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We also have an issue with the detail of the plans, as follows: 

- The plans are contradictory in that one area shows 
that the existing southern-most crossover will be 
removed and made good. In another area it shows it 
to be retained for access to a new garage. Further, in 
one area, the existing northern-most crossover is 
shown to be extended, and in another area, it shows 
it to be retained. We assume from the overall plans 
that the existing southernmost crossover is to be 
retained for access to a new garage. 

 
The Heritage Council has suggested Malcolm Street become 
a Heritage Precinct due to the number of properties on the 
MHI, which includes the clients property. The cultural 
heritage value/impact on local/precinct character should be 
considered by the City. Buildings which are inconsistent with 
local character have the ability to compromise its integrity. 
 
External consultant undertook R-Code assessment, 
identifying the following variations of significance to the 
client: 
 

- Building Height; 
- Side Setbacks; and 
- Front Fence. 

 
Consultant made the following comment on various items:  
 
Building height:  

- Proposal poses adverse amenity impact on 
neighbouring properties as it limits access to natural 
daylight to the client’s main bedroom, which faces 
west, thereby not receiving substantial northern light. 
Therefore, the bedroom gets its solar access from 
the west, which is obscured by the proposal. 
Distinction is made to differentiate between 
overshadowing (which complies) and solar access 
(the concern); 

- The proposal doesn’t maintain current views of 
significance. The client’s mezzanine living room is 
the main living space, offering the main views of the 
property, providing sunlight to the living space and 
lower level dining/kitchen areas.  

 
Side setbacks:  

- Proposal will impact main bedroom by exacerbating 
the impact caused by the existing 0.61m eastern 
boundary setback. Therefore, building bulk is not 
reduced.   

- The proposed front includes a solid section of wall 
that exceeds 1.2m in height. 

 
Fencing: 

- The street is not a primary/district distributor or 
integrated arterial road. Therefore, there is no need 
for a solid wall of the proposed height. 

- For the above reason, no additional privacy or noise 
screening for outdoor living in upper terrace area is 
required.  

Regulations 2015. These 

include building 

height/bulk/scale, amenity, and 

submissions received. It is 

noted that comments relating 

to heritage significance and 

aesthetics are not considered 

pertinent in this instance as the 

site is not individually Heritage 

Listed or in a Heritage Area.  

The proposal is considered to 
meet the objectives of the 
Residential zone as per LPS4 due 
to the following:  

- Whilst it is noted that the 
subject site has a degree 
of perceived cultural 
heritage significance (as 
noted by the Heritage 
Council, which is 
discussed in the body of 
the report), the site is not 
Heritage Listed or in a 
Heritage Area. Therefore, 
the City is unable to 
refuse an application on 
Heritage grounds; and,  

- As per the report, the 
proposals impact on the 
amenity of the locale, in 
addition to its bulk and 
scale, is considered 
acceptable.  
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- The proposed front fence (solid portion above 1.2m) 
is non-compliant with the Design Principles. 

 
The consultant stated that the proposal does not comply with 
the following provisions of Clause 67 of the Planning and 
Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015: 
 

- (K): The proposed development has the potential to 
severely compromise the integrity of this relatively 
intact heritage streetscape. 

- (i): The proposal will adversely impact the cultural 
significance of the area due to its height and it being 
in contrast to the existing development in the street. 

- (m): The proposed development is not compatible/ 
complimentary with its setting due to height, bulk, 
scale, and aesthetic appearance.  

- (n): The character and amenity of the locality will be 
detrimentally affected by the proposed development. 

- (x): As evident in the previous proposal in 2014, the 
community of Malcolm Street will be impacted.  

- (y): The Council must have regard for any 
submissions received. 

 
External consultant recommended the application be refused 
due to the following reasons (in addition to R-Code non-
compliance) because the proposal:  
 

1. Affects the cultural significance of Malcolm Street; 
2. Is incompatible with its setting because due to 

height, bulk, scale, and appearance; 
3. Reduces the amenity and impacts the character of 

the locality; 
4. The application has a broader impact on the 

community, as it removes a good example of post-
war architecture which should be retained and 
valued as being part of Fremantle’s history; and 

5. A number of objections to the proposal have been 
received since the original application in 2014, which 
remains unchanged.  
 

Submitter provided additional comments relating to the aims 
of the scheme and the objectives of the Residential zone, 
below: 
 
The following aim of LPS4 is relevant:  
 
“ensure all development complements and contributes to the 
community’s desired identity and character for Fremantle,” 
 
The following comment was provided:  

- The community’s desired identity and character for 
Malcolm Street is to protect the cultural heritage 
significance, which the proposal is likely to detract 
from. Therefore, the application should be refused on 
this basis (further to other areas of non-compliance). 

 
The following comments regarding the aims of the 
Residential Zone were provided, stating the proposal:  
 

- (i): Does not protect local character (identified as 
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having a strong heritage presence). 
- (ii): Does not safeguard/enhance the amenity of the 

area and is not sympathetic with the character of the 
area. 

- (iii): Proposes bulk and scale that is not compatible 
with adjoining sites. 

- (iv): Doesn’t recognise the importance of the existing 
traditional streetscape heritage elements. 

- (v): Doesn’t conserve/enhance the Malcolm Street 
place of heritage significance. 

- (vi): Does not safeguard/enhance the amenity of the 
area due to its appearance being incompatible with 
the heritage character of the locality.  

 
The proposal doesn’t comply with the LPS4 objectives 
for the Residential zone, and should be refused on this 
basis (in addition to the other areas of non-compliance). 

 
Subsequent to the above, additional correspondence 
providing supplementary information was provided by the 
submitter to the City. These included news/blog articles, and 
a copy of LPS4.  

Object - Malcolm Street is a unique place to live and an 
intrinsic part of Fremantle history. Clearly, this 
heritage streetscape should be preserved. The 
existing proposal as unsuitable for this location. 

- Comment regarding the 

heritage significance of the 

locality is noted; however it is 

not a valid planning 

consideration in this instance 

as the subject site is not 

Heritage Listed or in a 

designated Heritage Area. 

Object  - I feel that the height of any development on this site 
should be in line with its neighbours. The design as it 
stands, as nice as it is, would dominate the 
streetscape and detract from the heritage value of 
Malcolm Street. 

- See officer comment in body of 

the report regarding building 

height and its impact on 

neighbours. 
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Additional Information 3 – Site Photo’s 
 

Photo 1: Subject Site as viewed from Malcolm Street 
 

 
 
Photo 2: Rear of Subject Site and view of Mezzanine Lounge at 27 Malcolm Street 
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Photo 3: Subject site and 23 Malcolm Street as viewed at property bounadry from 
Malcolm Street 
 

 
Photo 4: View from subject site looking towards adjoining properties (south-east) 
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Additional information 4 - Heritage Assessment – internal 
 
Address: 25 Malcolm Street 

Application number: DA0318/19 

Requesting officer: Josh Loveridge 

Date: 19 December 2019 

 
 
Introduction 
 
The purpose of this assessment is to review the heritage significance of 25 Malcolm 
Street for its possible inclusion on the City of Fremantle’s Heritage List under LPS4 
and/or Local Heritage Survey. 
 
Preamble 
 
The built heritage of Fremantle has been shaped by the way generations of people 
have responded to their surroundings.  It is a unique record of human activity over 
many generations that inevitably reflect the aspirations, skills and investment of 
these successive generations. Fremantle has a multi-layered heritage influenced by 
the knowledge, beliefs, traditions and diversity of the different waves of immigration 
that have formed its community. 
 
The majority of heritage-listed buildings in Fremantle were built before the Second 
World War and therefore reflect the fact that, from 1829 to the Second World War, 
Fremantle was populated by people of predominantly British stock.  Since the 
Second World War Fremantle’s identity has changed and evolved and with this has 
come a growing awareness that it needs to be adequately acknowledged. 
 
Post-War immigration is highly significant because by bringing in large numbers of 
Europeans principally from Mediterranean countries, the design of the buildings 
constructed and adapted during this era was inevitably influenced, to varying 
degrees, by the traditions of those countries rather than the British tradition.  These 
buildings added new distinctiveness and interest to the character of the city while 
providing a sense of connection for various groups within its community. 
 
As understanding deepens and people’s perceptions of Fremantle have evolved 
opinions on the heritage values of these buildings have tended to grow in strength 
and complexity over time.  It is why heritage conservation is now considered as an 
evolving concept, rather than as a set of unchangeable truths.  
 
As with all places being considered for inclusion on the Municipal Heritage List, the 
identification of the heritage significance of Post-World War 2 period buildings 
demands the application of a systematic and consistent process.  It is a process 
based on the analysis of the physical, documentary, oral and other evidence of the 
place and its origins, and why it has changed over time.  The analysis should identify 
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how particular parts of the place relate to different periods in its evolution, and 
whether they contribute to, or detract from, each identified strand of its heritage 
significance. The results of this analysis should be further refined by weighting 
different values to reflect the relative contribution made by each heritage value to the 
overall significance of the place and thus provide the basis for objective decision-
making. 
 
The heritage listing of a place is intended to heighten public awareness of the links 
between the place’s physical characteristics and its heritage values.  The more 
clearly the heritage values of a place can be explained in terms of its physical 
characteristics, the sounder will be the basis for future local planning policies, as well 
as for the formulation of proposals for the conservation and enhancement of the 
character or appearance of the area.  In other words, the more clearly the heritage 
values can be explained and understood the more likely they are to be protected.  
The aim should be to not risk creating a precedent for the justification of new works 
that undermine the overall heritage significance of a place.  
 
Understanding context is particularly relevant when assessing whether a place has 
greater value for being part of a larger entity, or for the characteristics it shares with 
other places.  An area that closely resembles the appearance that it had at the time 
of its initial development is likely to contribute particularly strongly to the 
understanding of that period and its contribution to the history of Fremantle.  This 
period is likely to be of greater significance than others.  Typically the streetscapes of 
these areas are a coherent expression of their particular heritage values and these 
values can be devalued by interventions that do not seek to retain the coherence of 
the whole.  
 
Where the townscape character of an area has been shaped by cycles of change 
over the long term, its streetscapes are likely to be a multi-layered expression of the 
‘phases’ in its evolution. Some of these phases are likely to be of greater significance 
than others.  The multi-layered character of these areas may offer a greater 
opportunity for innovation, provided it is not achieved at the expense of places of 
established value.  Areas and streetscapes that have suffered from the negative 
impact of inappropriate past developments may be enhanced by the removal of the 
inappropriate buildings. 
 
Heritage comment: 
 
25 Malcolm Street is not included City of Fremantle’s Heritage List under LPS4 
and/or Local Heritage Survey.  Malcolm Street is not part of a heritage area. 
 
Malcolm Street was named for Sir Malcolm Fraser, the Commissioner of Lands and 
First Agent General for Western Australia in London (1892).  Typically the properties 
in Malcolm Street were developed c1900.  The intactness of the housing in Malcolm 
Street means the streetscape closely resembles the appearance it would have had 
at the time of its initial development and as a result it makes an important 
contribution to the understanding of what was a significant period in the history of 
Fremantle. 
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The house, 25 Malcolm Street is in style described in A Pictorial Guide to Identifying 
Australian Architecture, by Richard Apperly, Robert Irving & Peter Reynolds as ‘Late 
Twentieth Century Immigrant’s Nostalgic’. It is considered that their following general 
description of the style can be applied to the house, 25 Malcolm Street: 
 

The unabashedly ostentatious houses that resulted usually made very loose 
references to the Mannerist and Baroque architecture of Southern Europe. 
The broad effect was all important, and there was no concern for stylistic 
authenticity. 
 

The c1900 sewerage map of Malcolm Street shows the house that was originally 
built at 25 Malcolm Street.  The map provides sufficient evidence to show that the 
current house is the result of major alterations and additions to the original house.  
An inspection of the house shows that these changes were carried out with little 
consideration or respect for the original house and as a consequence almost no 
evidence of the c1900 house remains. 
 
An aerial photograph taken in 1965 shows that originally the house had an ‘M’ 
shaped roof, formed by hipped roofs with a central valley gutter.  It also had an 
articulated front verandah. The changes that took place soon after this photograph 
was taken completely changed the roof.  The changes included simplification of the 
original roof by forming a single gable on the front façade.  The front verandah was 
removed and replaced with a colonnade. The building was completely rendered. 
 
The works carried out to the interior of the building in the 1960s caused the complete 
removal of original features and elements.  The one exception is perhaps the 
retention of the original jarrah flooring.  The works also included the complete 
removal and excavation of the original landscaped garden setting of the house and 
its replacement with a type of formalised hard landscaping. 
 
For a place to be included on the Heritage List under LPS4 and/or Local Heritage 
Survey requires it to be identified by the City of Fremantle as being of some cultural 
heritage significance for its contribution to the heritage of Fremantle in terms of its 
individual or collective aesthetic, historic, social or scientific significance, and/or its 
contribution to the streetscape, local area and Fremantle.  
 
In summary, the alteration and additions have completely overwhelmed the original 
house, leaving very little evidence that it once existed.  A consequence of this is that 
the house at 25 Malcolm Street now forms a jarring contrast with the Federation 
period houses that characterise and unify the streetscape and define the links 
between its physical characteristics and its overall heritage significance.  As a result 
of this contrast, 25 Malcolm Street does not sit well within its cultural landscape and 
it is therefore considered that it undermines, rather than maintains or enhances, the 
heritage significance of Malcolm Street.  Consequently, 25 Malcolm Street is 
considered to have a negative impact the street’s collective aesthetic, historic and 
social values and their contribution to its overall significance 
 
It therefore remains to be considered whether 25 Malcolm Street in its current form, 
which is largely a product of alterations carried out in the 1960s, has enough 
significance solely on the basis of its aesthetic/social associations with post-WW2 
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Mediterranean migrant culture to warrant individual listing on these grounds alone.  
Although 25 Malcolm Street reflects some characteristics of the style referred to 
above as ‘Late Twentieth Century Immigrant’s Nostalgic’, any decisions on its level 
of significance will probably be based on its social value, which is defined by the 
Heritage Council as significant through association with a community or cultural 
group in the local district for social, cultural, educational or spiritual reasons.  As the 
Heritage Council publication ‘Criteria for the Assessment of Local Heritage Places 
and Areas: A practical guide to identifying, grading and documenting places and 
areas in Local Government Inventories’ states: places of social value tend to be 
public places, or places distinctive in the local landscape, and generally make a 
positive contribution to the local ‘sense of place’ and local identity.  It also notes that 
social value is the hardest to identify and substantiate. 
 
However, in this instance it is considered clear that the social values that may be 
protected by the individual listing of 25 Malcolm Street are decisively outweighed by 
the harm the house does to the overall Federation period derived heritage 
significance of Malcolm Street as a whole, including its social values.  
 
In terms of a place’s association with Post-WW2 immigration from Mediterranean 
countries, it is considered that the heritage significance of places such as 25 
Malcolm Street is more likely to be clearly explained and understood where the place 
is an integral part of an area consisting of buildings that share the same physical 
characteristics as it, or is part of an area with a multi-layered townscape character 
shaped by cycles of change that have taken place over a period which includes the 
Post-War period.  Malcolm Street is not in an area that displays either of these two 
characteristics.  
 
For these reasons it is considered that 25 Malcolm Street is of little cultural heritage 
significance in terms of either its individual or collective aesthetic, historic, social or 
scientific significance, or for its contribution to the streetscape, the local area and 
Fremantle. It is therefore considered that 25 Malcolm Street does not warrant 
inclusion on the City of Fremantle’s Heritage List under LPS4 and/or Local Heritage 
Survey. 
 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That 25 Malcolm Street should not be included on the City of Fremantle’s Heritage 
List under LPS4 and/or Local Heritage Survey. 
 
 
 
Alan Kelsall 
 
Heritage Coordinator 
 
 
 
 
Appendix –see next page 
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1900 sewerage map showing the 
original house plan. 

1900 sewerage map showing the 
original house plan with existing 
house plan overlaid. 
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PC2001 - 2 SPECIAL ENTERTAINMENT PRECINCTS - DRAFT WAPC 
POSITION STATEMENT - PROPOSED SUBMISSION 

 
Additional Information 1 - Draft Position Statement – Special Entertainment 
Precincts (WAPC 2019) 



  Additional Information - Planning Committee 
15 January 2020 

 

PAGE 18 
 



  Additional Information - Planning Committee 
15 January 2020 

 

PAGE 19 
 



  Additional Information - Planning Committee 
15 January 2020 

 

PAGE 20 
 



  Additional Information - Planning Committee 
15 January 2020 

 

PAGE 21 
 



  Additional Information - Planning Committee 
15 January 2020 

 

PAGE 22 
 

 
 



  Additional Information - Planning Committee 
15 January 2020 

 

PAGE 23 
 

PC2001 - 3 BROMLEY ROAD NO.6 (LOT 198) HILTON – ADDITIONS AND 
ALTERATIONS TO EXISTING SINGLE HOUSE (JL DA0424/19) 

 
Additional Information 1 – Site Photos 

 

Photo 1 – No.6 Bromley Road (Subject site) 

 

Photo 2 – Northern adjoining property (No.4 Bromley Road) 
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Photo 3 - Southern adjoining property (No8 Bromley Road) 
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PC2001 - 4 MARKET STREET, NO. 21-33 (LOT 200, SHOP 21), FREMANTLE 
- PARTIAL CHANGE OF USE TO LIQUOR STORE (TG 
DA0358/19) 

Additional Information 1 – Site Photos 

 
Image 1: Subject tenancy and adjoining tenancies 
 

 
Image 2: Subject tenancy 
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Additional Information 2 – State Heritage assessment and recommendation
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PC2001 - 5 SCOTT STREET NO.29 (LOT 28) SOUTH FREMANTLE – 
DEMOLITION OF EXISTING SINGLE HOUSE AND CONVERSION 
OF OUTBUILDING TO SINGLE HOUSE (JL DA0413/19) 

 
Additional Information 1 – Site Photo’s 
 
Photo 1 and 2 – Subject site and dwelling to be demolished 
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  Additional Information - Planning Committee 
15 January 2020 

 

PAGE 30 
 

PC2001 - 6 WOOD STREET, NO. 57A (LOT 9), WHITE GUM VALLEY – HOME 
BUSINESS (PERSONAL TRAINING AND HEALTH 
CONSULTATION) TO EXISTING SINGLE HOUSE (TG DA0445/19) 

Additional Information 1 – Site Photos 
 

 
Image 1: Streetscape 

 
Image 2: Streetscape 
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Image 3: Subject property  

 
Image 4: Subject building (garage) 
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Additional Information 2 – Application Detail 
 
Residential Home Occupation or Home Business Application 
 
57A Wood St 
 
Applicant:   
 
Description of Proposed Business 
A Boutique Wellness & Fitness Studio 
Includes nutrition advice and exercise prescription. 
The attached plan shows area to be used as the Studio shown as “Garage”. 
 
Hours of Operation 
Anticipate having clients between the hours of 6am-10am 4-5 days/week 
and 5.30-6.30pm 2 days/week. 
There will be no business carried out on the weekend. 
 
Number of Employees 
Jillian will be sole operator of business.  No employees 
 
Visitation rate per week/day and other relevant information 
Anticipate 1-2 cars per session for the times listed in hours of operation. 
There is ample verge parking to accommodate 2 cars.   The Owner only requires 
one car space which is allocated to the driveway in front of the studio. 
 
The style of training will be exclusive and boutique style.  We will be lining the 
existing carport ceiling and brick walls as well as lining the floor with rubber matting 
to minimize sound to neighbours.  Loud music or ‘yelling’ at clients is not the style of 
training to be carried out. 
 
Jillian is an experienced operator and ran a similar council approved studio in 
Margaret River without any complaints from neighbours. 
 
Please find attached 2 sets of plans as required under Point 5. Residential Home 
Occupation or Home Business and Essential Information. 
 
Further information regarding the nature of the business. 
 
The reason that I have been so successful as a Personal Trainer and Health Coach 
is that my services are tailored to the individual’s goals therefore each session is 
different and there are many viariables.  Some clients will just require training only 
and may opt for a half hour session (often cost and time poor being a factor) whilst 
other clients prefer an hour session. Likewise some clients will opt for one-on-one 
training or will often partner up with a friend or family member to share a session ie 
two-on-one. 
My nutrition coaching may be included as part of those sessions in the form of 
discussions, handouts and emailed information, or for those that want more 
prescribed coaching they may want nutrition coaching only which usually would take 
about 45mins and be one-on-one. 
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A Personal Training session would involve a general warm up using stationary bike 
(non motorized so no noise) followed by a range of prescribed exercises and cool 
down.  I employ a lot of bodyweight exercises, however also would be having a 
range of standard gym equipment as follows: 
 
Equipment intended to be used in the Studio 
The equipment is all portable equipment and will consist of a range of: 
Dumbbells 
Barbells 
TRX bands 
Multigym (no motors) – uses a cable pulley system. Eg: consisting of lat pulldown, 
pec dec, hamstring curl, leg curl etc. 
Exercise mats 
Importantly, the gym floor will be fitted with rubber matting which is used in most 
commercial gyms.  This not only protects the equipment but stops noise when 
placing equipment on the ground.  Eg:  dumbbells on rubber rather than a wooden 
floor.  The rubber matting also acts as a general sound barrier. 
 
Addressing Concerns from Neighbours 
 
Noise from the Premises 
The studio will be the same as having a home gym where a couple might workout 
before work or after work.  There will be no motorized equipment or loud music 
playing and any instruction to clients is done in a normal conversational voice. My 
style of training is a holistic one and I do not yell at clients.  As done in my previous 
home business I would ask clients to be mindful of neighbours when arriving and 
leaving.  The effect would be the same as a tradesperson arriving onto the premises 
(minus the radio blaring!) 
As stated in our application the studio is made of brick and we will be lining the 
ceiling space and walls with paneling.  The space will be airconditioned so windows 
can be closed early in the morning to further reduce noise.  As stated above thick 
commercial rubber flooring will be laid to reduce any noise. 
 
Signage 
No signage will be used.  For security and our own privacy we do not wish to draw 
any attention to the property or advertise the property as it is by appointment only 
and clients will be given the address upon their first appointment.  From the street 
front there will be no indication that a home studio exists as we wish it to blend in 
with the existing house to retain its value. 
 
Parking Availability 
As outlined we anticipate a max of 2 cars at any one time requiring parking.  Often 
training will be done on a one on one basis.  Our front verge very easily fits 2 cars so 
there is no requirement to park on the street.  As you will be aware many houses in 
the area use their verge to park multiple vehicles without causing traffic hazards. 
Should there be a crossover of clients leaving and others arriving then there is plenty 
of on street parking available.   
As far as we are aware there are no other existing businesses in the area except for 
StackWood which is about 250m away and we do not see anybody parking in our 
street to attend there.  The school is also quite a walking distance away and too far 
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for parents to park and pick up their primary aged children.  There appears to be 
ample parking outside the school grounds.  The school pick up area is quite some 
distance from us and we have not noticed anyone parking in our area at school pick 
up and drop off times. 
 
Concerns re the establishment of a business in a residential are is 
inappropriate 
Once again appreciate neighbours concerns however as stated there will be no 
evidence that a business exists at the property.  The studio will look like part of the 
existing house or a home office or artists studio for example. There is no way that it 
will devalue our neighbours homes as we don’t want to devalue our own property 
either. 
 
Hours of Operation request. 
As people would appreciate my target audience are usually working people so 
therefore need to train either before or after work.  Scaling back to 8am to 5pm 
Monday to Friday is not realistic.  As stated in our submission there will be no 
services offered on the weekend.   
 
Client numbers reduced to parking available 
Referring to above “parking availability” notes 
 
No PT sessions to take place in rear alfresco area 
There will be no PT sessions taking place either in the rear or front yards.  This will 
be a boutique studio in airconditioning not a bootcamp style. 
I also wish to maintain my own private areas by not having clients in my home or 
private alfresco areas. 
 
To reassure the neighbours;  I am not new to personal training.  I am 58 years old 
and have over 15 years experience in Personal Training and Health Education. I 
have been awarded WA Personal Trainer of the Year and successfully run a similar 
boutique studio in my home in Margaret River without any complaints from 
neighbours.  It is important to us to get along with our neighbours and keep the 
amenity of the area which is why we were attracted to purchasing the property in the 
first place. 
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PC2001 - 7 STIRLING HIGHWAY, NO. 140 (LOT 2), NORTH FREMANTLE - 
DEMOLITION OF EXISTING BUILDING - (NB DA0431/19) 

 
Additional Information 1 – Site Photos 
 

 
Photo 1: McCabe Street Streetscape 

 
Photo 2: Corner of McCabe and Stirling Highway 
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