
Summary of Submissions – 20A Deane Street, Cottesloe  

1 • Objects to both proposed crossover options; 

• Both options may impact on vehicle and pedestrian safety and have a negative impact on the streetscape and amenity; 

• Access to the lot should not burden the community with works in public spaces. The subdivision should have been designed by the 

developer to avoid this and use the site itself; 

• The proposals are inappropriate and contrary to orderly and proper planning to rely on the public domain to give effect to development 

that already has an approved point of access; 

• The applications do not satisfy Clause 67, Schedule 2 of the Planning & Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (refer 

submission); 

• The proposals could set a precedence in the locality; 

• References previous letter of objection dated 12 October 2017. 

2 • Objects to the proposals; 

• The developer is bullying Council and the community into accepting proposals that are not acceptable; 

• The proposals would set a precedence which would destroy Deane Street. 

3 • Objects to the proposals; 

• References a petition submitted to Council last year that showed overwhelming support for modifying the existing ramp; 

• The proposals would greatly affect our lifestyle and spoil the tradition of Deane Street that has been enjoyed for many years. 

4 • Objects to the proposals; 

• Makes reference to previous letter dated 10 October 2017 as is currently away and unable to attend meetings; 

• Agrees with comments made by Mrs Jagger in her email of 2 July 2018 to the CEO; 

• Particularly concerned about the safety and aesthetic issues; 

• Respectively urges Council to appoint its own expert to review the various options. 

5 • Neither option is desirable due to issues pertaining to safety and litigation. Also, amenity and precedence and other issues previously 

raised still apply; 

• The existing ramp should be used if possible. 

6 • Objects to the proposals; 

• References a petition submitted to Council in 2017 rejecting the alternative crossover proposals; 

• Will set a precedent for these types of development; 

• The proposals will create a safety issue and could necessitate more of the trees and shrubs to be removed, which gives the street its unique 

character; 

• Makes reference to the SAT appeal in Deane Street for a similar crossover proposal which was rejected; 

• Council owes a duty of care to the ratepayers to act in their interests and the Town as a whole. 

 

 



7 • The diversion of the footpath down to the street level would result in a pathway that is too steep for the elderly to use; 

• Not strongly opposed to footbridge option as it would not create an impediment to pedestrians but make the following comments; 

• Ratepayers will be saddled with ongoing maintenance of the bridge; 

• The bridge will not improve amenity for the community or improve the streetscape. It will only benefit one resident; 

• Other properties at 20, 22, 24, 26 and 30 Deane Street should also be allowed to develop a tunnel if the application gets approved; 

• Would prefer current conditions to remain. 

8 • Supports proposed vehicle crossover with pedestrian footbridge over; 

• The proposal will improve the safety and amenity of the street by removing the possibility of any pedestrian and vehicle/cycle interaction, 

and improving the appearance of the verge. 

9 • Supports proposed vehicle crossover with pedestrian footbridge over; 

• The proposal will improve the safety and amenity of the street by removing the possibility of any pedestrian and vehicle/cycle interaction, 

and improving the appearance of the verge. 

 


























































