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Notice of Meeting

City of Cockburn
PO Box 1215, Bibra Lake
Western Australia 6965

Cnr Rockingham Road and
Coleville Crescent, Spearwood

Telephone: (08) 9411 3444
Facsimile: (08) 9411 3333

Pursuant to Clause 2.4 of Council’s Standing Orders, an Ordinary Meeting of Council

has been called for Tuesday 10 June 2025.

The meeting is to be conducted at 7:00 PM in the City of Cockburn Council
Chambers, Administration Building, Coleville Crescent, Spearwood.

The Agenda will be made available on the City’s website on the Friday prior to the

Council Meeting.

/// -

Daniel Simms
Chief Executive Officer
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Ordinary Council Meeting, 7:00pm, Tuesday, 10 June 2025

Agenda

1.  Declaration of Meeting
“Kaya, Wanju Whadjuk Boodjar” means “Hello, Welcome to Whadjuk Land”.

The Presiding Member will acknowledge the Whadjuk Peoples of the Nyungar
Nation, who are the traditional custodians of the land on which the meeting is being
held, and pay respect to their Elders both past and present and extend that respect
to First Nations Peoples present.

2.  Appointment of Presiding Member (when required)

3. Disclaimer

Members of the public, who attend Council Meetings, should not act immediately on
anything they hear at the Meetings, without first seeking clarification of Council's
position.

Persons are advised to wait for written advice from the Council prior to taking action
on any matter that they may have before Council.

4. Acknowledgement of Receipt of Written Declarations of
Financial Interests and Conflict of Interest (by Presiding
Member)

5. Apologies and Leaves of Absence

6. Response to Previous Public Questions Taken on Notice

Nil
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Nil

9.
9.1

Written Requests for Leave of Absence

Public Question Time

Confirmation of Minutes

Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting - 13/5/2025

Recommendation
That Council confirms the Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held on Tuesday,
13 May 2025 as a true and accurate record.

9.2

Minutes of the Special Council Meeting - 27/5/2025

Recommendation
That Council confirms the Minutes of the Special Council Meeting held on Tuesday,
27 May 2025 as a true and accurate record.

10.

11.

Nil

12.

13.

Nil

Deputations

Business Left Over from Previous Meeting (if adjourned)

Declaration by Members who have Not Given Due
Consideration to Matters Contained in the Business Paper
Presented before the Meeting

Decisions Made at Electors Meeting
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14 Reports - CEO (and Delegates)

14.1  Sustainable Development and Safety

14.1.1 Recommendation on Final Adoption - (Standard) Amendment No.183
to Town Planning Scheme No.3 - Short Term Rental Accommodation

(STRA)

Responsible Director Sustainable Development and Safety

Executive

Author(s) Senior Strategic Planner

Attachments 1. Scheme Amendment No.183 Report §

2. Schedule of Submissions §

RECOMMENDATION
That Council:

(1) ADOPTS Scheme Amendment No.183 for final approval as advertised (i.e.
without modification), for the purpose of:

1. In Part 6 (1. General Definitions):
A. Include a new general definition for cabin:
means a building that —
(a) is an individual unit other than a chalet; and
(b) forms part of —
(i) tourist and visitor accommodation; or
(i) a caravan park; and
(c) if the unit forms part of a caravan park — is used to provide
accommodation for persons, on a commercial basis, with no
individual person accommodated for a period or periods
exceeding a total of 3 months in any 12-month period.

B. Include a new general definition for chalet:
means a building that —
(a) is a self-contained unit that includes cooking facilities, bathroom
facilities and separate living and sleeping areas; and
(b) forms part of —
(i) tourist and visitor accommodation; or
(i) a caravan park; and
(c) if the unit forms part of a caravan park — is used to provide
accommodation for persons, on a commercial basis, with no
individual person accommodated for a period or periods
exceeding a total of 3 months in any 12-month period.

2. In Part 6 (2. Land Use Definitions):
A. Delete the definitions for:
e bed and breakfast;
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e tourist accommodation;
e holiday home (standard);
¢ holiday home (large);
e motel; and
e lodging house.
B. Amend the land use definition for residential building to delete
reference to excluding a lodging-house, as follows:
Has the same meaning as the Residential Design Codes.
C. Insert a new land use definition for road house:
means premises that has direct access to a State road other than a
freeway and which provides the services or facilities provided by a
freeway service centre and may provide any of the following facilities or
services —

(@) afull range of automotive repair services;

(b) wrecking, panel beating and spray painting services;

(c) transport depot facilities;

(d) accommodation for guests, on a commercial basis, with no
individual guest accommodated for a period or periods
exceeding a total of 3 months in any 12-month period;

(e) facilities for being a muster point in response to accidents,
natural disasters and other emergencies.

D. Insert a new land use definition for workforce accommodation:
means premises, which may include modular or relocatable buildings,
used —

(@) primarily for the accommodation of workers engaged in
construction, resource, agricultural or other industries on a
temporary basis; and

(b) for any associated catering, sporting and recreation facilities for
the occupants and authorised visitors.

E. Insert a new land use definition for tourist and visitor accommodation:
1. means a building, or a group of buildings forming a complex, that
(i) is wholly managed by a single person or body; and
(i)  is used to provide accommodation for guests, on a
commercial basis, with no individual guest accommodated
for a period or periods exceeding a total of 3 months in
any 12-month period; and
(i) may include on-site services and facilities for use by
guests; and
(iv) inthe case of a single building — contains more than 1
separate accommodation unit or is capable of
accommodating more than 12 people per night;
and
2. includes a building, or complex of buildings, meeting the criteria
in paragraph (a) that is used for self-contained serviced
apartments that are regularly serviced or cleaned during the
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period of a guest’s stay by the owner or manager of the
apartment or an agent of the owner or manager; but does not
include any of the following —
(i) an aged care facility as defined in the Land Tax
Assessment Act 2002 section 38A(1);
(i) acaravan park;
(i)  hosted short-term rental accommodation;
(iv) alodging-house as defined in the Health (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1911 section 3(1);
(v) a park home park;
(vi)y aretirement village as defined in the Retirement Villages
Act 1992 section 3(1);
(vii) aroad house;
(viii) workforce accommodation.

3. In Table 1 ‘Zoning Table’ insert in alphabetical order the following land uses
and permissibility:
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4. In Table 1 ‘Zoning Table’, delete all references to:
e bed and breakfast
e holiday home (standard)
e holiday home (large)
e motel
e house — lodging
e tourist accommodation.
5. Replace all references to the land use ‘Tourist Accommodation’ with
‘Tourist and visitor accommodation’ throughout the Scheme (with the
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exception of Table 1), including Table 2 — Parking; Table 8 — Special Use
zones and Table 9 — Development Areas.

6. Delete the following land use definitions from Table 2 — Parking; Table 3 —
Commercial Use Classes — Vehicle Parking; Table 8 — Special Use zones;
and Table 9 — Development Area:

e Bed and Breakfast
e Motel
e Lodging House / House — Lodging.

(2) DELEGATES authorisation and submission of the amendment documentation
to the Western Australian Planning Commission along with a request for the
endorsement of final approval by the Hon. Minister for Planning.

Background

Initiated by Council at the 12 November 2024 Ordinary Council Meeting, Scheme
Amendment 183 (Item 14.1.2) proposed changes to Town Planning Scheme No.3
(TPS 3) to align with changes to the Planning and Development (Local Planning
Schemes) Regulations 2015 (‘LPS Regulations’) relating to Short-Term Rental
Accommodation (STRA).

This includes new and revised general definitions and land use definitions, and
deletion of superseded definitions to ensure consistency with the new ‘deemed’ and
‘model’ land use classes and general definitions relating to STRA.

On 16 December 2024, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) determined
formal environmental assessment was not required.

On 23 January 2025, the Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage (DPLH) under
delegation from the Minister for Planning, advised the following modifications were
required in accordance with section.83A(2)(b) of the Planning and Development Act
2005 prior to advertising:
1. ‘Road house’ being an ‘A’ (discretionary after a period of public advertisement)
rather than ‘X’ (not permitted) use in the ‘Industry’ zone.
2. Land use definitions also being updated in ‘Table 3 — Commercial Use Classes
— Vehicle Parking'.

Short-Term Rental Accommodation

STRA refers to the practice of renting out a property (or part of a property) for a
relatively short period of time, usually on a nightly or weekly basis. This type of
accommodation is usually booked through online platforms.

A state-wide STRA Register was established by the Short-Term Rental
Accommodation Act 2024 (‘'STRA Act 2024’), and registration for all STRA became
mandatory from 1 January 2025.
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All STRA are required to register prior to operation — regardless of whether they are
‘hosted’ or ‘unhosted’, or whether they qualify for a Development Approval exemption
through the LPS Regulations. Registration is completed by either the STRA owner or
tenant (with the owner’s consent) and is renewed annually.

Alongside the registration scheme, which sits separate to the planning system, there
have been amendments to the LPS Regulations, both Schedule 1 (model provisions)
and Schedule 2 (deemed provisions). These changes include:

i. new ‘deemed’ land use classes of ‘hosted short-term rental accommodation’ and
‘unhosted short-term rental accommodation’;

ii. new ‘deemed’ general terms to define ‘short-term rental accommodation’ and link
to the STRA Act 2025, which provides the legal framework for the STRA Register;

iii. new ‘model’ land use class of ‘tourist and visitor accommodation’ to differentiate
these uses from STRA, and consolidate existing land use terms for tourist and
visitor accommodation (aside from ‘hotel’), and other changes to general
definitions;

iv. a state-wide development approval exemption for ‘hosted short-term rental
accommodation’ (this includes ancillary dwellings); and

v. a 90-night (cumulative) exemption within a 12-month period for ‘unhosted short-
term rental accommodation’ in the Perth metropolitan area.

Planning Bulletin 115/2024 ‘Short-Term Rental Accommodation (STRA) — Guidance
for local government’ (Planning Bulletin 115/2024 (www.wa.gov.au) — (‘Planning
Bulletin 115’) outlines the steps and timeframes for implementing changes to the LPS
Regulations for STRA. This includes timely progression of amendments to local
planning schemes to allow for development approvals to be obtained by 1 January
2026.

Submission

N/A

Report

A copy of the advertised Scheme Amendment, inclusive of the justification for the
proposed changes is attached (refer Attachment 1).

The purpose of this report is to consider any submissions made during the
advertising period and to make a recommendation to the Minister for Planning on
final determination.

At the end of the advertising period, one (1) submission of ‘Support’ had been
received from a member of the community (refer Attachment 2).
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Minister required modifications

The WAPC advised two changes were required prior to advertising. One minor
change is an administrative correction to include reference to land use definitions
also being updated in ‘Table 3 — Commercial Use Classes — Vehicle Parking’. This
will ensure all land use references in the Scheme are updated and aligned.

The other required modification was for ‘road house’ to be an ‘A’ (advertising and
development approval required) rather than ‘X’ (not permitted) use in the ‘Industry’
zone. ‘Road house’ was proposed to be an ‘X’ use in all zones because there were
not considered to be any suitable locations within the City of Cockburn due to the
access requirements and range of potential amenity impacts of such uses.

‘Road house’ is defined as a premises that has direct access to a State road other
than a freeway and which provides the services or facilities provided by a freeway
service centre and may provide any of the following facilities or services —

a) a full range of automotive repair services;
b) wrecking, panel beating and spray painting services;
c) transport depot facilities;

d) accommodation for guests, on a commercial basis, with no individual guest
accommodated for a period or periods exceeding a total of 3 months in any 12-
month period;

e) facilities for being a muster point in response to accidents, natural disasters and
other emergencies.

‘State roads’ (excluding the Kwinana Freeway) in the City of Cockburn include Stock
Road, Cockburn Road and Armadale Road. However, only Stock Road in Bibra
Lake lies adjacent ‘Industry’ zoned land (eastern side between Spearwood Avenue
and Barrington Street).

It is noted none of these properties have direct access to Stock Road, and most are
separated by local roads. Stock Road has a statutory declared Control of Access,
which revokes the general right of adjoining land to have direct vehicle and
pedestrian access to these roads. Therefore, it is unlikely proposed development on
‘Industry’ zoned land would be able to achieve direct access to Stock Road to meet
the definition of ‘road house’.

For this reason, identifying ‘road house’ an ‘A’ use in the ‘Industry’ zoned as required
by the WAPC is not considered to have any potential negative implications.

Update to Local Planning Policies

Amendment No.183 has triggered a review of Local Planning Policies 1.6 (Lodging
Houses) and LPP 1.15 (Tourist Accommodation) to align with the new set of land use
definitions. Accordingly, a new Draft Local Planning Policy 1.15 has been prepared
and advertised for public comment and will be subject to Governance Committee and
Council consideration.

12 of 442

Document Set ID: 12345309
Version: 1, Version Date: 05/06/2025



Item 14.1.1 OCM 10/06/2025

This policy aims to create clear development standards for different types of land use
defined in TPS 3, including the new ‘workforce accommodation’ land use.

Strategic Plans/Policy Implications

Local Economy

A sustainable and diverse local economy that attracts increased investment and
provides local employment.

* Thriving local commercial centres, local businesses and tourism industry.

* A City that is 'easy to do business with'.

Community, Lifestyle and Security

A vibrant healthy, safe, inclusive, and connected community.

* Accessible and inclusive community, recreation and cultural services and facilities
that enrich our community.

Budget/Financial Implications

Not applicable — the Scheme Amendment documentation has been prepared, and
the proposal will continue to be progressed by the administration under its
FY25/FY26 budget allocation.

Legal Implications

e Short-Term Rental Accommodation Act 2024
e Planning and Development Act 2005
e Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015

Community Consultation

The proposal was advertised for 42 days, in accordance with Part 5, Division 3,
Regulation 47 of the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes)
Regulations 2015, between 17 March until 5 May 2025.

Advertising consisted of a notice and electronic copies of the documentation being
made available on the City’s ‘Comment on Cockburn’ website.

Hard copies of the documentation were also on display and available to view at the
City’s Administration Building in Spearwood during business hours for the duration of
the advertising period.

Risk Management Implications

The officer recommendation considers the relevant planning matters associated with
the proposal. It is considered the officer recommendation is appropriate.

If the Scheme Amendment does not proceed the new ‘deemed’ land use classes will
continue to be automatically read into TPS3 and will override any existing TPS3
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provision to the extent of any inconsistencies. Where there is a conflict between
these provisions and TPS3, the deemed provisions prevail.

However, there will be no land use permissibility framework for non-exempt STRA,
and the new land use of ‘tourist and visitor accommodation’.

There will also be numerous inconsistencies between TPS3 and the State Planning
Framework, creating confusion and uncertainty for landowners and the community
regarding STRA and other land uses.

If an amendment is not adopted as soon as possible, it will be unlikely to be
completed to allow for development approvals to be obtained by 1 January 2026,
which is the target set in Planning Bulletin 115.

Advice to Proponent(s)/Submitters

Those who lodged a submission on the proposal have been advised that this matter
Is to be considered at the 10 June 2025 Ordinary Council Meeting.

Implications of Section 3.18(3) Local Government Act 1995

Nil
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City of
Cockburn

wetlands to waves

Town Planning Scheme No.3

Amendment No.183
(Standard)

Update scheme text to introduce new and revised land use classes and general definitions to facilitate
State Government reforms for Short-Term Rental Accommodation.

NOVEMBER 2024
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Planning and Development Act 2005
RESOLUTION TO AMEND A LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME

City of Cockburn
Town Planning Scheme No.3
Amendment No.183

RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and
Development Act 2005, amend the City of Cockburn Town Planning Scheme No.3 by:

1. In Part 6 (1. General Definitions):

A. Include a new general definition for cabin:

means a building that —
(a) is an individual unit other than a chalet;, and
(b) forms part of —
(i) tourist and visitor accommodation; or
(i) a caravan park;
and

(c) if the unit forms part of a caravan park — is used to provide
accommodation for persons, on a commercial basis, with no individual
person accommodated for a period or periods exceeding a total of 3
months in any 12-month period.

B. Include a new general definition for chalet:

means a building that —

(a) s a self-contained unit that includes cooking facilities, bathroom
facilities and separate living and sleeping areas; and

(b) forms part of —
(i) tourist and visitor accommodation; or
(i) a caravan park;
(c) and if the unit forms part of a caravan park - is used to provide
accommodation for persons, on a commercial basis, with no individual

person accommodated for a period or periods exceeding a total of 3
months in any 12-month period.

2. In Part 6 (2. Land Use Definitions):

A. Delete the definitions for:

e bed and breakfast,
e tourist accommodation;
e holiday home (standard);
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e holiday home (large);
e motel;
e Jodging house.

B. Amend the land use definition for residential building to delete reference to
excluding a lodging-house, as follows:

Has the same meaning as the Residential Design Codes.

C. Insert a new land use definition for road house:

means premises that has direct access to a State road other than a freeway
and which provides the services or facilities provided by a freeway service
centre and may provide any of the following facilities or services —

(a) a full range of automotive repair services;
(b) wrecking, panel beating and spray painting services;
(c) transport depot facilities;

(d) accommodation for guests, on a commercial basis, with no individual
guest accommodated for a period or periods exceeding a total of 3
months in any 12-month period;

(e) facilities for being a muster point in response to accidents, natural
disasters and other emergencies.

D. Insert a new land use definition for workforce accommodation:

means premises, which may include modular or relocatable buildings, used

(a) primarily for the accommodation of workers engaged in construction,
resource, agricultural or other industries on a temporary basis; and

(b) for any associated catering, sporting and recreation facilities for the
occupants and authorised visitors.

E. Insert a new land use definition for tourist and visitor accommodation:

(a) means a building, or a group of buildings forming a complex, that —

(i) is wholly managed by a single person or body; and

(i)  is used to provide accommodation for guests, on a commercial
basis, with no individual guest accommodated for a period or
periods exceeding a total of 3 months in any 12-month period;
and

(iii) may include on-site services and facilities for use by guests;
and

(iv) in the case of a single building — contains more than 1 separate
accommodation unit or is capable of accommodating more than
12 people per night;

and
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(b) includes a building, or complex of buildings, meeting the criteria in
paragraph (a) that is used for self-contained serviced apartments that
are regularly serviced or cleaned during the period of a guest’s stay
by the owner or manager of the apartment or an agent of the owner or
manager; but

(c) does not include any of the following —

(i)  an aged care facility as defined in the Land Tax Assessment
Act 2002 section 38A(1);

(i) a caravan park;
(iii)  hosted short-term rental accommodation;

(iv) a lodging-house as defined in the Health (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1911 section 3(1);

(v) a park home park;

(vi) a retirement village as defined in the Retirement Villages Act
1992 section 3(1);

(vii) a road house;
(viij) workforce accommodation.

3. In Table 1 Zoning Table’ insert in alphabetical order the following land uses and
permissibility:
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4. In Table 1 Zoning Table’, delete all references to:

e bed and breakfast,

o holiday home (standard);
o holiday home (large);

e motel;

e house — lodging; and

e fourist accommodation.

5. Replace all references to the land use ‘Tourist Accommodation’ with ‘Tourist and
visitor accommodation’ throughout the Scheme (with the exception of Table 1),
including Table 2 — Parking; Table 8 — Special Use zones and Table 9 —
Development Areas.

6. Delete the following land use definitions from Table 2 — Parking; Table 8 —
Special Use zones; and Table 9 — Development Area:

e Bed and Breakfast;
o Motel;
e Lodging House / House — Lodging.

The amendment is ‘standard’ under the provisions of the Planning and Development
(Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 on the basis that it is an amendment that:

e does not result in any significant environmental, social, economic or governance
impacts on land in the scheme area; and

e would not constitute a complex or basic amendment as defined in Part 5 Division
1 Regulation 34.

Dated this day of 20

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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FOREWORD: Inclusion of Minister’s Modifications

Subsequent to Council initiation, on 12 November 2024 the Western Australian
Planning Commission (WAPC) wrote to the City requiring in accordance with
section.83A(2)(b) of the Planning and Development Act 2005, the proposal to

be modified in the following tracked changes manner, prior to advertising:

Planning and Development Act 2005
RESOLUTION TO AMEND A LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME

City of Cockburn
Town Planning Scheme No.3
Amendment No.183

RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and
Development Act 2005, amend the City of Cockburn Town Planning Scheme No.3 by:

1. In Part 6 (1. General Definitions):

A. Include a new general definition for cabin:

means a building that —
(d) is an individual unit other than a chalet;, and
(e) forms part of —
(iii) tourist and visitor accommodation; or
(iv) a caravan park;
and

(f)  if the unit forms part of a caravan park — is used to provide
accommodation for persons, on a commercial basis, with no individual
person accommodated for a period or periods exceeding a total of 3
months in any 12-month period.

B. Include a new general definition for chalet:

means a building that —

(c) is a self-contained unit that includes cooking facilities, bathroom
facilities and separate living and sleeping areas; and

(d) forms part of —
(iii) tourist and visitor accommodation; or
(iv) a caravan park;

(d) and if the unit forms part of a caravan park - is used to provide
accommodation for persons, on a commercial basis, with no individual
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person accommodated for a period or periods exceeding a total of 3
months in any 12-month period.

2. In Part 6 (2. Land Use Definitions):

F. Delete the definitions for:

e bed and breakfast,

e tourist accommodation;

e holiday home (standard);
e holiday home (large);

e motel;

e lodging house.

G. Amend the land use definition for residential building to delete reference to
excluding a lodging-house, as follows:

Has the same meaning as the Residential Design Codes.

H. Insert a new land use definition for road house:

means premises that has direct access to a State road other than a freeway
and which provides the services or facilities provided by a freeway service
centre and may provide any of the following facilities or services —

() a full range of automotive repair services;
(g) wrecking, panel beating and spray painting services;
(h) transport depot facilities;

(i)  accommodation for guests, on a commercial basis, with no individual
guest accommodated for a period or periods exceeding a total of 3
months in any 12-month period;

() facilities for being a muster point in response to accidents, natural
disasters and other emergencies.

I. Insert a new land use definition for workforce accommodation:

means premises, which may include modular or relocatable buildings, used

(c) primarily for the accommodation of workers engaged in construction,
resource, agricultural or other industries on a temporary basis; and

(d) for any associated catering, sporting and recreation facilities for the
occupants and authorised visitors.

J. Insert a new land use definition for tourist and visitor accommodation:

(d) means a building, or a group of buildings forming a complex, that —
(v) is wholly managed by a single person or body; and

(vi) is used to provide accommodation for guests, on a commercial
basis, with no individual guest accommodated for a period or
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periods exceeding a total of 3 months in any 12-month period;
and

(vii) may include on-site services and facilities for use by guests;
and

(viii) in the case of a single building — contains more than 1 separate
accommodation unit or is capable of accommodating more than
12 people per night;
and

(e) includes a building, or complex of buildings, meeting the criteria in
paragraph (a) that is used for self-contained serviced apartments that
are regularly serviced or cleaned during the period of a guest’s stay
by the owner or manager of the apartment or an agent of the owner or
manager; but

(f)  does not include any of the following —

(ix) an aged care facility as defined in the Land Tax Assessment
Act 2002 section 38A(1);

(x) a caravan park;
(xi) hosted short-term rental accommodation;

(xii) a lodging-house as defined in the Health (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1911 section 3(1);

(xiii) a park home park;

(xiv) a retirement village as defined in the Retirement Villages Act
1992 section 3(1);

(xv) a road house;
(xvi) workforce accommodation.

3. In Table 1 Zoning Table’ insert in alphabetical order the following land uses and
permissibility:
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4. In Table 1 Zoning Table’, delete all references to:

e bed and breakfast,

e holiday home (standard);
o holiday home (large);

e motel;

e house — lodging; and

e tourist accommodation.

5. Replace all references to the land use ‘Tourist Accommodation’ with ‘Tourist and
visitor accommodation’ throughout the Scheme (with the exception of Table 1),
including Table 2 — Parking; Table 8 — Special Use zones and Table 9 —
Development Areas.

6. Delete the following land use definitions from Table 2 — Parking; Table 3 —
Commercial Use Classes — Vehicle Parking; Table 8 — Special Use zones;
and Table 9 — Development Area:

e Bed and Breakfast;
o Motel;
e Lodging House / House — Lodging.
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The amendment is ‘standard’ under the provisions of the Planning and Development
(Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 on the basis that it is an amendment that:

e does not result in any significant environmental, social, economic or governance
impacts on land in the scheme area; and

e would not constitute a complex or basic amendment as defined in Part 5 Division
1 Regulation 34.
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AMENDMENT REPORT

1.0 INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this amendment is to amend the City of Cockburn Local Planning
Scheme No.3 (TPS3) to implement the State Government’s planning reforms for
short-term rental accommodation.

This amendment is required to ensure alignment with new ‘deemed’ and ‘model’
land use classes and general definitions introduced into the state planning
framework. Most significantly, it includes amendments to reflect the ‘deemed’
land use classes for ‘hosted short-term rental accommodation’ and ‘unhosted
short-term rental accommodation’, along with removal of superseded land uses.
The following report provides further detail and background information on these
changes, including specific implications for the City of Cockburn.

2.0 BACKGROUND

Short-Term Rental Accommodation (STRA) refers to the practice of renting out
a property (or part of a property) for a relatively short period of time, usually on a
nightly or weekly basis. This type of accommodation is usually booked through
online platforms and is popular among travellers and visitors seeking temporary
lodging for holidays, business trips or other short stays. The State Government
has committed to various initiatives to deliver better regulation of the short-term
rental accommodation sector.

In November 2023, the Western Australian Planning Commission released its
Position  Statement: Planning for Tourism and Short-Term Rental
Accommodation (Position Statement) and associated Guidelines. The release
of the Position Statement complemented other whole-of-government reforms
relating to STRA, responding to recommendations made in the 2019
parliamentary enquiry Levelling the Playing Field: Managing the impact of the
rapid increase of short-term rentals in Western Australia. This included
development of a state-wide registration scheme for STRA, as well as an
incentive scheme to encourage transition of properties from the short to long term
rental market.

Alongside the registration scheme, which sits separately to the planning system
and is mandatory for all STRA, amendments to planning regulations were
flagged as a key part of the State Government’s goal to ensure a fairer and more
consistent treatment of STRA from both a legal and practical standpoint. The
planning changes, which have triggered the need for the City to amend its
scheme, aim to provide greater consistency across the state in relation to what
approvals are needed for STRA proposals as well as how these uses are defined
in local planning schemes.
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3.0 STATE PLANNING FRAMEWORK

The State Government’s planning reforms for STRA are being implemented
predominantly through the Planning & Development (Local Planning Schemes)
Regulations 2015 (LPS Regulations), which in turn have been informed by policy
direction provided through the Position Statement.

Position Statement

The Position Statement foreshadowed a series of amendments to the LPS
Regulations with the overall aim of providing more certainty and consistency
across jurisdictions in respect to the treatment of STRA. Key changes flagged
in this document included dedicated land use classes for STRA to ensure a clear
delineation between this use and traditional accommodation types, as well as a
state-wide exemption for hosted STRA and a 90-night exemption for unhosted
STRA within the Perth Metropolitan Area. The Position Statement also includes
guidance on strategic and statutory planning matters for both tourism and STRA,
as well as local planning policy development.

LPS Regulations

The LPS Regulations are a key component of Western Australia’s planning
system comprising of three major parts:

¢ Regulations proper, which set out the process for preparing or amending
a local planning scheme;

e ‘Model’ provisions, set out in Schedule 1, which are to be used by local
governments in preparing or amending a local planning scheme; and

o ‘Deemed’ provisions, set out in Schedule 2, read automatically into all
local planning schemes, and override any existing scheme provision to
the extent of any inconsistencies. Where there is a conflict between these
provisions and the scheme, the deemed provisions prevail.

Amendments to both Schedules 1 and 2 of the LPS Regulations have been made
to facilitate the necessary planning changes of the State Government’s short-
term rental accommodation (STRA) reform initiatives, as envisaged by the
Position Statement. These changes, most notably, include:

i. new ‘deemed’ land use classes of ‘hosted short-term rental
accommodation’ and ‘unhosted short-term rental accommodation’ to
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ensure these accommodation types are classified as dedicated land use
classes in planning schemes;

ii. new ‘deemed’ general terms to define ‘short-term rental accommodation’
and link to the overarching Short-Term Rental Accommodation Act 2024,
which provides the legal framework for the STRA Register;

iii. a new ‘model’ land use class of ‘tourist and visitor accommodation’ to
differentiate these use types from STRA, and consolidate a number of
existing land use terms for tourist and visitor accommodation (aside from
‘hotel’), as well as other changes to general definitions;

iv. a state-wide development approval exemption for ‘hosted short-term
rental accommodation’ (this includes ancillary dwellings); and

v. a90-night (cumulative) exemption within a 12-month period for ‘unhosted
short-term rental accommodation’ in the Perth metropolitan area.

The implications for these changes to the City of Cockburn are detailed further
in the following sections of this report.

4.0 LOCAL PLANNING CONTEXT
City of Cockburn Local Planning Strategy

The City’'s Draft Local Planning Strategy (awaiting WAPC final approval)
recognises the City of Cockburn is well placed to accommodate tourists with
good access to the Perth CBD and Fremantle, major transport networks, health
and educational facilities, and access to world-class beaches. Tourist and other
short-term accommodation proposals are therefore expected to increase within
the City.

It recommends preparation of a Tourism and Visitor Strategy to include analysis
of tourism accommodation needs in the City, including for hotels. A hotel has
been flagged for Cockburn Central, with a possible site identified in Port Coogee
Marina Village structure plan. However, analysis for Port Coogee suggests a
hotel may not be feasible, particularly given proximity to Fremantle which may
be more attractive for tourists. In light of this, it is acknowledged ‘holiday homes’
may have the potential to meet demand within the City for short stay
accommodation if hotels are not feasible.

There have been some land use planning issues with ‘holiday home’ uses, such
as noise and activity impacting on residential amenity, which the Local Planning
Strategy identifies will be addressed through local planning policy provisions.
This amendment responds to changes to the LPS Regulations to reflect new land
uses and definitions, and where STRA is not exempt the City will modify local
planning policies as necessary to protect residential amenity and provide a
framework to exercise discretion.
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Local Planning Policies

Currently the City has two key local planning policies that relate to short stay
accommodation, discussed below:

LPP 1.15: Tourist Accommodation

TPS3 provides limited development standards for STRA, therefore LPP 1.15
provides development standards for the following land use types as defined in
TPS3:

e Tourist Accommodation (including cabins, chalets, short-stay self-
contained accommodation and similar forms of tourist accommodation;

e Bed and Breakfast;

e Hotel;

e Motel;

o Holiday Home (Standard); and

e Caravan Parks.

LPP 1.15 will require renaming and amending in response to this amendment
and changes to the LPS Regulations, including definitions and reference to
applicable exemptions. It will include development standards for non-exempt
STRA development, including management plan requirements.

LPP 1.6: Lodging Houses

This Policy seeks to ensure the establishment of a lodging house is suitable to
the nature and character of the locality within which it will be situated, and is
conveniently positioned relative to local shops, community infrastructure and
public transport services.

The land use definition for ‘lodging houses’ is not contained within the LPS
Regulations, and Planning Bulletin 115 specifies these are not considered STRA
or traditional accommodation and such land uses will be classed as ‘residential
buildings’. It is noted they are defined in the Health (Miscellaneous Provisions)
Act 1911 section 3(1) (which stipulate applicable regulations), however for the
purposes of the planning framework they are proposed to fall within the land use
definition of ‘residential building’ pursuant to the R-Codes.

It is anticipated this policy will be revoked in future with appropriate measures
included in a new consolidated policy relating to ‘residential building’ if deemed
necessary, including referencing the Heath Act and Building Code, given these
will be class 1b and class 3 buildings with specific requirements.
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Background - Short stay accommodation in the City of Cockburn

Over the past 11 years (since 1 January 2013), the City of Cockburn have
approved the following number of short term rental/holiday accommodation
Development Applications:

No. of Development Approvals
(since January 2013)

Holiday Home (Standard) 23
Tourist Accommodation 21
Bed and Breakfast
Lodging House
Motel

Short stay land use (TPS3)

These are generally focussed in the suburbs of Coogee, North Coogee,
Cockburn Central and Aubin Grove.

Many of the holiday home (standard) and tourist accommodation applications
have resulted from development compliance cases which come from neighbour
complaints relating to noise, parking etc.

Development applications (in particular, the management plans) are assessed
against LPP 1.15: Tourist Accommodation.

5.0 PROPOSED AMENDMENT

With the introduction of the new deemed land use classes into planning schemes
associated with STRA, this scheme amendment relates to the introduction,
modification and deletion of various land use and general definitions to TPS3.

The new exemptions are also ‘deemed’ and as such are already operative,
however this amendment does include changes to the zoning table to reflect the
hosted STRA exemption as a permitted use.

Deemed Short-Term Rental Accommodation Land Use Classes

Whilst the new ‘deemed’ land use classes are automatically read into TPS3
through the LPS Regulations, along with the previously mentioned exemptions,
these uses are being incorporated into the zoning table (at the direction of the
WAPC) to ensure clarity from an interpretation perspective, particularly given
these uses replace long-standing ‘model’ land use classes within TPS3.

To implement the required changes, this amendment requires deletion of all
references to the land use classes of Bed and breakfast, Holiday home
(standard); Holiday home (large); Motel; Lodging House/ House — Lodging.
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The new ‘deemed’ definitions of hosted short-term rental accommodation and
unhosted short-term rental accommodation are proposed to be included in Table
1 — Zoning Table and Definitions schedules of TPS3 accordingly.

In addition to the LPS Regulations, the Position Statement: ‘Planning for Tourism
and Short-term Rental Accommodation’ and Planning Bulletin 115 provide further
direction for how STRA should be dealt with in local planning schemes from a
permissibility standpoint. To reflect these requirements, this amendment
proposes the following designations for these new land use classes:
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Hosted short term rental accommodation:

This land use permissibility reflects the LPS Regulation exemptions for hosted
short term rental accommodation.

Unhosted short term rental accommodation:

This land use permissibility provides for unhosted short term rental
accommodation to be an ‘A’ (discretionary after advertising) use where it may
impact residential amenity, and a ‘D’ (discretionary without advertising) or an ‘A’
use in other zones where residential land uses are permitted (consistent with
Position Statement: ‘Planning for Tourism and Short-term Rental
Accommodation’). The LPS Regulations provide for exemptions for unhosted
accommodation (90-night cumulative exemption within a 12-month period),
therefore Development Approval will only be required where it is not exempt.

Model ‘Tourist and Visitor Accommodation’ Land Use

A new model land use class of ‘tourist and visitor accommodation’ has been
introduced to supersede various traditional accommodation land use types
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(excluding ‘hotel’) and provide a clearer delineation between these uses and
‘short-term rental accommodation’. In the context of TPS3, this use is similar to
‘Tourist Accommodation’ and uses that require deletion through this change are:

Bed and breakfast;
Holiday home (standard);
Holiday home (large);
Motel;

Lodging house; and
Tourist accommodation.

To reflect the proposed deletion of these land uses it is proposed the following
land use definitions be deleted from Table 2 — Parking; Table 8 — Special Use
zones; and Table 9 — Development Area:

Bed and Breakfast — this can be deleted and will be covered by ‘hosted
STRA’ which is exempt under the LPS Regulations and proposed to be
designated as a ‘P’ (permitted) use where dwellings are permissible.
Motel

Lodging House / House — Lodging

This new model use class is not intended to replace other accommodation types
such as lodging houses. These are not considered STRA or traditional
accommodation for the purposes of these changes, and such land uses will
continue to be classed as ‘residential buildings’, as outlined in Planning Bulletin

115.

Accordingly, the TPS definition for ‘residential building’ will be amended to delete
reference to it excluding lodging houses.

The new land use ‘tourist and visitor accommodation’ is proposed to have the
following land use permissibilities:
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This land use permissibility provides for ‘tourist and visitor accommodation’ to be
an ‘A’ use where it may impact residential amenity, a ‘D’ or ‘A’ use in other zones
where residential land uses are permitted, and an ‘X’ (not permitted) use in
industrial zones that are to be protected for industrial land uses and generally
unsuitable for sensitive land uses.

It should be noted the land use may not be appropriate in the Kwinana Air Quality
Buffer which affects much of the ‘Rural’ and ‘Rural Living’ zone, given it is a
sensitive land use.

It is proposed all references to the land use ‘Tourist Accommodation’ in Table 2
— Parking; Table 8 — Special Use zones and Table 9 — Development Areas be
replaced with ‘Tourist and visitor accommodation’ as the intent of these land uses
is very similar. This will ensure the permissibility of these uses continues.

Other New Land Use Definitions

The new ‘short term rental accommodation’ definition (deemed provisions)
references ‘road house’ and ‘workforce accommodation’ (as being excluded),
and these are not land uses currently included in TPS3.

These land use terms are therefore proposed to be included as per the LPS

Regulations.
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‘Road house’ land uses have the potential to be extensive, multi-purpose land
uses as follows, and are only proposed to be an ‘A’ use in the ‘Industry’ zone:

Road house:

means premises that has direct access to a State road other than a freeway and
which provides the services or facilities provided by a freeway service centre and
may provide any of the following facilities or services —

(a) a full range of automotive repair services;
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(b) wrecking, panel beating and spray painting services;
(c) transport depot facilities;

(d) accommodation for guests, on a commercial basis, with no individual
guest accommodated for a period or periods exceeding a total of 3 months
in any 12-month period;

(e) facilities for being a muster point in response to accidents, natural
disasters and other emergencies.

For ‘workforce accommodation’ it is proposed this be permissible in the Mixed
Business, Rural and Strategic Industry zones, noting this may be restricted within
the Kwinana Air Quality buffer.

New and Revised General Definitions

As part of the LPS Regulations changes, amendments to some other model
definitions were also introduced to not cause confusion or conflict with the new
STRA land use terms.

TPS3 does not contain these general definitions, therefore this amendment
proposes to include ‘cabin’ and ‘chalet’ as per the LPS Regulations.

TPS3 does not contain the general term ‘short term accommodation’ so there are
no required modifications, and this definition is referenced in full through the
model and deemed provisions as required.
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Planning and Development Act 2005

City of Cockburn
Town Planning Scheme No.3
Amendment No.183

RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and
Development Act 2005, amend the City of Cockburn Town Planning Scheme No.3 by:

1. In Part 6 (1. General Definitions):

A. Include a new general definition for cabin:

means a building that —
(a) is an individual unit other than a chalet; and
(b) forms part of —
(i) tourist and visitor accommodation; or
(i) a caravan park;
and

(c) if the unit forms part of a caravan park - is used to provide
accommodation for persons, on a commercial basis, with no individual
person accommodated for a period or periods exceeding a total of 3
months in any 12-month period.

B. Include a new general definition for chalet:

means a building that —

(a) is a self-contained unit that includes cooking facilities, bathroom
facilities and separate living and sleeping areas; and

(b) forms part of —

(i) tourist and visitor accommodation; or
(i) a caravan park;

(e) and if the unit forms part of a caravan park - is used to provide
accommodation for persons, on a commercial basis, with no individual
person accommodated for a period or periods exceeding a total of 3
months in any 12-month period.

2. In Part 6 (2. Land Use Definitions):

A. Delete the definitions for:

e bed and breakfast,

e tourist accommodation;

e holiday home (standard);
e holiday home (large);

e motel;
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e lodging house.

B. Amend the land use definition for residential building to delete reference to
excluding a lodging-house, as follows:

Has the same meaning as the Residential Design Codes.

C. Insert a new land use definition for road house:

means premises that has direct access to a State road other than a freeway
and which provides the services or facilities provided by a freeway service
centre and may provide any of the following facilities or services —

(a) a full range of automotive repair services;
(b) wrecking, panel beating and spray painting services;
(c) transport depot facilities;

(d) accommodation for guests, on a commercial basis, with no individual
guest accommodated for a period or periods exceeding a total of 3
months in any 12-month period;

(e) facilities for being a muster point in response to accidents, natural
disasters and other emergencies.

D. Insert a new land use definition for workforce accommodation:

means premises, which may include modular or relocatable buildings, used

(a) primarily for the accommodation of workers engaged in construction,
resource, agricultural or other industries on a temporary basis; and

(b) for any associated catering, sporting and recreation facilities for the
occupants and authorised visitors.

E. Insert a new land use definition for tourist and visitor accommodation:

(a) means a building, or a group of buildings forming a complex, that —
(i)  is wholly managed by a single person or body; and
(i) is used to provide accommodation for guests, on a commercial
basis, with no individual guest accommodated for a period or
periods exceeding a total of 3 months in any 12-month period;
and
(iii) may include on-site services and facilities for use by guests;
and
(iv) in the case of a single building — contains more than 1 separate
accommodation unit or is capable of accommodating more than
12 people per night;
and
(b) includes a building, or complex of buildings, meeting the criteria in
paragraph (a) that is used for self-contained serviced apartments that
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are regularly serviced or cleaned during the period of a guest’s stay
by the owner or manager of the apartment or an agent of the owner or
manager; but

(c) does not include any of the following —

(i)  an aged care facility as defined in the Land Tax Assessment
Act 2002 section 38A(1);

(i) a caravan park;
(iii)  hosted short-term rental accommodation;

(iv) a lodging-house as defined in the Health (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1911 section 3(1);

(v) a park home park;

(vi) a retirement village as defined in the Retirement Villages Act
1992 section 3(1);

(vii) a road house;
(viij) workforce accommodation.

3. In Table 1 Zoning Table’ insert in alphabetical order the following land uses and
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4. In Table 1 Zoning Table’, delete all references to:

e bed and breakfast,

o holiday home (standard);
o holiday home (large);

e motel;

e house — lodging; and

e fourist accommodation.

5. Replace all references to the land use ‘Tourist Accommodation’ with ‘Tourist and
visitor accommodation’ throughout the Scheme (with the exception of Table 1),
including Table 2 — Parking; Table 8 — Special Use zones and Table 9 —
Development Areas.

6. Delete the following land use definitions from Table 2 — Parking; Table 3 —
Commercial Use Classes — Vehicle Parking; Table 8 — Special Use zones; and
Table 9 — Development Area:

e Bed and Breakfast;
e Motel;
e Lodging House / House — Lodging.
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ADOPTION

Adopted by resolution of the Council of the City of Cockburn at the Meeting of the
Council held on day of 20

MAYOR

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
FINAL APPROVAL

Adopted for final approval by resolution of the City of Cockburn at the Meeting of the
Council held on the day of 20__, and the Common Seal of the City
of Cockburn was hereunto affixed by the authority of a resolution of the Council in the
presence of:

MAYOR
(Seal)

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

Recommended/Submitted for Final Approval

DELEGATED UNDER S.16 OF
THE P&D ACT 2005

DATE

Final Approval Granted

MINISTER FOR PLANNING

DATE
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File No. 109/183 Schedule of Submissions
Scheme Amendment No. 183 — Short-term Rental Accommodation (STRA)

No. | Name/Address Submission Recommendation
1 Name and Address SUPPORT Noted. Recommend Council adopt Scheme Amendment No. 183 for final
withheld approval as advertised, and submit the documentation to the Western

Australian Planning Commission along with a request for the endorsement
of final approval by the Hon. Minister for Planning.
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14.1.2 Coogee Beach Land Use Master Plan - Final Endorsement

Responsible Director Sustainable Development and Safety
Executive

Author(s) Strategic Planning Officer

Attachments Attachments Provided Under Separate Cover

1. Coogee Beach Master Plan Report - Part 1
2. Coogee Beach Master Plan Report - Part 2
3. Engagement Outcomes Summary Report
4. Transport Report & SIDRA Anaylsis

RECOMMENDATION
That Council:

(1) ENDORSES the Coogee Beach Land Use Master Plan (Parts One and Two)
including the infrastructure staging priorities identified in the report
(Attachments 1 and 2);

(2) RECEIVES the Engagement Outcomes Summary Report from the
community engagement period of the draft Coogee Beach Land Use Master
Plan (Attachment 3) and advises key stakeholders of the outcome;

(3) NOTES that further investigative work (beyond this Master Plan) will be
required to support the business case for the infrastructure upgrade
proposals. This will include exploring the various grants and funding streams
identified, including investigating cost shared development opportunities as
referenced in Table 2 Opinion of Probable Cost contained in Attachment
One, Section 3.2 on Page 40; and

(4) INSTRUCTS City officers to ensure that the playground facility best meets
the community’s needs at detailed design stage (including but not limited to
passive surveillance).

Background

The Coogee Beach Foreshore is a popular coastal precinct with significant social,
environmental and economic value. Accessible via Cockburn Road, the area sits
within the Woodman Point Regional Park and existing management plans and
master plan documents apply to the Coogee Beach study area, including:

e Woodman Point Regional Park Management Plan (2010 - DBCA)
e Coogee Beach Foreshore Management Plan (2020 - 2070 - City of Cockburn)
e Coogee Beach Landscape Master Plan (2014 - City of Cockburn).

The Coogee Beach Landscape Master Plan was adopted in 2014 and has guided the
phased implementation of infrastructure and public space improvement for the
recreational precinct.
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The City’s 2016 Coastal Adaptation Plan (currently under review) and the
subsequent Foreshore Management Plan identifies increasing coastal erosion risks
for the Coogee Beach area and recommends a long-term strategy of managed
retreat of assets and an updated Master Plan be prepared to help co-ordinate the
continued recreational, tourism and commercial use of the foreshore going forward.

Submission

Shape Urban were commissioned by the City in late 2023 as lead consultants to
prepare a Land Use Master Plan (Master Plan) for Coogee Beach, a unified plan that
meets community needs, coastal planning requirements, and ensures future
upgrades and developments projects are delivered in a structured and logical order.

Following an initial phase of community engagement (in early 2024), Council at the
12 November 2024 Ordinary Council Meeting, endorsed the release of a draft Master
Plan including infrastructure staging priorities for further public feedback.

Report
Draft Master Plan Development

The draft Master Plan covers a 25-year planning horizon with a detailed approach
taken to actions within the immediate 10-year period and a high-level flexible
approach adopted for actions beyond this immediate timeframe.

Figure 1: Coogee Beach Master Plan Project Area Boundary
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The draft Master Plan was prepared based on the following objectives:

e Define the intended role of Coogee Beach as a coastal node

e Manage Coastal hazard risk and adaptation

e Improve access to Cockburn Road

e Better accommodate and manage car parking demand

e Improve pedestrian access to and through the project area

¢ Inform and guide future redevelopment of the Coogee Beach Caravan Park (and
associated access arrangements)

e Facilitate redevelopment of the Coogee Beach Café and explore other
complementary commercial opportunities.

The following guiding principles were adopted to inform its preparation:

Vision and Aspiration: A place for swimming, walking, running, and riding, focusing
on retaining the natural character of the foreshore and family friendly atmosphere.

Heritage Considerations: Highlighting and integrating the Aboriginal and European
cultural importance of the site.

Coastal Node Hierarchy: Having the feel of a district coastal node with the type of
amenities that would be seen at a regional coastal node but maintaining it at a low-
key scale.

Movement and Access: Improved pedestrian connectivity, including safe pedestrian
crossings. Improved car parking and connectivity of cycle paths. Improved public
transport access.

Features and Amenities: Key attractions include the jetty, the swimming enclosure,
picnic/BBQ shelters, swimming pontoons and the surf lifesaving club.

Opportunities and Constraints: Better placed tennis courts, informal parking on
eastern side of Cockburn Road, café upgrade, bushland management and inclusive
access.

Issues and Concerns: Road/pedestrian safety of Cockburn Road, improved safety,
lighting and surveillance.

The following six design principles were then adopted to explain the Master Plan
approach, and ultimately measure its performance against stakeholder and
community expectations:

Encourage a healthier environment
Integrate uses and places of significance
Respond to coastal hazards

Prioritise people

Reduce the impact of traffic

A local and natural sense of place.
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Community and Stakeholder Feedback

Phase 2 engagement sought comment on the draft design concepts and the staging
of key infrastructure to ensure alignments with Phase 1 outcomes. An online survey
was prepared using the six guiding design principles to understand the community’s
level of support for several recommendations based on a sliding scale from 0 (not
support) to 100 (strongly supported).

At the close of the 60-day advertising period on the 16 February 2025, 78 survey
responses had been received. Written submissions were also received from:

e The Coogee Beach Progress Association

e Coogee Beach Caravan Park Residents (including 69 signatures)

e A Coogee Resident (providing additional comments to online survey)

e Eight Government Agencies and Service Authorities.

The updated Engagement Outcomes Summary Report included at Attachment 3,
provides further details on the methods used and the feedback received.

Overall, the feedback received across all formats was generally positive whilst also
highlighting the challenge that exists in balancing the environmental management of
the coastal foreshore with the provision of services and amenities to cater for the
community using the space.

Several matters were raised that will form the subject of further investigation at the
detailed design stage of development. Key aspects resulting in changes to the plan
and associated infrastructure priorities are discussed in the following sections.

Impact of Feedback on Master Plan and Infrastructure Priorities
Cockburn Road

Most of Cockburn Road is built to a rural standard, can be very busy during select
periods, difficult to cross, and provides very little amenity, especially the large
expanse of vacant land on the eastern side, previously set aside for future widening.

Despite having no immediate intention to remove or update the regional road
reservation in the Metropolitan Region Scheme, Main Roads WA (MRWA) have
confirmed this area is no longer required for road widening purposes, providing an
opportunity for the City advance discussions on the tenure of the land and its
formalisation for beach user parking.

The recently completed signalised pedestrian crossing near Coogee Common will
need to be monitored to determine effectiveness, however it is expected to improve
the journey to the foreshore for some users.

Phase two consultation confirmed a strong community desire to further improve the
safe crossing of Cockburn Road, recommending additional refuge islands be
installed at key crossing points. In response, additional medians have been located
at key desire lines and future bus stop locations have been adjusted (with the
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southern relocations brought forward to the short-term plan) to contribute towards a
welcoming arrival and experience.

Beach Road Intersection

The study area includes four intersections, all of which are currently controlled by
give way controls on the minor intersection legs (Powell and Beach Roads, Amity
Boulevard and Poore Grove).

Motorists can experience long wait times to turn right out of both Powell Road and
Amity Boulevard during peak periods. The traffic study included at Attachment 4,
indicates by 2031 the Powell Road intersection will become over-saturated and
require intervention.

Long-term planning by MRWA includes a complex upgrade at Beach Street involving
a shifting of Powell Road to the north, and a future four-way signalised intersection at
Amity Boulevard. Whilst MRWA continue to reference this circa 1999 design, for
numerous reasons it is highly unlikely these intersections will ever be built.

In recognition of this, the draft Master Plan proposed to remove the new pedestrian
crossing, close Powell Road and relocate the foreshore reserve entrance to a new
four-way traffic-light controlled intersection with Beach Street over the medium to
longer (10-25 year) term period.

This aspect of the plan formed the subject of significant community feedback. Whilst
the change was supported, it was strongly suggested the timing of the upgrade be
brought forward to the short-term (10-year) Master Plan horizon.

As a fundamental design element, adopting this suggestion has required adjustment
to the staging of the other aspects of the overall Master Plan design. For example,
the staged development and access arrangements for the northern activity hub,
including a new café building (including public toilets, changing facilities and
alfresco/viewing terrace), beach plaza, playground and associated road and car park
adjustments (refer to Figure 3) are some of the precursors, as is formalising the
parking on the eastern side of Cockburn Road.

Of importance, Cockburn Road is under the care and control of MRWA with any
upgrades requiring their approval. Whilst MRWA has advised of a willingness to
consider a traffic improvement plan involving the closure of Powell Road and the
future upgrade of Beach Road, this is a future planning consideration with no

physical works listed in their four-year forward estimate construction programme.

Whilst the Master Plan has been adjusted to meet the community’s aspirations, this is
a complex, long and resource-intensive piece of work, contingent upon a highly
collaborative approach with MRWA requiring significant ongoing advocacy to realise
within the short-term horizon. In the interim, the City should continue to pursue
limited interventions aimed at improving pedestrian movement across Cockburn
Road.
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In addition, advocacy is required with MRWA to secure tenure of the overflow parking
area on the eastern side of Cockburn Road. Until this is achieved, the City should be
cautious about the significant investment required to formalise parking in this area.
Ultimately, an amendment to the Metropolitan Region Scheme (MRS) is required to
update/refine the Primary Regional Road Reservation. This is unlikely to be
advanced by the Western Australian Planning Commission, until consensus is

reached with MRWA over an updated detailed design for Cockburn Road.
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Figure 2: MRWA (1999) Carriageway Plan / Short-Term Master Plan Comparison
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Playground

Phase One engagement online respondents ranked the children’s playground among
the top ten needs, largely due to safety concerns with the current location due to its
proximity to traffic. The community strongly supported upgrading the playground
facility, often mentioned alongside requests for more food and beverage offerings,
and possibly relocating it to the tennis court site.

The Master Plan identifies relocation of the playground (at the end of its design life)
to within the new northern activity hub. This site was chosen in response to both the
community’s view the current location is unsafe, and its desire to co-locate the
playground with other activities including an all-user accessibility feature.

To ensure the facility best meets the community’s needs at that time, it is expected
the final design of the playground will form the subject of further consultation prior to
installation.
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Figure 3: Updated Northern Activity Hub Concept (with Playground Relocation Inset)
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Multiuse Sports Courts Len McTaggart Park

Investigation into the demand for further recreation facilities should be undertaken,
noting the Master Plan proposes to relocate the tennis courts to a multifunction court
located at Len McTaggart Park.

Phase one engagement indicated the tennis courts were underutilised, however in
phase two, feedback indicated the community highly valued them for tennis and other
youth-related sports and activities where a smooth surface and fenced area was
highly beneficial. Installation of a new booking system also provided the City with
more reliable data indicating the courts are well utilised (which may have grown since
removal of the former courts at Davilak Reserve).

Notwithstanding the above, its current location is not considered to be the best use of
highly valuable (and diminishing) foreshore space, with Len McTaggart Park
providing a valuable opportunity to reposition it in a location better linking with
complementary facilities and consolidating recreation facilities within the locality.

The City’s Community Infrastructure Plan (CIP) 2024-2041, recommends a Tennis
Infrastructure Needs Assessment be undertaken and should be completed prior to
determining future sites for tennis infrastructure. However, this does not preclude a
facility being considered as part of another project, also identified in the CIP, being
Coogee Hall Proposal 23.

Proposal 23 aims to address co-location of recreational facilities and an overall plan
for Len McTaggart Park, including addressing utilisation and improving the facilities
of the main hall to provide further amenity.

By identifying the location of multifunctional courts within Len McTaggart Park on the
Master Plan, this could assist in improving the priority of this work.

It should be noted as notionally demonstrated on the Master Plan, there is ample

space to facilitate multifunctional courts within the reserve, without compromising
other facilities and in a location well removed from existing housing.

Staging and Costs

An Opinion of Probable Costs (OPC) was prepared and subsequently amended for
the various infrastructure items to be delivered over the 10-year planning scenario,
with an estimated cost of $23,867,500 (exclusive of any contingences or GST).

The Master Plan describes a first major stage of development (with the northern
activity hub as outlined above constituting the bulk of this expenditure), followed by a
further period of planning and design and then a final stage of delivering on long-term
development.
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Initial works may involve the short-term retreat works recommended for the northern
car park, in combination with forthcoming resurfacing works shown in Figure 4 below.
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Figure 4. Concept for Short-Term Car Park Retreat

Further investigative work (beyond this Master Plan) will be required to support the
business case for the infrastructure upgrade proposals.

This will include exploring the various grants and funding streams identified, including
investigating cost shared development opportunities with lessees, such as the
forthcoming Request for Proposal process relating to the new kiosk facility.

Of note, both scenarios have been deliberately prepared in a manner that (besides
the four-way intersection with Beach Road), does not impinge on Main Roads WA
Cockburn Road carriageway design to minimise complications with implementation.
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Once adopted, it is anticipated the Master Plan will form the subject of a 10-year
review process, allowing the City to make changes in response to changing
circumstances over time.

Strategic Plans/Policy Implications

Local Economy

A sustainable and diverse local economy that attracts increased investment and
provides local employment.

* Thriving local commercial centres, local businesses and tourism industry.

Environmental Responsibility

A leader in environmental management that enhances and sustainably manages our
local natural areas and resources.

* Protection and enhancement of our natural areas, bushland, parks and open
spaces.

Community, Lifestyle and Security

A vibrant healthy, safe, inclusive, and connected community.

* Accessible and inclusive community, recreation and cultural services and facilities
that enrich our community.

* A safe and healthy community that is socially connected.

City Growth and Moving Around
A growing City that is easy to move around and provides great places to live.
* An attractive, socially connected and diverse built environment.

Listening and Leading

A community focused, sustainable, accountable, and progressive organisation.
* High quality and effective community engagement and customer service
experiences.

Budget/Financial Implications

The Master Plan includes an indicative staging strategy with elements prioritised,
and/or structured in a manner that could be packaged for future implementation.

Delivery is expected to occur as and when funding is made available via government
grants, municipal funding and/or government/corporate partnerships.

If Council endorse the Master Plan, funding requests for minor projects and
planning/developing project proposals within the Master Plan will be made as part of
the Annual Budget process.

As with all projects, the prioritisation of these upgrades in view of other City projects
will need consideration.

Should further Master Plan changes be required, a contract variation and a budget
allocation for the 25/26FY may be required.
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Legal Implications

N/A

Community Consultation

The approved Community Engagement Plan for this project involved two phases of
consultation.

Phase 1, launched on 22 February 2024 until 14 April 2024, sought to gather
additional background information, and understand the various aspirations for the
Project Area from key stakeholders and the broader community.

Phased 2, launched 9 December 2024 until 16 February 2025, advertised the draft
Master Plan seeking feedback on the draft design concepts to ensure alignment with
Phase 1 outcomes.

In both stages of engagement, consultation was sought from relevant commercial
stakeholders, government agencies, community groups as well as the broader City of
Cockburn community. Consultation involved advertising to the community online, in
print with onsite signage and letters sent to nearby (1km radius) residents,
community groups and commercial tenants.

Feedback was collected via online surveys, community workshops, drop-in sessions
at Coogee Live (2024) and Coogee Beach Festival (2025), one-on-one meetings with
selected organisational stakeholders and a Walk on Country. A total of 369 survey
submissions were received from the community across both engagement stages.

The Engagement Outcomes Summary Report included as Attachment 3 details the
methods used and the feedback received for both phases of engagement.

Risk Management Implications

If Council decides to defer or not to adopt the Master Plan, there is a reputational risk
future service delivery will not meet the community’s needs and aspirations for the
project area, in part, because of an increased likelihood of loss, damage and lack of
renewal planning for existing assets, loss of environmental habitat and diminished
public amenity.

There is also a risk of City and external agency resources being wasted by the
progression of ad-hoc, potentially conflicting proposals without the benefit of an up-
to-date coordinating plan that could be used as the basis for future grant funding
applications.

Advice to Proponent(s)/Submitters

Those who lodged a submission on the proposal have been advised this matter is to
be considered at the 10 June 2025 Ordinary Council Meeting. Those who lodged a
submission as part of the Phase 2 consultation process will be advised of the
outcome following Council’s decision.
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Implications of Section 3.18(3) Local Government Act 1995

Nil
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14.1.3 Multiple Dog Application - Property ID 6037680

Responsible Director Sustainable Development and Safety
Executive

Author(s) Service Leader Rangers

Attachments 1. Initial Application (Confidential)

2. Community Feedback (Confidential)

3. lllegal Dumping Report (Confidential)

4. Map of Applicant and Submissions
(Confidential)

RECOMMENDATION
That Council:

(1) REJECTS the Multiple Dog Application received on the 31 January 2025,
from the applicant to keep three (3) dogs at Property ID 6037680; and

(2) PROVIDES the applicant 60 days to rehome one (1) of their three (3) dogs.

Background

The City has received an application (refer Confidential Attachment 1) for
retrospective approval to keep three (3) dogs at Property ID 6037680.

Pursuant to the City’s Consolidated Local Laws 2000, Division 3, part 2.9, owners or
occupants within the City of Cockburn require approval to keep more than two (2)
dogs over the age of three (3) months.

Applicants must be able to demonstrate there are no bona fide objections prior to an
approval being granted.

According to the Council’s Delegated Authority, “Application to Keep More Than Two
(2) Dogs at a Residential Property”, if any bona fide objections are received, an
applicant may not keep more than two (2) dogs without the approval of Council.

As a result of the application’s mandatory public consultation, three (3) submissions
were received, three (3) of which held objections to the application.

The application to keep more than two (2) dogs at Property ID 6037680, is presented
to Council for consideration.

Submission

N/A
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Report

The applicant sought retrospective approval after Ranger’s located three (3) dogs
residing at the address when investigating the illegal dumping of dog excreta.

All three (3) dogs were unregistered. No previous complaints were received for the
unregistered nature of the dogs, the concerns raised were in relation to the dumping
of dog excreta.

Prior to this, the applicant’s address and animals had not been linked to any previous
non-compliance other than failing to ensure the dogs were registered and keeping
more than two (2) dogs without approval, resulting in the retrospective application to
keep more than three (3) dogs.

The dogs subiject to this application are detailed in the table below:

No. Breed Age Gender | De-Sexed Status
1 | American Bulldog 2 Years | Male Not desexed
2 | American Bulldog 3 Years | Female | Not desexed
3 | American Bulldog 6 Years | Male Not desexed

As part of the process outlined with the City’s Consolidated Local Laws 2000,
neighbouring properties within a 50-metre radius of the applicant’s property were
notified of the application.

During the public consultation phase, the City received three (3) submissions (refer
Confidential Attachment 2), three (3) of which held bona fide objections to the
multiple dog application.

Based upon the following grounds, it is recommended that this application be
rejected:

1. The owners of the dogs, upon investigation of a complaint, have admitted to
throwing dog excreta in poo bags over their fence to a vacant property, instead
or ensuring it is properly disposed (refer Confidential Attachment 3).

2. The owners of the dogs initially failed to comply with registration requirements
of dogs under the Dog Act 1976.

3. Two (2) objections, refer to the alleged aggressive nature of the dog/s, and also
concerns surrounding their safety after an alleged attack by the dog/s previously
when wandering. This was reported to Rangers at the time. Please note the
report was not substantiated with a formal victim statement, therefor an
investigation was not able to take place.

1. Refer to Confidential Attachment 4 for a map detailing the location of the
applicant and objectors.

2. If this application is refused, the applicant may refer the matter to the State
Administrative Tribunal.
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Strategic Plans/Policy Implications

Community, Lifestyle and Security
A vibrant healthy, safe, inclusive, and connected community.
* A safe and healthy community that is socially connected.

Listening and Leading

A community focused, sustainable, accountable, and progressive organisation.
* High quality and effective community engagement and customer service
experiences.

Budget/Financial Implications

N/A

Legal Implications

City of Cockburn Consolidated Local Law 2000, Division 3, part 2.9.
Community Consultation

As part of the application process, the City wrote to neighbouring homes within 50
metres of the applicant’s address.

The City received three (3) submissions in relation to the application to keep three (3)
dogs at the subject property.

Risk Management Implications

If approval is given, there may be adverse community reaction for all future instances
of unwanted dog behaviour from the property.

Accordingly, this item has a “low” level of localised possible “Brand/Reputation” risk.
Advice to Proponent(s)/Submitters

The Proponent(s) and those who lodged a submission on the proposal have been
advised that this matter is to be considered at the 10 June 2025 Ordinary Council
Meeting.

Implications of Section 3.18(3) Local Government Act 1995

Nil
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14.1.4 Radonich Dog Park - Community Consultation Outcome

Responsible Director Sustainable Development and Safety
Executive

Author(s) Service Leader Rangers

Attachments 1. Community Feedback Report §

2. Appendix of Submissions Recieved 4
3. Location Photographs §

RECOMMENDATION
That Council:

(1) ENDORSES the proposal for funding to be considered as part of the Mid-
Year 2026 Expenditure Review Committee process, with construction
proposed to commence February 2026; and

(2) NOTIFIES those individuals who lodged a submission of Council’s
determination.

Background

The City’s Animal Management and Exercise Plan 2020-2025 (AMEP) identified the
need for additional enclosed dog exercise areas to accommodate the City's growing
canine population. Radonich Park in Beeliar was selected as a proposed location due
to its distance from existing dog parks, ensuring most residents are within a 3 km
catchment of an off-leash area.

The City currently has five fenced dog exercise parks, all located in the central and
eastern wards. This leaves residents in the western ward without easy access to an
enclosed dog exercise area.

To address this issue, the City conducted community consultation regarding the
potential construction of an enclosed dog exercise space at Radonich Park in
Beeliar. This consultation took place from 4 March to 28 March 2025.

At the time of consultation, there were 88 registered dogs within 250 meters of
Radonich Park, suggesting potential demand for this service.

The City consulted the local residents in the decision-making process regarding the
potential for an enclosed dog exercise area and subsequently, the engagement
sought to understand the thoughts and ideas on design and equipment preferences
within the proposed dog exercise space, particularly those living in proximity to the
park and regular users.

Submission

N/A
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Report

Radonich Park was identified as a suitable location based on AMEP criteria,
including dog population density, housing profile, park usage, and accessibility. With
88 registered dogs within 250 metres at the time of consultation, Radonich Park is
well-positioned to serve the local dog owning community.

Community consultation was undertaken through:
e Online and hardcopy surveys

o Written submissions via emalil

e Phone feedback.

To encourage patrticipation, the City distributed:

o 520 letters to residents within 250 metres of Radonich Park

e An e-newsletter to 1,913 registered users of Comment on Cockburn in
surrounding suburbs

« Signage with QR codes at Radonich and Jan Hammond Parks

e A dedicated project page on the Comment on Cockburn website.

The City received 131 submissions during the consultation period, including online
and hardcopy surveys, emails, and phone feedback. The key findings are outlined
below:

Strong Community Support

e 75% of respondents supported the proposed enclosed dog exercise park

e Support was primarily based on improved access to dog facilities, increased
safety, and benefits for dog health and socialisation.

Local Use and Engagement

e 77% of respondents live within 500 metres of Radonich Park. 72 out of 98 from
this group of respondents (78%) were in support of the dog exercise park

e 71% of respondents currently use the park to exercise or socialise their dogs

e 39% of respondents use the park daily

e 89% of respondents own a dog.

Design and Safety Preferences

Strong preference for separate areas for large and small dogs. Key features
requested included:

e Shade and water access

e Dog walk, tunnel, A-frame, and bar jump equipment

e Self-closing, double-gated entry and exit points.

Concerns Raised

e Impact on current recreational use of the park

e Potential for irresponsible dog owner behaviour

e Suitability of Radonich Park for an enclosed dog area.
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Overall, the consultation indicated a high level of local support for the project and
provided clear guidance on community expectations for design and park
management.

The consultation confirms community demand and supports moving forward with the
enclosed dog exercise park at Radonich Park.

This facility will enhance the amenity of the area, promote responsible dog
ownership, and help meet the goals of the City’s AMEP.

Due to the multi-use and size of the proposed location, only a single dog exercise
area is recommended. Incorporating a small and large dog area may affect other
users of the park, such as schools, sporting clubs and regular users.

Strategic Plans/Policy Implications

Community, Lifestyle and Security

A vibrant healthy, safe, inclusive, and connected community.

» Accessible and inclusive community, recreation and cultural services and facilities
that enrich our community.

* A safe and healthy community that is socially connected.

Listening and Leading

A community focused, sustainable, accountable, and progressive organisation.
* High quality and effective community engagement and customer service
experiences.

Budget/Financial Implications

An amount of $60,000 is currently allocated under OP 6284 6200 000. This funding is
not presently approved or assigned to a Capital Works Budget. It is recommended
that this amount be considered for inclusion in the Mid-Year FY26 Expenditure
Review Committee for construction in late FY26, to support the delivery of objectives
outlined in the Animal Management and Exercise Plan 2020-2025.

Legal Implications

Pursuant to section 31(3A) and (3B) of the Dog Act 1976, the creation of dog off-
leash areas requires an Absolute Majority of Council.

Should the area become a dog exercise area, a period of 28 days of statutory
advertising will commence shortly afterwards.

Following the statutory period, the designated fenced dog exercise area will become
a off-leash area.
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Community Consultation

Significant community consultation was undertaken as outlined in the report and
considered as part of the recommendation.

Risk Management Implications

There is a medium to high risk level to the City’s brand in relation to community
division and criticism around dog management and the creation or alteration of dog
exercise areas.

Advice to Proponent(s)/Submitters

Those individuals who lodged a submission on the proposal have been advised that
this matter is to be considered at the 10 June 2025 Ordinary Council Meeting.

Implications of Section 3.18(3) Local Government Act 1995

Nil

58 of 442

Document Set ID: 12345309
Version: 1, Version Date: 05/06/2025



OCM 10/06/2025 Item 14.1.4 Attachment 1

/‘—Q%

Community Feedback Report

Construction of an Enclosed Dog-Exercise Park —
Radonich Park, Beeliar.

April 2025

www.cockburn.wa.gov.au
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Acknowledgement of Country

The Mayor, Councillors and staff of the City of Cockburn acknowledge the Whadjuk
Nyungar people of Beeliar boodja as the traditional custodians of this land. We pay our
respect to the Elders, past and present.
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Background

The City’s Animal Management and Exercise Plan for 2020-2025 recognises the diverse
needs of dogs, dog owners, and non-dog owners. To accommodate these needs, the City
provides a variety of parks: some are designated as dog-free, while others allow dogs on-
leash or off-leash.

The City currently has five fenced dog exercise parks, all located in the central and eastern
wards. This leaves residents in the western ward without easy access to an enclosed dog
exercise area. To address this issue, the City conducted community consultation regarding
the potential construction of an enclosed dog exercise space at Radonich Park in Beeliar.
This consultation took place from March 4, 2025, to March 28, 2025. The initiative
responded to the demand for more off-leash parks throughout the city and aimed to
ensure that all residents live within a 3km catchment of an off-leash area.

Radonich Park is a neighbourhood-level on-leash park located in Beeliar and is bordered
by Watson Road, Congdon Avenue and Ivankovich Avenue. The park has the following
amenities:

¢ Playground

o Basketball court

e Soccer goals

e Football goals

e Barbecue

¢ Dog pouch stations
e Exercise equipment

The rationale for an enclosed dog-exercise park originates from the City's Animal
Management and Exercise Plan 2020-2025 (AMEP), which was established in 2020 after
thorough community consultation to shape the plan's development.

The consultation showed that only 18 percent of dog owners believe there are enough
fenced areas for dog exercise in the City. Most owners prefer separate spaces for large
and small or timid dogs.

While the City has five enclosed dog parks, they are all situated within the Central and
East Wards, with no dog parks currently servicing the West Ward.

The AMEP also sets criteria for deciding if a location is suitable for a dog park, including:

e Dog owner ratio (a dog park should be considered where there is approximately
3,000 dogs within 5km of a park)

e Demographics (population size, profile, and housing density)

e Current situation of the park (current access to off-leash areas in walking/driving
distance, and current usage of the park)

e Appropriateness of location (size of park, site features, environmental impact,
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accessibility, safety, and proximity to complementary activities for casual
surveillance and shared infrastructure costs)
e Cost (including establishment and maintenance).

Considering the above criteria and the consultation findings, the AMEP suggested
initiating a community consultation to gauge public sentiment regarding the establishment
of an enclosed dog-exercise park at Radonich Park.

This park aligns with the assessment criteria and, if constructed, would introduce a new
enclosed dog-exercise park to service residents and dog owners in the City's West Ward.
This move would ensure that a significant majority of City residents reside within a three-
kilometer radius of a dog park, as depicted in Figure 1 below.

Figure 1 — Existing and proposed dog-exercise parks in the City of Cockburn

At the time of consultation, there were 88 registered dogs within 250 meters of Radonich
Park, suggesting potential demand for this service. The City consulted the local residents
in the decision-making process regarding the potential for an enclosed dog exercise area
and subsequently, the engagement sought to understand the thoughts and ideas on
design and equipment preferences within the proposed dog exercise space, particularly
those living in proximity to the park and regular users.

This document summarises the consultation process and the feedback received.
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Process

Between Tuesday 4 March 2025 and Friday 28 March 2025, the City invited participants to
provide feedback in the following ways:

e Online survey

e Hardcopy survey

e Written submissions via email
e Phone calls.

To raise awareness and encourage input, the City distributed the following
communications about the project:

e Approximately 520 letters posted to residents within 250 metres of Radonich Park

e E-newsletter to 1,913 Comment on Cockburn users in Coogee, Yangebup and
Beeliar

e Signage with QR code at Radonich Park and Jan Hammond Park that linked to the
Comment on Cockburn page

e Project page on the City’'s Comment on Cockburn website

¢ Email and phone calls to stakeholder groups who historically use the park.

During the comment period, the project page on the Comment on Cockburn website
received 738 visits, 117 people provided feedback via the survey, 12 people provided
written feedback via email and we received one hardcopy survey submission.
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Response Demographics

The following demographic data incorporates a combination of surveys completed on and
off-line.

Number of respondents: 118

Suburb of Respondents

Bedliar I 92
Lake Coogee I S

Hamilton Hill B 1
Munster 1 1

Yangebup DN 11
Coogee MW 2
South Lake 1 1
Arwel 011
Coolbellup § 1

Success BE 3

Radonich Park is in the north-west corner of Beeliar and only a short distance from the
southern boundary of Yangebup. The posted letters included some Yangebup addresses
as there are properties across the suburb boundary within 250m of the park. This is a likely
reason for the high representation of responses from Yangebup.

Number of respondents: 118

How far do you live from Radonich Park?

0-250 metres

I -
— F

Maore than 500 metres

=]
L

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
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Number of respondents: 118

Do you have a dog?

mYes = No

Number of respondents:118

How often do you visit Radonich Park?

ey N <5
severatimesaweek I
once aweek [N 7
afew timesa month [ 10
Rarely or never | 11
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Feedback Summary

This summary reflects all feedback received, including survey responses and written
submissions.

e Support for the Proposal:

e 75% of respondents support the potential construction of an enclosed dog exercise
park.

o 25 respondents specifically highlighted improved access to enclosed dog
exercise spaces in the City as a key benefit.

o 15 respondents supported the proposal on the basis that it would improve
the safety of other park users.

e Park Usage and Demographics:

77% of respondents live within 500 metres of Radonich Park.

39% of respondents use the park daily.

89% of respondents own a dog.

71% of respondents currently use Radonich Park to exercise and socialise
their dog.

e Design Considerations and Features:

o A strong preference was expressed for the park to include separate areas for
small and large dogs (24 mentions).

o The four most popular pieces of dog exercise equipment were:

* Dog walk (71 votes)
* Tunnel (56 votes)

=  A-frame (53 votes)
= Barjump (45 votes)

o 36 respondents highlighted the importance of incorporating shade and water
access.

o Self-closing double-gated entry and exit points were mentioned as an
important safety feature by 10 respondents.

e Concerns Raised:
o 15 respondents raised safety concerns:
* 8 related to potential impacts on children using the park.
= 7 related to safety within the enclosed space for both dogs and their
owners.
e General Feedback:

o A common theme was the strong desire to retain Radonich Park as an on-
leash area outside the proposed enclosed space. This would ensure
continued accessibility for recreational users and dog owners who prefer not
to use the fenced area.

O

O O O
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The top three most mentioned reasons for supporting an enclosed dog exercise
area are:*The feedback survey asked, “What are your thoughts on the potential
construction of a fenced dog-exercise area at Radonich Park”. The most common
responses supporting the potential construction have been themed and identified below.

1. An enclosed dog exercise space at Radonich Park would improve the accessibility to an
enclosed dog park within the City (26 mentions)
“Great idea. There is no option for off leash dog exercise in the area closest being
jerovis bay beach. Would be great to have option within neighborhood. Radonich part is
a busy park muchly used by local community. It is very underutilized and addition of dog
enclosed area is fantastic”

2. An enclosed dog-exercise space would increase safety for dogs and other users of the
park and its current services (18 mentions)
“Brilliant idea - so needed! Too many people walk their dogs off lead at the park and
construction of this area would mean more safety for all.”

3. Having an enclosed dog park would provide healthy benefits and increased
socialisation opportunities for dogs (9 mentions).
“I think it's a great idea. As a larger dog owner, it would be nice to socialise him off lead
where other responsible dog owners do the same.”

The top three most mentioned reasons respondents oppose an enclosed dog-
exercise space include:

*The feedback survey asked, “What are your thoughts on the potential construction of a
fenced dog-exercise area at Radonich Park”. The most common responses opposing the
potential construction have been themed and identified below.

1. Suitability and location of the park (15 mentions)
“I think that there are other parks which are less utilised and more suited to this.”

2. Fears that an enclosed dog-exercise park would increase the number of users not
adhering to the current on-leash rules and not cleaning up after their dogs (12
mentions)

“No No No we do not want to loose any part of Radonich park for a specific dog area.
Its fine as it is for people to exercise their dogs on leash and pick up their waste. If you
fence an area it will become a cesspit the same as other offlead dog areas where
owners let them run around and crap and pee without owners picking up their waste.
LEAVE our park alone! Been using the park for 20 years and want to continue using it
with my grandchildren. Find some wasteland and convert that instead of stuffing up our
current amenities.”

3. Concerns that an enclosed dog-exercise park would disrupt the current recreational
nature and use of Radonich Park (12 mentions).
“Not really interested as | like the area as is very multi purpose and broad space for lots
of different people.”
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The top three features’ participants would like to see if constructed include:

The feedback survey asked, “Are there any specific safety or design considerations that
are important to you?” The most common responses have been themed and identified
below.

1. Separate areas for small and large dogs (24 mentions)

2. Water stations for owners and dogs (19 mentions)
3. Shaded areas for dogs and owners (17 mentions).
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Participant Responses to Survey Questions

Of the 131 responses received online and via hardcopy feedback forms 75% of people
supported the potential construction. 25% of people did not support the potential
construction of an enclosed dog exercise area.

Number of Respondents: 118

*Incorporates online and hardcopy feedback forms only

How do you currently use Radonich Park?

<\

u | use the playground

u | use Radonich Park to exerdse
| use Radonich Park to socialise and exercise my dog
| use Radonich Park for sports and/or Leisure

m Other

What size is your dog?
Of the 104 responses received, 29 respondents have a small sized dog, 50 respondents
have a medium sized dog, and 31 respondents have a large sized dog.
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What fun features or equipment would you like to see for your dog(s)?

*Incorporates online and hardcopy feedback forms only
** Respondents were able to select up to four options.

Number of respondents: 95

Equi t Ooti Number of
quipment Option Votes
; ﬂ ; 72
Dog Walk
‘I"‘Lkl 57
Tunnel
Ah ”
A-Frame
| | 44
Bar Jump
== "
Paws Table
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Weave Spikes

32

Tyre Jump

What are your thoughts on the potential construction of a fenced dog-
exercise area at Radonich Park?

Number of respondents: 118

*Incorporates online and hardcopy feedback forms only

*Responses could be themed more than once

Number of
DlEGTES Mentions
Solely reiterated their support for the proposal 33
Support the proposal as it would improve the accessibility of access to an
enclosed dog park within the City. 26
Supports the proposal on the potential for an enclosure to increase safety
for dogs and other park users and its services. 18

Concerns about the suitability of the park and/or location within the park. 15
Concerns about the effect an enclosed dog park would have on
increasing the number of users of the park who do not respect current

rules and clean up after their dogs. 12
Concerns around the effect an enclosed dog park would have on the
current recreational use of the park and the disruption to users. 12
Supports the proposal based on the potential benefits of increased
socialisation opportunities for their dogs 9
Respondents highlighted the need for separate areas of the enclosure for
big dogs and small dogs. 8
page 13
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Concerns about the presence of an enclosed dog park and its effect on
parking issues due to an influx of people utilising the park 4

Single Mention Items (themes mentioned once amongst the feedback for this
question).

e Identified the need for CCTV at the park due to a potential influx of users

¢ Noted the need for the enclosure not to be overcrowded with equipment options to
avoid crowding and avoid potential hazards

e Solely reiterated their stance against the proposal.
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What is your main concern in regard to a fenced dog-exercise area at
Radonich Park?

Number of respondents: 24

*Incorporates online and hardcopy feedback forms only

Number of

Themes Mentions
The impact on other users and children's safety using the park 8
Concerns around the preservation of the current recreational space
Concerns around safety within the enclosure

Fears around responsible ownership and leaving mess

Concerns that an enclosure will increase the prevalence of users not
adhering to the current on-leash rules

Noted the potential increase in contamination due to dog faeces
Concerns about the potential effect on wildlife inhabiting the area
Concerns about the lack of parking

Complaints around the suitability of the park for an enclosure, as well as
concerns about the location of the enclosure within the park 3

o| N~

Wl W | O
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Are there any specific safety or design considerations that are
important to you?
Number of Respondents: 113

*Incorporates online and hardcopy feedback forms only

Separate areas for small and larger dogs 24
The need for water access 19
Shade 17
No specific safety or design considerations 12
Concerns around the need for the enclosure to be located away from the
playground and existing services of the park. 12
Requesting an adequate number of bins and poo bag stations. 9
The need for double-gated entry 7
Community concern around people not continuing to adhere to current on-
leash rules at the park. 7
Appropriate and safe equipment for dogs to use and play on without

harming themselves 7
Mentioned the need for adequate lighting for security and nighttime use. 7
Request for adequate seating 7
There is a need for adequate signage to ensure responsible dog ownership

and control. 5
Opportunity for a sandpit 5
Concerns around the lack of parking and the need to construct more

parking to mitigate any traffic issues 3
Adequate measures to ensure dogs cannot escape, such as chicken wire
around the base, high fences, and fence posts are close together 3
Consider the current natural aesthetic of the park when adding design

elements (for example, tree trunks, hard rocks, tree stumps, and large
branches) 3
The need for a self-closing gate 3
Solely reiterated their disapproval of the construction 2
The need for CCTV in the area with the potential influx of users to the park | 2

Single Mention Items (themes mentioned once amongst the feedback for this
question).

Provide a “dog run” feature whereby one dog can use the feature at a time
Time limit of use of the enclosure

Maintenance to cover additional wear on the grass

A ball library similar to CY O’Connor beach

Chicane openings similar to Yarra Vista Park

Mature trees planted inside the enclosure

A limestone running wall (20m long and 700mm high)
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The idea of making the entire park off-leash
Two entry and exit points

Undercover area for owners for wet weather.
Ensure the fence is sturdy and built to last.
A mix of sand, grass and mulich.

Submissions Received After Close of Engagement

After the engagement period closed, we received an additional 2 written responses via

email.

Number of
Themes Mentions
Concerns around removal of trees 3
Irresponsible ownership and not cleaning up after their dogs 3
Environmental impact concerns if trees were to be removed 2
Concerns about the suitability of the park for an enclosed dog park 2
Fear that loss of wildlife will occur 1
Concerns about effect on house prices in the area 1
Concerns about how the park will be monitored to ensure users are
adhering to rules 1
An enclosed dog-exercise park will exacerbate the issue of bull ants at
the park 1

1
Concerns around the possible risk of disease transmission
Fear that the park will be neglected and decrease the quality of the park | 1

1
Inefficient use of City resources

1
Concerns around disruption to existing services provided at the park
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Next Steps

The City of Cockburn would like to thank the community for their involvement in the
community consultation process for the Construction of an Enclosed Dog-Exercise Park —
Radonich Park, Beeliar.

Community feedback will be taken into consideration, with next steps, as well as any
outcomes or decisions about this project published on the Comment on Cockburn website
when available.

For further information, please contact the City of Cockburn at 08 9411 3444 or email
comment@cockburn.wa.gov
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City of Cockburn
Whadjuk Boodja

9 Coleville Crescent, Spearwood WA 6163,
PO Box 1215, Bibra Lake DC WA 6965
Telephone: 08 9411 3444

Email: Comment@cockburn.wa.gov.au
www.cockburn.wa.gov.au

ABN 27 471 341 209
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Appendix: Submissions Received

Radonich Park, Beeliar — Construction of an
Enclosed Dog-Exercise Park

April 2025

www.cockburn.wa.gov.au
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Participant Responses

Responses are shown as received, and therefore some spelling and grammatical errors

may exist.

Example: Suburb of Residence

Online form and hard copy form responses only.

Atwell

Beeliar

Coogee

Coolbellup

Hamilton Hill

Lake Coogee

Munster

South Lake

Success

Yangebup

Example: How often do you visit Radonich Park?

Online form and hard copy form responses only.

Daily 46
Several times a week | 43
Once a week 7

A few times a month | 10
Rarely or never 12
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Example: How far do you live from Radonich Park?

Online form and hard copy form responses only.

0-250 metres 46

250-500 metres 45

More than 500 metres | 27

Example: How do you currently use Radonich Park?

Online form and hard copy form responses only.

| use the playground 37

| use Radonich Park to exercise 52

| use Radonich to socialise and exercise my dog | 82

| use Radonich Park for sports and/or leisure 30

Other 13

*Respondents were able to select more than one answer

What are your thoughts on the potential construction of a fenced dog exercise

area at Radonich Park?

It is a good idea. | would like to see it in the area alongside Watson Road where there is
plenty of shade from the trees.

As far as | am concerned, an off leash dog exercise area would be very advantageous
for this area.

My observations are that there are quite a number of neighbours who regularly exercise
dogs and themselves in this park.

| think it's a great idea. Parking might be an issue

| am ok with this. | just hope that people respect the rest of the park. My dog is reactive
so cannot use the park, but | would like to feel safe walking my dog in the remainder of

We need more rangers to keep an eye on ON LEASH parks, as there are plenty of off
leash areas that people can go to.
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Over due ammenity that is a good use of the space and will allow those with dogs to
exercise them

| would love this but it needs to be in the correct location- not disrupting the oval

All my kids are playing in the park. The kids of my friends are playing there and
exercising weekly. | do not agree with the construction of a fenced dog area as it is
mostly used by humans. The dogs can play in other parts of the Cockburn district or the
beach. Most dog owners are not taking enough responsibility to use the leash on their
dogs, imagine the mess with the enclosed area in Radonich Park. No more kids playing,
just dogs barking.

I think it is a great idea, as more people are having dogs as pets the need for a
designated fenced dog play area grows

Love this. It would be great to have a sectioned areas where dogs can be off lead and
socialise and play more freely.

| think this will be a great idea provided it's not over crowded with equipment and | find
this can become a hazard for pets. The parks that fence the whole park and allow dogs
off lead | think are the best so there is enough free space.

Positive and required to support local residents and families as no other dog parks within
5klm radius but there are plenty of other parks and playgrounds.

It depends on the size and location of the area to be fenced.

If the whole park is to be enclosed in a dog-proof fence and given over primarily to to the
recreation of off-leash dogs, then | would object very much. The potential to attract
more dogs than is currently the case would increase the potential for more dog waste,
ground disturbance and physical disturbance to human users of the park.

The park already appears to be successfully available to a fair number of dogs for
activities involving leashed walks, informal off-leash activities and even a training school.
All of this activity is currently well under control in a way that doesn't diminish my
enjoyment of the park or block me out of it. Consequently | strongly support leaving
things just as they are.

| think it would be a great idea. We have to go all the way to hamond Park for a dog park
and the oval doesn't always get used for its intended purpose

Don’t want the wildlife / birds to be too disturbed .. lots of black cockatoos who roost
around the trees at radonich as well as many other types of birds. Would prefer for a dog
park to be at Visko Park.

| think it is a great, safe option for letting dogs off leash

| think it is a great idea.

i think it's a great idea. the closest enclosed dog park is in success and it's not
convenient to have to drive there all the time. radonich park is large enough to have an
enclosed dog space

GREAT! Anything that's like Jan Hammond would be amazing because that's where |
take my dogs multiple times per week. But | could take them with increased frequency.
Very happy with the idea

Support the idea. | have a dog at home.

It's an excellent idea as a regular to this park | am unable to exercise my dog off of a
leash as the park is too close to the main road and there’s often children in the
playground. There’s nowhere walking distance from where | live that can accomodate for
my dog to play free with other dogs | personally think it's definitely going to be put to
good use. A fenced off area would be great for dogs in the area and especially one
sectioned into a small and large dog space so every dog can be accommodated for.

| think it's a great idea for the community and dog owners. A safe, enclosed and well
managed place for dogs to play and exercise.

Very much in davour
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No | don’t agree that RADONICH Park is a suitable venue for an enclosed dog excercise
area.

Yes - if designed well, would be a welcome addition to the area.

| think this is a great idea. The park is used primarily as a dog park. As a daily dog
walker at the park it would be a great area where dogs could be off leash as there is
nowhere in the immediate area to do this.

There are no sporting events held at the park (football, cricket, soccer, basketball), so
there would be no impact on sporting events and due to the large area all people would
still be able to enjoy for exercise and socialising.

We would love it as we have a dog that can't be taken for a walk or go to this park due to
anxiety. If we are able to see that the fenced park is empty we could put her in there and
know she will be safe and then be able to remove her safely if other dogs arrived. We
really hope this happens. Thanks

| think it would be a great idea as there are always lots of people down there with there
dogs already as well as dog meet ups. This would provide a better space for the dogs
and family’s using the park.

| think that there are other parks which are less utilised and more suited to this

Fence the entire park for a dog exercise area. Apart from the play area for children the
whole park should be fenced. As someone who uses the park regularly to exercise and
to exercise my dog | see very little other use on this space apart from dog walkers. The
odd exercise class on the grass near the play area. Fence it all and create an interactive
agility park.

Great idea. There is no option for off leash dog exercise in the area closest being jerovis
bay beach. Would be great to have option within neighborhood. Radonich part is a busy
park muchly used by local community. It is very underutilized and addition of dog
enclosed area is fantastic

Yea | am in favour of this proposal and see it being a good utilisation of the area. | feel it
will be a focal point to meet locals and socialise dogs.

Very supportive of an additional dog exercise area in the suburb.

I think it would be great to allow my dog to play off leash at a park that’s so close to
home. Ideally it would be nice to have two sections, one for big dogs and one for small
dogs, as my dogs are quite small.

Providing it does not impact, in any way, the activities of current park users then it would
be OK. That is, it won't impact current pathways, or current access to all other Ares of
park.

| do not support the construction of a fenced off dog exercise area. Dog owners do not
respect the current rules. This would encourage more dog owners into the area and
exacerbate the existing problem. The area could be better used for young people in the
area. i.e a BMX pump park or similar.

No No No we do not want to loose any part of Radonich park for a specific dog area. Its
fine as it is for people to exercise their dogs on leash and pick up their waste. If you
fence an area it will become a cesspit the same as other offlead dog areas where
owners let them run around and crap and pee without owners picking up their waste.
LEAVE our park alone! Been using the park for 20 years and want to continue using it
with my grandchildren. Find some wasteland and convert that instead of stuffing up our
current amenities.

I love the idea of having a dog park in the area, as we currently travel to Success to use
their dog park for our dog to socialise and play. Radonich is a great location for this
however, in the same breath, | believe there are some "dead spots" in the estate that
could benefit more from it. One example- the overgrown and derelict space behind
Coles near the train line could be a fantastic option. It would improve the look of that
pocket significantly & It would also help minimise the growing concerns about crime in
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that scrubland. When an area is regularly used for something positive, the negative
activity tends to always move away. Overall, I'm very pleased with the proposal and |
believe the dog park will be well used :)

An enclosed dog park would be a great addition

I's a good idea, but there are potentially better spot available - such as the land along
the train line near the Coles service station

| think a fenced dog excersise park would be a lovely plan to utilise the empty space
within the park

Needed

| think it's a great idea. It's a large space and it’s never fully utilised even when sports
are on

love the idea

| think this will be a poor location choice. | use the park with my young family and dogs
on lead. It is very busy with families and on lead dogs already - this is a recipe for
disaster. | love all the birds that are at this park, the dogs | believe will deter them from
being here so often and nesting in the trees above the proposed location.

Yes Beeliar needs a dog fenced area but | believe the grassed area in the new
development off Watson Road would be a more suitable location.

| would love to see more enclosed off lead dog areas through the city of cockburn. It a
nice added security, also easier to avoid off lead dogs if you dog is not in the mood. And
if they are, you feel safe they cant bolt off anywhere.

The proposal to establish an off-leash dog park in Radonich Park has generated
significant concerns and upset discussions among local residents, particularly at the
community playground. Many people are frustrated with dog owners not adhering to
existing leash regulations, and shifting from a leash-required area to an off-leash park
would unfairly diminish the space available for families and children. Residents chose
this area for its expansive park that supports recreational activities, yet the proposed dog
park would disrupt the space currently used for children's sports and recreational play,
like building bike jumps.

The relocation of local soccer training to a location more than three kilometers away due
to the dog park proposal is particularly troubling for families in a community that heavily
relies on this park for youth activities. Additionally, the increased presence of dogs would
necessitate a reevaluation of safety in a park that is frequently occupied by children.

| support the idea of a fenced dog exercise area at Radonich Park as it would make
better use of the space. The park has great potential, but a large area remains unused.
Additionally, | believe the basketball court should be renewed, as even the net hasn't
been replaced. More CCTV for security would also be a great improvement

Will be a fantastic addittion to the area and allow an alternative to the beeliar oval.

I think this would be fantastic for the community. It will help people with dogs and people
with out utilise the space without having to tell people to put dogs on leads. This way
kids/people (without dogs) and dogs can play happily in seperate areas

Fantastic idea

Fully support a decent sized dog park here.

| am against the addition of a fenced dog park. The addition of a fenced dog exercise
area may increase the incidence of fence-agression and one of the benefits of using this
park to walk our large dog is that there are minimal times there has been any interaction
with dogs off leash. This is important for reducing dog aggression incidences.

I think it's a great idea. As a larger dog owner, it would be nice to socialise him off lead
where other responsible dog owners do the same.

Happy to hear! We need more dog friendly places in Yangebup & Beeliar. Currently | am
only able to walk my dogs on lead around lakes which doesn't give them the exercise
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they really want (running). | just hope that there is a way to have multiple sections (big
dogs then little dogs) as this works at the South lakes dog park.

Yes it's a great idea as we have no where close to take our dog off the lead

Brilliant idea - so needed! Too many people walk their dogs off lead at the park and
construction of this area would mean more safety for all.

I am not in favour of the dog park, | often see people walking their dogs who don’t pick
up after them, this will bring more dogs to the park and | can see people turning a blind
eye to the extra mess this will bring to the park. We have dog off leash beaches
available as well as other dog parks naming Southlakes, Treeby, Fremantle just to name
a few,

As a resident of Beeliar, living in close proximity to Radonich Park, | am extremely
supportive of a fenced dog exercise area. Currently, we are required to drive to an off
leash or enclosed dog park, to exercise our dog, who is highly energetic. | have also
noticed that there are alot of dog owners in the area, and unfortunately, none of the
parks that are walking distance allow for free play. The construction of a fenced dog
exercise area will allow for a safe place for dogs to play and socialise, whilst also being
less disruptive to residents without a dog wanting to exercise in the area. Further, i have
noticed that currently, the park isn't utilised by residents for any major activities,
therefore it would be a good use of the area.

Fantastic idea! We need one closer to us and it makes sense given they do puppy
training on the oval. There are so many dogs that walk around that oval and it would be
a great way for them to socialise.

| believe that this would be a great idea as | currently have to cross stock road to visit
another park to allow my dog to exercise off the lead and there is an abundance of dog
owners that walk their dog at Radonich also that would definitely appreciate the option to
allow their dogs off lead in a dedicated area.

Brilliant. Great idea

| would love that. There is so much space at that park for all types of activities and my
dog would love to have the opportunity to run around without a leash in a safe area. I'm
sure people without dogs will also like it as it minimises the risk of dogs take off leash
from running away outside of the park. My big golden retriever will be so happy for a
park :)

| see a lot of people walking their dogs around Radonich, and a lot of them have no
respect and do not clean up after their dogs. So | think that a fenced dog exercise area
would just bring more people to the park and a lot more dog poopies & which would

not be fun

| think it's a great idea, as my dog is friendly and loves meeting other dogs. But |
understand that other dogs are not social.,

Be good if your a lot stricter on off lead dogs else where

| would rather not have a fenced area for dogs, it would take away vital playing space for
all the kids in the areas, ie soccer and football there is not enough car parking spaces as
majority of people that take their dogs to the park drive and this would create more
traffic. People already do not pick up after their dog. | have already had the experience
twice when another dog was in a lead and attacked my dog and apparently it was an
isolated incident according to the other dogs owner. The cricket nets have been taken
away they should have been replaced.

| want a enclosed dog park here please great idea

| am in favour of a fenced dog exercise area

This would be great as my dogs need somewhere to run as they do t like other dogs
Good idea, but it should be on the Western Boundary

100% happy for this initiative

Think it's a great idea and most welcome - we would use it daily....largely due to several
dog owners in the close vicinity, running their dogs, ( some threatening and aggressive)
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off lead and unsupervised which pose a threat to us, our smaller dogs and our young
grandchildren.

Fantastic idea

Wonderful!

there is already good dog use at this park in the northwest corner, | feel this is the most
suitable location for an exercise area, the site is tree lined and has good natural
undulation for dog agility, it can be constructed to ensure no tree amenity is lost, this is
very important to ensure the equipment is shaded and as natural as possible. it is also
important as there is ample parking in this location.

please don't remove any trees or garden unnecessarily!

| would support this as the owner of a greyhound x deerhound, there are not adequate
secure places to allow off-lead time that are not swamped by unruly dogs poorly
controlled by owners, so | have stopped using jan hammond for example.

We would love to have a fenced dog exercise area at Radonich Park

If people use it correctly it would be great current there a too many off lead dogs at the
park

| have great concerns it will increase if a dog exercise area is built

rangers will need to regularly visit and fine those who do not follow the rules

A fenced dog area is more needed at Beeliar Oval which is used by significantly more
people and groups than Radonich Park. Beeliar Oval is considerably larger and
therefore more important to contain the dogs that are off-leash (as changed by the
Council in the last few years).

Brilliant idea, there are no fenced off dog areas anywhere near the coast. We need more
of this type of facility for our pets because they are crazy and would run out onto the
road without a fencing place.

It would be great and it would be even better if we could duplicate the Jan Hammond
dog enclosures

An enclosure for small dogs and one for large dogs.

Great idea as | have to go further away to other enclosed dog exercise areas.

If it stops the dogs off lead then it is a good thing, depending on location.

Not really interested as | like the area as is very multi purpose and broad space for lots
of different people

| would absolutely love a fenced dog park in this location. There are many dogs that visit
Santich Park, often while sports training is on, and | would much prefer to go somewhere
that I'm not impacting on their turf. In my experience there are lots of well behaved small
dogs that would benefit from having a safe fenced in area to play.

great idea so long as there is a separate large and small dog area

This is a fantastic idea. There aren't enough dog parks as it is, we currently drive to Jan
Hammond, or use the school at Hammond Park Primary. A few areas that can be
partitioned for non-social dogs isn't a bad idea. Rescue dogs need exercise, too, it's not
their fault they have been mistreated.

| would love this. It would mean more accessibility for me to give my dog a chance to run
off lead in an enclosed environment. The other off lead parks are a little too far for me.
A fenced area would be good at this park

| don’t want it on lvankovich Ave better over on Condong Ave needs to not be on same
side as playground

Yes, please!

The construction of the fenced dog excercise area will be perfect for socialising while the
kids are playing on the playground and we can also have our dogs in a secured area to
play. Separating the kids and dogs is safer for everyone.

I love this idea. | have been trying to follow up on the construction of this dog park with
the council for months (with no reply). | would love to see this be constructed as we visit
the park with our dog every day and the closest enclosed dog park from us is Hammond
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Park. It's a good 10-15mins drive and doesn’t have much shade for the dogs or humans
nor does it have much seating for humans.

I's a brilliant idea and a great use of space for some of the park. It would make a huge
difference to the ability to socialise our dogs safely. There are so many dogs in the area
and as the sun goes down there are always loads of families, dogs and kids down at the
park sharing the space on either the playground, in the field and around people playing
football, cricket, soccer and others having a picnic. It would be a very welcome addition
for our family and dog and it'd be very well used!

Great idea. We need more dog parks in the area to reduce crowding at existing off-leash
dog areas.

Bad idea. It will ruin the park. | exercise there most days running around and through the
park. My kids use the playground a couple times a week. A fenced dog area will ruin the
experience, lead to more dog faeces in the area and make it unsafe for young children.
It would be most beneficial to have this enclosed area, as | have a small dog but always
on lead and | would be more comfortable walking my dog around the perimeter if other
dogs were in a confined area and able to run free. | have not being going lately or
chose my timing as there have been a growing number of off lead dogs around the park
| do not think an enclosed dog park is a sound idea. They is ample research to say that
these parks are not good for dog development or aggression. They will cause more dog
behavior issues and are a risk for both dog and human injury. The current on leash
arrangement is excellent.

Good idea

A fenced exercise area for dogs would be an excellent addition to Radonich Park. | bring
my daughter here to play every single day and it can be stressful when people have their
dogs off the lead, and there is always several dogs at the park at all times of the day. An
enclosed area would encourage these people to keep their dogs in a safe space away
from the playground. Also would be a great place for us to bring our dogs

good idea lots of dogs in area but no off lead areas

I think it's an amazing idea, we travel to Jan Hammond dog park because it’s the closest
to us that’s the nicest.

Something closer to home would be great!

| would love a fenced dog park so that my dog can exercise off lead and socialise with
other dogs.

This is a great idea. For those to have their dog off lead. For those who have reactive
dogs can still go to the park

very good idea as no nearby dog parks they are all 10+ minutes drive. Also no off lead
dog areas nearby but many dogs in the area.

yes! do it! it's so close to home and having a fenced off area would be so beneficial
because we have many dogs in the neighbourhood. this park has so much room and
would be very good for the space to be used appropriately.

| completely AGREE! What a fantastic idea - my dog would love and greatly appreciate a
dog exercise area as there isn’t many in the Beeliar area.

| am so excited because it will make my dog happy, definitely YES to this idea, please
do it

Would be a great addition as other parks | visit are a lot further away.

| don’t like the idea of it. We love to walk there because it is quiet and peaceful. We like
the bird life especially the black red tail cockatoos that nest there in the evenings. A dog
park would disturb these birds. There is also insufficient parking near there.

| am against a fenced dog exercise area

| would love to have one there as it's walking distance from my house. Currently go to
Jan Hammond Park which is a 10mins drive. Seperate park for big and small dogs as it's
safer. Preferably with shade from the trees like at Jan Hammond.
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That would be amazing, we have to drive all the way to Cockburn to use the one over
there.

Also, the Radonich park lawn is just full of bindii and other prickly grass, so we can only
use the footpaths.

| believe a fenced dog park will make the park more accessible for people who are
willing to train or exercise their pets in a safe and secure environment. it will create a
sense of security and help owners to ensure the safety of their pets and others around
them.

Fenced dog areas encourage lazy dog owners. The ofter enter with dogs that are not
trained and think there is no consequence as the area is fenced. Also there is a
tendency to not watch their pet, and instead concentrate on their phones, often missing
their pets go to the toilet.

This week | walked through the fenced dog area at Jan Hammond, and counted over 10
piles of dog mess, most of it looked fresh also.

The council should be investing in more off leash unfenced areas for everyone to use
such as beeliar oval.

Also, it appears once the areas are designated dog areas they get neglected by the
council, often going weeks without being maintained, grass cut etc.

There are multiple fenced dog parks available but not enough off leash unfenced. The
fenced parks cause issues as people sit down and let their dogs roam and don't watch
them to pick up after them, ensure they socialise correctly etc. At least with off leash
dogs are watched and owners are paying attention

Great idea but needs to be a seperate small dog and large dog area.
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Do you support the potential construction?

Online form and hard copy form responses only.

Yes 95

No 23

What is your main concern in regards to a fenced dog-exercise area at Radonich
Park?

More dogs in the park that is great for kids.

I think all my concerns are adequately addressed in my first written response.

Not enough parking for people with dogs, will disturb the wildlife (construction and the
amount of people who will use it).

The Park is used by many people and groups and should be kept fir children in the area
due to the growing population due to all the building in the area

This will displace children, South Coogee PS and local sporting groups who use the oval
to play sport

| think the council should consider a BMX pump track like in Yangebup; it would be a
proactive step by the council to address the ongoing antisocial behaviour of young
people in Beeliar

1. I think it would be a very small lobby group, either external or internal or both to
Cockburn City that are pushing for this.

2. It won't stop people having unleashed dogs on the oval.

3. An exact map of planned location would allow me to better understand the exact
impacts on current users.

The impact on families currently using the area, along with the impact on the abundant
bird life residing and visiting the trees around the park.

Cesspit and reduces our access to the park which we have enjoyed for the past 20
years. | have no problem with people exercising their dogs on leash and picking up their
waste. Plenty of dog owners need the exercise too instead of sitting on a bench sipping
soy chai latte's while their dogs frolick about dropping landmines in the grass......

As someone with a young family that uses the playground and oval space, we have
already had multiple issues with dogs off lead at this park. The dog exercise area will
only attract more dog users and | worry how many will continue to ignore the correct
rules. | don’t believe a dog park should be where the playground is. | love the idea of a
dog park in Beeliar, | just don’t think this is the best location for it.

Safety: Potential risks to children from off-leash dogs.

Community Feedback: Upset discussions among residents at the playground.

Sports Impact: Relocation of local soccer activities due to space constraints.

Parking Issues: Increased congestion and limited parking during events.

Alternative Location: Suggestion so we can vote where best fits in our community
Community Needs: Preservation of family-friendly recreational space.

Dog Behavior: Concerns about increased issues with dogs in children's play areas.
Consultation: Need for more community input before making a decision.

Increased incidences of dog aggression and dogs off leash

| have been doing some research and | found....

Off leash dog parks are the most contaminated places of dog fecal matter, dog parks
have approximately 127.23gms of dog poop per hectare. Without a hard dog park policy
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to double down on rules the implementation of waste stations and park inspections
becomes inconsistent.

See above

Dog parks are a free for all for untrained dogs, where and will still be off leash in the rest
of the park.

See last response

Beeliar Oval is a significantly larger space and used by more people/groups and
therefore in more need of a fenced dog area than Radonich Park to protect the
residents/children that use Beeliar Oval.

Reducing the useable area

Ruin the park. Increased dog faeces. Higher risk of dog attacks as more dogs will be in
the area in general. Not all people like dogs, some are scared of them making this park
unusable.

Dog behaviour issues and injuries as a result.

Not enough parking. Noise of dogs barking close to our house. Dogs disturbing the bird
life there.

Pose and smell, potential loose dogs

As mentioned above, when the area is fenced it gives pet owners the feeling they are
not responsible for their pets actions and behaviours.

People not watching their dogs or picking up after them

Do you own a dog?

Online form and hard copy form responses only.

Yes 104

No 14

What size is your dog?

Online form and hard copy form responses only.

Small 29
Medium 49
Large 31

What fun features or equipment would you like to see for your dog?
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Online form and hard copy form responses only.

Tunnel 57
A-Frame 53
Dog Walk 71
Tyre Jump 32
Weave Spikes 35
Paws Table 36
Bar Jump 44

*Respondents were able to select up to 4 options

Are there any specific safety or design considerations that are important to you?

Sturdy and built to last so of good quality.
Separate but adjoining areas for large and smaller dogs.
N/A

Double gating for safety. As long as near basketball area it will be away from Watson
road which is busier with buses and traffic, new houses will not want constant cars
parking there.

Feature a dog run for 1 dog only or multiple of same

Family). Time limit of 15-20mins and a long run so they can play fetch etc. This will
encourage owners with dogs to not use the park as off leash area and ensure dogs who
are not sociable or scared of other dogs can exercise.

Small and large separate areas

| prefer the Radonich park the way it is. With kids playing and dogs on leash.

clean water access for the dogs to drink

Not really

Not over crowded with equipment

Separate area for large dogs

| think all my concerns are adequately addressed in my first written response.

There needs to be signage dog owners to take responsibility for their dogs actions and
to make it a safe playing environment

Unknown

Double gate entry

Would like a bit of shade

the dog park to be located in the right spot on the park, to not take away from kids
playing and other users walking around and exercising

Shade - like Jan Hammond Dog Park. Hoping it would be along Watson Road where it's
not just dead flat ground. Also please put in seating. The council seems to think that
irresponsible people sit on chairs. Irresponsible people are already like that. The good
people at Jan Hammond bring their own chairs, and clean up their dogs' poop!
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Shade

Water tap

Separate play areas for big and small dogs Lots of space for the bigger dogs to be able
to have a long stretch to run with each other.

Maybe a sandpit more needed than the jumps and activities for the big dog area when
thinking of my dog personally she just likes to run and play without obstacles.

Not really. Other than suitable materials used that don’t deteriorate or break up in a way
that can cause injury to dogs or people, e.g., sharp edges or parts that can be
swallowed.

Separate area for large dogs

Children safety comes first including my grandchildren who | take to the park on a
regular basis. Many dog owners are inconsiderate and let their dogs off leash despite
many signs saying they should be on a leash

- Adequate Lightning for Security (Important)

- Additional Car Parks

- More than 1 water station for dogs

- Sand pit specifically for dogs to dig (Baldivis Enclosed Dog Park is well designed
example)

- Hard Rocks, Tree Trunks etc to blend in with current area aesthetic.

- Undercover shelter for owners in Winter/Rain and plenty of trees to shade in
Summer/Heat (this is where Briggs Street lacks)

- If possible, have two sections for large and small dogs but with a visible fence in
between to allow them to safely interact. (Having a larger dog myself, this helps to
encourage safe socialisation with smaller dogs that would not otherwise get to interact
with). Byford Dog park does well with this.

| believe a water fountain for dogs would be required. A separate large and small dog
area.

Just that it is fenced and maybe fenced on in multiple parts so more dogs can feel safer
in there

Have seperate big & small dog areas with a bench for people. Bins with poo bags at
entrance/exits to dog exercise areas.

If you build one it must have a self-closing gate, you will need to construct adequate
parking (especially as there is ongoing development along Watson Road), ensure
adequate lighting and install CCTV

Equipment that cannot be misused my goons on motorbikes or scooters. Equipment that
can be used by all sizes and age range.

Self closing double entry gates with in-between area

A few seats would be nice. Mutiple bins to be not at the entrance to avoid the pong
when entering/exiting and stations for bags.

Shaded areas

Two sections to separate big dogs and small dogs. Also ensure the distance between
fence posts is close enough to ensure that small dogs cannot fit through the gaps. | have
noticed that other city of cockburn fenced dog parks have fence posts that allow small
dogs to fit through.

| walk my dog on a leash. It minimises the risk of any negative interactions. It's a dog, it's
happy, it's loved.

If it is to be at the southern end, this is the main carpark and entrance area for a large
number of people. You have carpark, footpath access, bbqg area, playground and
exercise equipment, put it somewhere that isn't used by current users!

The western side, the low gully. OR The eastern side between road and footpath is not
used at all.
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Bicycle pump track please. Our young people need more amenities in the area. Dogs
are more than provided for in the City of Cockburn. No to any form of fenced off dog
area or changes to the current on-leash rules.

Yes, do not build it in our Radonich park.

Keep dogs on leashes and keep our park open for all.

| believe it's important to have separate sections for small dogs and large dogs. As a
regular user of dog parks, I've found that this option helps prevent accidents between
dogs and reduces conflicts among residents.

Providing suitable shade and waste disposal facilities.

It would be good if there were multiple fenced areas for dogs to be off leash but seperate
to smaller / bigger dogs. Also would not want this to interfere with current sporting
activities at the park

Perhaps refrain from making the structures too tall for accessibility to smaller dogs
Double access gates to minimise a dog getting out while someone is coming in

None

n/a

When implementing a dog park | think there should be a small dog and large dog
specific areas.

A shaded area to avoid the sun and dogs to cool down.

Location is unfair on all those who currently have property in the area. There are multiple
close locations that need TLC where they can build one.

| am unaware of the safety standards and regulations regarding this. My main concern is
the safety of people in the park

discourage snakes.

Gated area, water bowls and fountains for dogs

Poo bags

Seating for people

Water fountain

If it does go ahead it is important to have a double gate to reduce the likelihood of dogs
manoeuvring out of the enclosed space. Also a fence that has some sort of coverage to
reduce fence-agression incidences

Fresh water facilities for both owner and dog, shaded areas for rest and poo bags

It would be important to include shaded areas, more drinking water options for the dogs
as | find mine personally don't like drinking from the containers. If there was a way to
incorporate a running stream or shallow puddle style fountain then u think my dogs
would actually use that. Being able to have seperate areas for large and small dogs is
very helpful, as | own both large and small dogs | see it from both sides.

One side for large dogs one side for smaller dogs

seats for owners inside the area

N/A

Adequate signage to prevent aggressive dogs from socialising in the dog park freely and
to ensure that owners are in control of their dog (for the most park) as i have noticed alot
of careless and inconsiderate dog owners in some dog parks.

Include shade area.

Grass area looked after and mowed frequently - less potential for snakes to hide

As there is in place at off leash parks - signage that clearly states that they must be able
to have full control and recall of their dogs off lead.

Seperate small and large dogs

A dog water bowl and the park to be placed further away from the childens park as some
dogs might scare childen

Not really. Just long enough for a dog to run.

People not paying attention to their dogs, ending up fighting or scaring anxious dogs.

Do want the construction
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Needs shaded areas and park benches and needs to be patrolled for security and safety
from aggressive dogs and people

No

You are proposing to install it on the Southern side of the park, | believe it should be on
the western boundary away from the children's swings and bbq area.

And why do they need equipment to keep them entertained??

Most owners take there dogs there to defecate only and anywhere.

Water within the enclosure

We would not want anything that would be too high off ground posing a fall risk, as back
issues are a consideration for our smaller dogs.

Nope

consider utilising natural elements, an old stump from a felled tree can be just as
effective and safe as a constructed platform, as can a large branch used from within the
council area. a sand pit or dig zone could be beneficial. retain all trees on the site build
around existing trees and gardens retain natural landscape

Large enough, clear area, without obstacles, to allow free running. Poo bag holders,
water stations and high fencing.

Shaded area and water available

Two entry/exit points

Yes, it's important to me that dogs off leash are separated from young children in
particular. Since the Council changed a number of parks to off-leash parks, my children
have been too intimidated to use the parks as often as we used to. Many owners do not
control their dogs or respect that others may be afraid of their dog.

Shade

A lot of seating for people to sit and chat

Sand pit, water trough, shade.

Double gates. Location well away from current playground area.

Lots of extra auto filling water bowls

Regular maintenance of the grounds so that holds are filled quickly and so not pose a
possible tripping hazard.

If it was possible to have the area bisected, so non-social dogs can be kept separate if
there are other people there. We have rescue dogs who still deserve to exercise even
though they were mistreated when they were small. We don't want them to scare other
people's dogs, though.

Nope, just hoping there will be an area for small dogs only.

Where at the park will the fenced area be located?

Will the area be irrigated and turfed? Will maintenance be increased to cover additional
wear of the grass?

Dog fountain with drink bowils.

Will there be a consideration of lighting similar to Jan Hammond? Mesh fencing instead
of pool fencing for small dogs.

Chicane openings similar to Yarra Vista.

Not mulched like Yarra Vista.

Poo bags

Lights for night time use of the park

Self closing gate.

| would love to see more shade for both dogs and humans. Along with more lighting and
seating for humans. | would love a seperate park for the large dogs and facilities for poo
bags and bin.

Not necessarily the inclusion of a water bowl would be greatly appreciated by my
doggo & us

Mature trees

A mix of grass, sand and mulch - not just all grass
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Seating

Lighting so we can use the dog park at cooler times of day during summer

Enough bins, preferably inside the park rather than outside so that lazy people dont
leave their dog poop everywhere

Large enough so that dogs have space to run around and dont get too aggrivated being
at close proximity

Multiple water stations

Natural obstacles, not just plastic that stinks and stains when dogs pee on it

One of those ball libraries that are at CY O'Connor dog beach

Don't build it

Have an on leash park is important to me as someone with a reactive dog who requires
exercise. It is nice to feel safe in Radonich park with no dogs loose running up to us with
bad recall.

A safe zone for timid dogs

A high fence to stop dogs from jumping. And far away from the playground.

Water drinking bowl

Having a small breed section and larger breed of dog section would be amazing
Having shade trees in a dog park is really important

No

small and large breed area. Water bowls

nothing sharp so it can cut the dogs paws when they are using the equipment. make
sure it is secure so nothing is taken by horrible thieves

No

Would like to see all of the equipment listed to be put in place as well as a running wall
(limestone wall at least 20m long to run along and about 700mm high)

Just don’t build it there - it's not a suitable park. I'm tired already of people having off
lead dogs there already. The one at Hammond Park is removed a bit from

The houses and footpaths.

No

Shade from tress. Seperate big and small dogs. Chicken wire around bottom of the
fence like at Jan Hammond. Otherwise my dog can fit through the bars.

A separate enclosed area for small dogs, double pool gate.

equipment that is suited to any and all breeds and sizes of dogs. the equipment should
promote positive enrichment for the animals while also making it easy and risk free for
owners and animals to use.

Maybe install good lighting, cameras and make people accountable for their pets
behaviors

Make it non fenced off leash only

Two seperate areas for small and large dogs is a must. And water outlets.

Sturdy and built to last so of good quality.

Separate but adjoining areas for large and smaller dogs.

N/A

Double gating for safety. As long as near basketball area it will be away from Watson
road which is busier with buses and traffic, new houses will not want constant cars
parking there.

Feature a dog run for 1 dog only or multiple of same

Family). Time limit of 15-20mins and a long run so they can play fetch etc. This will
encourage owners with dogs to not use the park as off leash area and ensure dogs who
are not sociable or scared of other dogs can exercise.
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Written Submissions

Responses

To whom it may concern.

Firstly as a rate-payer of a Cockburn with over 40 years of combined residency in this
shire , i am disappointed with the 3 very small signs at Radonich park, detailing how the
city of Cockburn is asking for feedback on a fenced dog exercise park. You would have
to be 3 feet close up to read the notice, so how can anybody driving past even know
what it is about. In this day and age of communications i would have thought a simple
letter, email, to ALL the rate payers, informing of what action to be had and "THE COST
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Secondly, if it does proceed WHY should ratepayers who do not have dogs have to fork
out money for the small minority who do .....

Thirdly, what about carparking , on Sunday mornings with the dog grooming and training
class's, the amount of people who park on the verge, and some have their cars
extended out to the footpath obstructing pedestrian, and the disabled .......

Lastly, the dogs seem to have more benefits than people... Radonich park is a beautiful
recreation for everybody, its has it all , eg playgrounds for the kiddies, sporting field,
exercising bench, water tap, barbeque facility ...... Sadly the one thing it does not have is
toilet amenities......| often wonder how do people , especially the elderly relieve
themselves in a emergency.......... OK for the dogs to lift a leg and piddle on any
structure or just poo on the grass anywhere as long as the owners pick up their poo, but
heyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyy want amount us humans......Talk about health and safety,
seems the dogs are better off.......

In my opinion if money has to be spent in my shire on improving any areas or topics
good, but pleaseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee think of the human factor, and add a teaspoon
of common sense

| dont want a dog park across the road from my house. It would be bad for safety for
school kids at south coogee school. There are lots of birds that call the park home and it
would be dangerous for them as well. Put it back to old ways. Put back the signs to
advise people to have dogs on leads-no golf clubs-no motorbikes. This has gone on
long enough

Resident

Ivankovich avenue

Good morning,

| would like to see more fenced dog parks in Beeliar, expecially at Visko Park. Most of
my neighbours who walk their dogs at Visko would like to see part of it fenced off. |
have been walking my dogs for many at Visko Park and would love to be able to let
them run safely in a fenced area.

Please give it some consideration.

| was going to make comments but none of the links in the email you sent me work.
Having this park fenced off is a great idea provided it's the entire park and not just a
small section inside the park.

Talk to any professional dog trainer worldwide and they will all tell you the last place you
ever want to take your dog is inside a fenced dog park.

This is where 99% of all dog fights happen because it's a completely unnatural
environment for them.

Dogs Who attend these parks regularly become very protective of what they consider to
be their own space and any new dog that comes along who is not welcome is often
attacked. On top of this people who attend regularly don't pay any attention to their
dogs, sit around talk drink wine and don't control their dogs properly. At least that's been
my experience when my dog was a puppy and | didn't know any better.

So in summary yes put a fence around the park which would also make it safe for

children, provide plenty of closeble gates and keep the entire area free from the fear of a
child or dog running onto the road.

page 19

Document Set ID: 12345309 96 of 442
Version: 1, Version Date: 05/06/2025



OCM 10/06/2025 Item 14.1.4 Attachment 2

Hi
| think this an excellent innitiative and fully support it.

The survey link never worked

With respect to the proposed enclosed dog park there are a number of reasons | would
oppose this move in this park:

1. The idea of having an enclosed area for all dogs is

unrealistic as large and small dogs together is unmanageable and potentially quite
dangerous.

2. The proposed site would cause stress to the Black cockatoos who feed and nest in
the area.

3. The management of the area at the moment is not good as many people walk dogs
off lead and no monitoring prevents this practise.

4. | have used many dog parks in Perth and have never seen one which does not
separate large and small dogs.

Whoever has suggested this mix does not understand dog behaviour.

4. An enclosed dog park would restrict the daily use of the park with many families with
babies and small children which occurs now.

Bad idea Cockburn.

There’s been a lot of talk among locals about the proposal for an off-leash dog park in
Radonich Park. | am writing to you as a concerned resident regarding the proposal for
an off-leash dog park in Radonich Park. As members of this community, we want to
ensure that the interests and needs of all residents, particularly those involving children
and families, are adequately addressed before any decisions are finalized.

We have outlined our primary concerns regarding this proposal, along with solutions for
other areas that could benefit the community in multiple ways:

- Already a dog Dog Exercise Area 1.2km away & would cover a 3km radius. According
to the website this location was chosen based on its distance from existing dog parks,
which would make it accessible to most residents within a 3km radius of an off-leash
area. However, it's important to clarify that there is already a Dog Exercise Area at 40
Birchley Road, Yangebup WA 6164, which is well within that 3km catchment—
specifically, just 1.2 km away by driving, according to Google Maps, and even shorter
than that for walking.

- **Safety and Recreation**: An off-leash area may compromise the safety of children
who frequently use the park for play and sports activities. The existing park space
serves as a vital area for these activities, which could be negatively impacted by dog
access.

- **Local Feedback**: Several residents have expressed their frustration and discontent
with the proposal during community gatherings, especially at the playground,
highlighting the need for further discussion. More options need to be given.

- **Impact on Sports Activities**: The relocation of local soccer training to a different
location over three kilometers away due to this proposal is alarming, as it reduces
accessibility for families engaged in youth sports. We have multiple children who utilize
the entire oval, including the creek line part, for various activities, such as building bike
jumps._lt is very disheartening that soccer training has been moved to over a 3km
radius, and other sports may also be affected to accommodate the off-leash park—
hopefully, we can find a way to bring soccer back to our community in the future months
and maintain the current football programs.
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- **Parking Issues**: The current limited parking situation during after-school hours could
worsen with the addition of an off-leash dog park, leading to potential congestion and
problems like inappropriate parking practices on grass and sidewalks. With many dog
owners likely using the park before and after work, we need to consider additional
parking solutions to prevent gridlock in the area without blocking roadways or creating
hazards. If the park remains here, there will be a need for new car bays to accommodate
traffic during peak periods.

- **Alternative Location**: We propose reconsidering the underutilized area behind the
Coles building for the dog park. This location would not only enhance the
neighborhood's appearance but also create a safer environment while reducing the
current illegal behavior that is being reported there. The ample running space could be
designed for dogs’ needs and contribute positively to the community. Alternatively, if the
council could suggest other similar areas that would fit a dog park, we would welcome
that input.

- **Community Needs**: The proposal does not align with the community's desire to
preserve family-friendly recreational areas and activities, facilitating a harmonious
environment for all, especially when multiple other locations could use the funding to
become community-friendly areas.

- **Assessment of Dog Behavior**: There are legitimate concerns regarding dog
behavior in a space heavily used by children, warranting careful evaluation of potential
risks associated with an off-leash dog park. What type of measures will be put in place
to support safety, particularly as not much is currently done for those without their dogs
on leashes when reported?

- *Importance of Community Consultation**: There is a pressing need for more
extensive community input and the consideration of alternative locations before finalizing
the dog park decision.

Given the significant implications of establishing an off-leash dog park in Radonich Park,
we respectfully request your feedback and responses to our concerns before the
community feedback deadline. Understanding the council’s stance on these matters will
greatly assist residents in voicing their opinions and ensuring a well-rounded discussion
on this proposal.

We are including in this correspondence our local MPs, who are connected with the
community and have heard our concerns regarding this choice of location. Please kindly
forward your feedback to us, as we, as a community, would like to see full answers
addressing our concerns.

In conclusion, we believe there are more suitable alternative locations, one that's just a
minute or two down the road that would enhance an area currently viewed as
unappealing while fostering safety and community engagement. We encourage you to
explore this option or propose others that could meet the needs of both dog owners and
local families. We would love to have more options for the community & the above
concerns answered before moving forward in any location.
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Thank you for your attention to these matters. We look forward to your timely response
with more location options.

Hi

Great idea in theory, for social friendly dogs to have a run around. | don’t think it will stop
them running round off leash in the rest of the park, with owners who have no control of
them, or distracted by phones. Where are people who have anxious, or old or sick
recovering from surgery suppose go and feel safe to walk their dogs, how are you
catering for them? Somewhere an anxious dog is not going to be pursued by small
children wanting to pat it, then screaming because they cant . | only live 300 metres from
the park but chose to walk my dog else where because there are so many off leash dogs
there, so we walk the streets dodging “more off leash dogs” when are you going to do
something about them? | don't begrudge these dogs & fun place play, but it's not just
about those dogs the anxious dogs probably need somewhere more.

The presence of a ranger now & again might help.

No No No No

This is the second time you are wasting council money on this discussion. There was a
resounding NO from residents last time around so once again you waste funds, our time
and council resources on something the majority of park users do NOT want.

My grandkids and | spend a lot of time in the park and we do not want any part of it
fenced off for dogs. Those fenced areas just become a cesspit of dog waste and urine
as many owners let them off their leads and they go do their business which does not
get cleaned up.

Go find some vacant bush in the area and make the fenced in dog area there. Do not
reduce our amenities which we have been enjoying for the last 20 years.

While | am at it, when are you going to clean up the verge corner on Watson road to
Beeliar drive ? The entry to our estate is a bloody disgrace, overgrown with weeds and
dead bushes in front of the Stanford Gardens wall. Does our council no longer have
pride in its estates, | see council mowers and personnel driving past this eyesore and
they do nothing about it ? Please put our rates to good use and make our estate look
neat and not a backwater as it currently feels like becoming.

Regards

| suggest visiting Radonich Park in the afternoons, especially after school hours, to
observe why it may not be suitable for dog inclusion. The park is actively used by many
community members in various areas, such as the playground, cricket pitch, soccer
goals, and footy fields. Additionally, families frequently walk along the paths, and
children enjoy biking and engaging in creative activities near the creek line.

Given the variety of activities taking place, it's challenging to identify a suitable location
for a dedicated dog area without contributing to further congestion. David, our local MP,
is well aware of how the community currently utilizes this space.

It may be worth exploring alternative locations or even upgrading the area at 40 Birchley
Road, Yangebup WA, to serve the needs of dogs within a 3 km radius.
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Thank you for considering these points.

My family and | do not support the fenced-off dog exercise area, proposed for Radonich
Park. | have lived in this area for over 26 years and walk around the Park most
days. Radonich Park has always been a peaceful area with trees full of birdlife. The
introduction of a fenced-off dog exercise area will close off much of the park to many local
community members and sporting groups. This would also impact local birdlife.

| am aware that there is an issue at some existing fenced-off areas, of owners not picking
up their dogs poop. Dog exercise areas should be completely separate from playgrounds,
community sports and leisure activities. Keeping dog exercise areas separate creates a
safer, cleaner and more environmentally friendly area for the community and local wildlife.

Many families often have picnics and barbeques at the park (mine included). Having a
dedicated dog exercise area adjacent would make this small pleasure rather unpleasant.

There are many young and growing families in this area. A more preferable option for the
area, would be the installation of a community bicycle pump park, which would
complement existing community sport and leisure activities.

Radonich Park is the community ‘hub’ for the Stanford Gardens area of Beeliar. | believe
there are other options close by that would have less of an impact on current users:

Garbin Park, which is nearby (Wauhop Circle) and very much underutilised,
might be a better option. The superior play equipment at Garbin Park could be
relocated to Radonich Park for the enjoyment of all families in the area. | say this,
as | often take my grandchildren to Garbin Park and we are always the only ones
there. It would be nice to see the lovely play equipment currently located at Garbin
Park, being made use of by more local families.

- The area behind Coles, near the train lines would be an excellent choice. |
understand that the area is currently a magnet for anti-social behaviour. Ifthat area
were to be used by dog owners it would not only provide a suitable dog exercise
area, it would also deter iniquitous activity in the area.

On a final note, there is an existing, ongoing issue of dog owners not doing the right thing
at Radonich Park (off leash, instead of on leash). The provision of a dedicated fenced-off
area will only encourage more dog owners into the Park and exacerbate the problem.

Regards,

| fully support the above proposal.

I live in South Coogee and regularly take two dogs from the Lake Coogee area to the
Hammond Park Dog Park.

| also know that other dog owners in Coogee also take their dogs to Hammond Park,
which is the best in the area.

A dog park at Radonich Park would be far more convenient, saving travel time.

If it proceeds a separate enclosure for big and little dogs would be a good idea together
with seats in the shade.

| look forward to the advancement of this proposal.

Regards

Dear [Recipient's Name],

Thank you for your feedback regarding the dog park proposal.
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| would like to clarify that the proposed area is situated near the football goals, with a
waterway behind it. While this location might be manageable during dry weather, | am
concerned about potential muddy conditions during wetter months. Could you please
provide a map indicating the exact location you are considering for the dog park and the
planned new parking spaces? Additionally, it seems that players using the soccer goals
would inadvertently kick balls into the proposed dog park area. Do you suggest that
players enter a dog pen to retrieve their balls, or do you plan to remove the football
goals? This situation is quite concerning.

Furthermore, | would appreciate clarification on the decision to shift focus from the
soccer field to establish a dog park. Is there a possibility of revisiting this choice? | would
also like to know how you plan to manage waste disposal to ensure pet owners pick up
after their dogs, as this has been a significant issue elsewhere.

You did not address the existence of another off-leash dog park within 3 kilometers. | am
unsure why a second park is necessary in such proximity. Are there alternative locations
you could consider for the dog park?

Could you also explain how the parking arrangements will work? Will construction
coincide with the creation of the dog park (though it seems unlikely, given the lack of
local support)? Will rangers be assigned to monitor the area daily to prevent people from
parking on paths after hours?

In our recent meeting, we did not hear strong support for an off-leash dog park from the
locals, especially considering the existing park nearby.

Lastly, how will you present the results of the community feedback you receive? | have
yet to speak with any local residents who support this initiative, aside from those who
might travel from outside the area with their dogs and are not regular users of the park.

| appreciate your attention to these inquiries and look forward to your response.
Best regards,

Thank you for your response, but | still have some lingering questions that need
clarification.

First, how will residents living in proximity to the park access the answers to these
concerns? It appears that you may proceed despite the significant opposition from local
families with children.

Could you also provide information on other potential locations for this project?
Specifically, is it possible to consider fencing the off-leash area as an alternative?

Additionally, | would like to understand how you plan to address the anticipated increase
in illegal parking if you move forward with this proposal. What provisions are being made
for new parking spaces to accommodate the additional vehicles?

You did not include a map of the exact location as requested. The reference area seems
to encompass a waterway that leads up to the oval. The yellow section indicates a low-
lying area, and directly above it is the oval where sports are played, which you indicated
would remain unaffected. This particular location may not be suitable for the
environment or local residents, especially during the winter months when it is prone to
flooding. Moreover, sports goals are positioned towards the waterway. | strongly
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encourage you to visit the site during peak usage times to observe how the local
community interacts with the area.

You are either saying you are going to put a gated dog park in a creek bed (you have a
drain there because of how much water that area collects in winter!) (the environmental
impact & hazard is extremely poorly thought out) or you WILL be locating it on the oval
which you said wouldn't be affected. There are no other locations on that corner you
mentioned. The yellow in the below picture is the creek line and the blue is the oval. i
have highlighted multiple reasons why there shouldn't be a dog pen in a low lying water
area.

Placing a dog park in a creek line can present several hazards and concerns, including:

**Environmental Impact**: Creek lines often serve as habitats for local wildlife and
plants. Constructing a dog park in such areas can disrupt ecosystems, potentially
harming native species and natural vegetation.

**Water Quality**: Dog feces and urine can contaminate nearby water sources, affecting
water quality in the creek and potentially harming aquatic life. This can also pose health
risks to humans if the water is used for recreational purposes.

**Flooding Risks**: Creek lines can be prone to flooding, especially during heavy rains.
A dog park located in these areas could be submerged, posing risks to dogs and their
owners. Additionally, floodwaters can carry debris and other hazards.

**Erosion**: Dog activity can cause soil erosion along creek banks, leading to further
degradation of the landscape and potentially altering the natural flow of the waterway.

**Leash and Escape Risks**: If the creek bank or surrounding area is not properly
fenced, there is a risk that dogs may escape into the creek or surrounding undeveloped
areas, posing danger to themselves or others.

**Bacterial and Parasite Spread™*: Besides pollution from waste, creek environments
can harbor bacteria and parasites that might pose health risks to dogs. This could lead
to a higher incidence of illness in the dog population.

**Public Safety**: Steep banks or uneven terrain near creek lines can pose physical
hazards for both dogs and their owners, increasing the risk of slips, falls, or injuries.

**Invasive Species**: Introducing dogs to a sensitive area can lead to the spread of
invasive plant species that dogs may carry on their fur, further disrupting local
ecosystems.

**Limited Space for Activities**: The natural contours and limitations of creek lines may
restrict the available space for agility equipment, running, and other dog activities, which
could limit the usability of the park.

**Noise and Disturbance**: The presence of dogs and their owners could disturb the
tranquility of the creek environment, affecting wildlife and the enjoyment of the space by
other community members.

Each of these concerns should be taken into account when considering the

establishment of a dog park along a creek line to ensure the safety of both the dogs and
the surrounding environment. It may be beneficial to explore alternative locations that
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minimize these hazards.

As a potential solution, | suggest considering the relocation of the basketball court along
the fence line, which may be a more feasible option.

Thank you for your atténtion to these matters. | look forward to your prompt response

The fact you have said it won't affect the oval or other recreational sports only leaves the
low-lying water bed (creek) as the location on the corner proposed. The fact you want to
put a dog park in a low-lying water area, has a huge impact on the environment for one.

Placing a dog park in a creek line can present several hazards and concerns, including:

**Environmental Impact**: Creek lines often serve as habitats for local wildlife and
plants. Constructing a dog park in such areas can disrupt ecosystems, potentially
harming native species and natural vegetation.

**Water Quality**: Dog feces and urine can contaminate nearby water sources, affecting
water quality in the creek and potentially harming aquatic life. This can also pose health
risks to humans if the water is used for recreational purposes.

**Flooding Risks**: Creek lines can be prone to flooding, especially during heavy rains.
A dog park located in these areas could be submerged, posing risks to dogs and their
owners. Additionally, floodwaters can carry debris and other hazards.

**Erosion**: Dog activity can cause soil erosion along creek banks, leading to further
degradation of the landscape and potentially altering the natural flow of the waterway.

**Leash and Escape Risks**: If the creek bank or surrounding area is not properly
fenced, there is a risk that dogs may escape into the creek or surrounding undeveloped
areas, posing danger to themselves or others.

**Bacterial and Parasite Spread**: Besides pollution from waste, creek environments
can harbor bacteria and parasites that might pose health risks to dogs. This could lead
to a higher incidence of illness in the dog population.

**Public Safety**: Steep banks or uneven terrain near creek lines can pose physical
hazards for both dogs and their owners, increasing the risk of slips, falls, or injuries.

**Invasive Species*™: Introducing dogs to a sensitive area can lead to the spread of
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invasive plant species that dogs may carry on their fur, further disrupting local
ecosystems.

**Limited Space for Activities**: The natural contours and limitations of creek lines may
restrict the available space for agility equipment, running, and other dog activities, which
could limit the usability of the park.

**Noise and Disturbance**: The presence of dogs and their owners could disturb the
tranquility of the creek environment, affecting wildlife and the enjoyment of the space by
other community members.

Each of these concerns should be taken into account when considering the
establishment of a dog park along a creek line to ensure the safety of both the dogs and
the surrounding environment. It may be beneficial to explore alternative locations that
minimize these hazards.
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Written Submissions Received Post-Engagement

Responses

As residents living across from Radonich Park for over 24 years, we are deeply
concerned about the proposal for an enclosed dog park. We've witnessed a significant
influx of young families drawn to the park. Their recent home purchases were largely
influenced by the park's accessibility and open nature.

Our primary concern is that the park is plagued by bull ants, making the grass unusable
for sitting. If you've observed, no one sits on the grass. Dogs are regularly bitten, as the
sheer number of ant nests is alarming.

Introducing an enclosed dog park will only exacerbate the existing problems. We fear it
will be installed and then neglected, turning into a dirt patch. Adding a dog park will
decrease the quality of the park. Many dog owners avoid enclosed dog parks due to
negative experiences with other dogs, irresponsible owners, and the risk of disease
transmission. You'll find that many people take their dogs for walks or to the beach these
days.

Instead of compromising Radonich Park, we propose the area behind Coles as a far
more suitable location. This addresses two critical issues simultaneously: creating a
dedicated dog park while potentially mitigating crime and trouble in that area. This
alternative would benefit the entire community without sacrificing the existing multi-use
function of the park, which is so valued by young families, especially the basketball court
and soccer goals. We ask that the council prioritize the maintenance of the park and
consider a better location for a dog park.

Additionally, I'd like to add that when the "new playground" was installed not long ago,
the bars are extremely high—so high that even adults cannot reach them. The children
who play on this playground are under the age of 10, leaving half of the play equipment
unused. To be honest, it is impossible to use.

If a child were to be lifted up to use the monkey bars or flying fox and accidentally fall, it
would definitely result in injuries. | suggest the playground be reviewed and, if possible,
the bars lowered to an appropriate height for younger children to play on, because
currently, they are simply not being used.

| have attached a photo of the playground along with some images of the sand quality at
the moment.

Dear Cockburn Council | may have missed the closing date for feedback for the
proposed Dog Run at Radonich Park Beeliar. My objection to the dog run are listed
below 1. The southern area allocated in the park would mean the removal of trees.
These trees host many birdlife providing food and roosting places. 2. To remove trees
has an environmental impact in the ‘greening the suburbs’ and the impact on the local
environment e.g warming of the suburb, local wildlife. 3. | have seen other dog runs in
the community and owners do not keep an eye on their dogs. It is an opportunity to sit
back and talk or use the phone and not supervise their dogs OR clean up after them. 4.
Although $50 000 does not seem much to relay the turf every two years, that money can
be better spent elsewhere e.g. the community wetlands. 5. If the council is really serious
about the environment, the money spent on a dog runs could be spent ‘greening the
neighbourhood’ to reduce temperatures which has been well documented within the
state as the environmental impact of removing trees to create new suburbs is having a
major impact on the local community. 6. Although the council has a plan to provide
enclosed dog runs within 3.5 k radius, it would be interesting to survey how many people
‘drive’ to these parks rather than walk. 7. How will Rangers monitor these dog runs? If
owners are not picking up after their dogs? The majority of dog owners are responsible
but there are still those few that you’re not clean up after their dogs whether it's been |
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