ATTACHMENTS AUGUST 2026
TABLE OF CONTENTS
ITEM SUBJECT PAGE NO
10.1 REPORTS OF OFFICERS
CORPORATE AND COMMUNITY SERVICES
10.1.1 LIST OF PAYMENTS 1 TO 31 JULY 2026
10.1.1(a) MONTHLY PAYMENT LISTING - JULY 2026.....ccvvveeeeeeenrrrrerreennn. 2
10.1.2 MONTHLY FINANCIAL STATEMENTS FOR THE PERIOD ENDING 30

JUNE 2026

10.1.2(a) MONTHLY FINANCIAL REPORT - JUNE 2026 (INTERIM).........

DEVELOPMENT AND REGULATORY SERVICES

10.1.3

10.1.4

PROPOSED ALCHEMY SAUNA ON THE NORTH COTTESLOE SURF LIFE
SAVING CLUB SKI SHED ROOF - CONSIDERATION OF A
RECOMMENDATION TO THE WESTERN AUSTRALIAN PLANNING
COMMISSION

10.1.3(a) ATTACHMENT A - ALCHEMY SAUNA PROPOSED PLANS

USED FOR COMMUNITY CONSULTATION ......oovvviiiriiiiinenn.

10.1.3(b) ATTACHMENT B - ALCHEMY SAUNA PROPOSED

VISUALISATIONS USED FOR COMMUNITY CONSULTATION ..

10.1.3(c) ATTACHMENT C - ALCHEMY SAUNA PROPOSED
LANDSCAPE DRAWINGS USED FOR COMMUNITY

CONSULTATION ....cttiiiiiiiiiiiiiten it
10.1.3(d) ATTACHMENT D - SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS.....................
10.1.3(e) ATTACHMENT E - SURVEY RESULTS .....cooiiiiiiiienieeieeneee

10.1.3(f) ATTACHMENT F - ALCHEMY SAUNA FINAL DEVELOPMENT

APPLICATION PLANS ..ottt

10.1.3(g) ATTACHMENT G - ALCHEMY SAUNA FINAL LANDSCAPE

CONCEPT PLAN ...ttt

CREATION OF COTTESLOE TOWN CENTRE METERED ZONE AND
REVISED PARKING RESTRICTIONS

10.1.4(a) ATTACHMENT A - PROPOSED METERED ZONES FOR PAID
PARKING IN THE COTTESLOE TOWN CENTRE - METERED

10.1.4(b) ATTACHMENT B - AMENDMENTS TO PARKING
RESTRICTIONS TO INTRODUCE 15 MINUTE PARKING BAYS

IN THE TOWN CENTRE ...ooiiiiiiiiiiiiciiiiicc e,

Page (i)



ATTACHMENTS

10.1.4(c)

10.1.4(d)

ENGINEERING SERVICES

AUGUST 2026
ATTACHMENT C - DETAILED LOCATIONS OF METERED
ZONES AND 15 MINUTE PARKING BAYS .....cooeiiiiiiiiiiieeeeenn, 119
ATTACHMENT D - CURRENT AND PROPOSED
RESTRICTIONS(4) - METERED ZONES ......cooieiiiieieenieeieeeeans 131

10.1.5 FORESHORE MASTERPLAN

10.1.5(a)

FORESHORE REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT - DIAGRAM 1.......... 133

Page (ii)



TOWN OF COTTESLOE

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

ATTACHMENT

ITEM 10.1.1A:
MONTHLY PAYMENT LISTING - JULY 2026



ATTACHMENTS

AUGUST 2026

Town of Cotlesloe

21-07-2026
24-07-2026
30-07-2026
24-07-2026
21-07-2026
20-07-2026
20-07-2026
24-07-2026
20-07-2026
20-07-2026
24-07-2026
24-07-2026
21-07-2026
21-07-2026
20-07-2026
24-07-2026
24-07-2026
20-07-2026
21-07-2026
20-07-2026
24-07-2026
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20-07-2026
21-07-2026
24-07-2028
20-07-2026
21-07-2026
20-07-2026
24-07-2026
20-07-2026
20-07-2026
24-07-2026
21-07-2026
21-07-2026

List of Monthly Payments

A Sudlow

A Team Printing Pty Lid

Alinta Energy

Alldcycling Pty Ltd

Alsco Pty Lid

Anjalie Group Py Lid

ARB Skills WA Pty Lid

AT|-Mirage Training and Business Solutions Pty Ltd
Australasian Performing Right Assoc. Ltd

Battery World Claremont

Bicycle Network Victoria

Boatshed Market Pty Ltd

BOC Limited

Boral Construction Materials Group Lid

Briteshine Cleaning & Maintenance Servicas Pty Ltd
Briteshine Cleaning & Maintenance Services Pty Lid
Bug Busters

Bunnings Group Lid

Bunnings Group Lid

Clark Equipment

Colleagues Nagels Pty Lid

Cotteslos Tennis Club

Datacom Salutions (AU) Py Lid

Datacom Solutions (AU) Py Lid

David Gray & Co Pty Ltd

Department of Fire & Emergency Services
Department of Local Governmant, Industry Regulation and Safety
DFS Industrial & Enviranmental Services Pty Ltd
DFS Industrial & Enviranmental Services Pty Lid
Diamond Hire

Dou He Han Py Lid

E Group Holdings Pty Lid

Eca Plumbing and Gas

Elactricity Generation and Retail Corporation

01 July 2026 to 31 July 2026

Partial refund: Animal registration

Printing services

Gas supplies

Bike repair station - supply and install
Hygiene Services

Turf maintenance services

Training course - Arboriculture
Training course - PRIS

Music licence

Supply battery

Commuter count services

Catering services

Gas supplies

Supply cement

Cleaning services

Consumables for public facilities

Pest control services

Flant accessories

Hardware and gardening supplies
Supply earth moving machinery parts
Printing services - permits
Reimbursement of cost of repairs to light pole
ERP consultancy services

ERF consultancy services

Supply bins

Direct brigade alarm maonitoring fea
Third party collection of Building Servica Lavies
Street sweeping and educting services
Street sweeping and educting services
Cherry picker hire

Delivery services

Maintenance check on fire detection syslems
Plumbing services

Electricity supply

109 Brogrme Street, Cotteshos W, 6011

PO Box BO6, Cotlesior Wh, 6011

Telephone: 08 3285 5000

AEN 19 824 630 520

Ermiail: Loswn B collesloe wa gov.au Web: www. colleslos wa gov.au

Ofice Hours: 8:300m Lo 4:300m Mondéy o Friday

$30.00
$51.70
$182.45
58, 760.95
$961.17
$660.00
$2,050.00
$5,840.00
$1,725.24
$363.00
$1,705.00
$340.00
$500.54
$715.10
$17,580.00
$2,047.80
$528.00
$247.24
$2, 192 82
$326.50
$2,238.00
$2,188.35
$4,873.00
$12,665.04
$1,888 67
$1,881.00
$17,989.67
$7.059.25
$7,936.50
$730.00
$1,844.00
$232.65
$2,249.50
$19,573.45
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Elactricity Generation and Retaill Corporation
Environmental Health Australia (WA} Inc
Farestvale Trees Pty Ltd

Futuro Nomineess Pty Ltd

Galvins Plumbing Supplies

Giuseppina T Monteleons T/as Cottesloe Florist
Greenshed Ply Limitad

Hays Specialist Recruitment (Australia) Pty Limited
Hays Specialist Recruitment (Australia) Pty Limited
Hays Specialist Recruitment (Australia) Pty Limited
Helene Pty Lid

Helene Pty Lid

Infocouncil Ply Lid

IPN Medical Centres Pty Lid

Iron Mauntain Australia Group Ply Lid

Kerb 2 Kerb Concreting Pry Lid

Kercheval Engineering Australia Pty Lid

LI (WA PTYLTD

Landgate

Landgate

Local Health Authorties Analytical Committes
Luxworks Traffic Control and Management Pty Ltd
Managed |T Pty Lid

Mcleads Lawyers Pty Lid

Meleads Lawyers Pty Ltd

Michaesl Page Intemational (Australia) Pty. Limited
| Rodgers

S Boulos

N Joyce

Mative Spirit Nursery WA Pty Lid

Matural Area Holdings Pty Lid

Nu-Trac Rural Contracting

O'Brien Glass Industries Ltd

Officeworks Lid

Omnicom Media Group Australia Pty Lid
Omnicom Media Group Australia Pty Lid

Orikan Australia Pty Ltd

Paperbark Technologies Pty Ltd

Paperbark Technologies Pty Ltd

Parkers Yellow Metal Pty Ltd

PASES Agua Py Lid

Perth Pest Control Pty Lid

Pipaline Irrigation

Pirtek (Fremantie) Pty Ltd

Planning Institute of Australia Ltd

Planning Institute of Australia Lid

Electricity supply

Subscription fees

Supply trees

Supply concrate

Plumbing supplies

Flaral arrangement services - ANZAC Day
Turf mainteanance services

Temporary staff - Outdoors

Temporary staff - Outdoors

Temporary staff - Outdoors

Temporary staff - Planning

Temporary staff - Flanning

License and helpdesk fees
Pre-employment medical

Secured destruction bins service

Kerb and footpath repair and installation services

Project consultancy services - Marine Parade Shared Path

Groyne handrail installation
Gross rental valuations

Gross rental valuations

Sampling scheme fee

Traffic management plan services
IT services and licences

Legal services - Parking, frees, Lease
Legal services - Governance
Temparary staff

Rebate: Native walerwise
Refund: Work zone permit
Infrastructure bonds refund
Supply plants

Revegelation works

Beach cleaning services
Window installation services
Audio equipment

Advertising services

Advartising services

Parking sensor software licence
Arbariculture report

Arborist services

Infrastructure services - bike rack
Fond maintenance services

Pest control services

Irrigation repair services

Repair services - Bobcat
Canference faas

Conference feas

$2,803.00
$820.00
$1,309.00
$1,044.10
$822.47
$2,046.00
327592
$2,732.33
$2,776.49
$2,718.98
$3,268.72
$12,424.40
$15,278.55
$121.00
$24.79
$5,258.00
$44,776.83
$8,023.00
$1,488.89
$63,210.35
$2,225.84
54,255.53
$308.00
$3,882 67
%2 67630
57.521.50
$270.00
$100.00
$5,000.00
5282150
$5,041.30
$3,927.00
$1,479.44
$292.60
$2 34850
$B40.08
$50,670.65
$550.00
$1,540.00
$2,145.00
$330.00
$860.00
$891.00
$1,408.43
$682.00
$499.00
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Positively Green Ply Lid

Positively Green Ply Lid

Poweryt Group Pty Lid

Pretzos Holdings Pty Ltd

PRW Contracting Pty Ltd

Quito Pty Ltd Aff Quito Unit Trust

R Choa

Relationships Australia Westemn Australia Incarporated
Relationships Australia Western Australia Incorporated
Rizah Australia Pty Ltd

Roads 2000 Pty Lid

Securex Py Ltd

Southside Powder Coaters Ply Lid

Stantec Australia Pty Ltd

Stone Supplies WA Pty Ltd

Stratagreen

Superior Mominees Ply Lid

Tactile Group Pty Ltd

Talis Consultants Pty Ltd

Telstra Limited

The Fruit Box Group Pty Lid

The Trustee For AJ Loo Investments Family Trust
The Trustee For Birdanco Praclice Trust

The Trustes For Downundr Trust

The Trustes For Major Motors Unit Trust

The Trustee For Major Motors Unit Trust

The Trustes For Major Motors Unit Trust

The Trustee For Pavewa Holdings Family Trust
The Trustee For Rica Family Trust

The Trustee For Staples Trust

Thinkproject Australia Pty Lid

Town of Mosman Park

T-Quip

Trustee For Parakletos Family Trust

Trustee For Parakletos Family Trust

Ultimo Catering & Events Pty Lid

Urban Conserve Ply Lid

Valrose Pty Ltd

W Graen

WA Bus and Coachlines Pty Ltd

Water Corporation

Water Corparation

West Australian Mewspaper Lid

West Coast Shade Pty Ltd

Western Australian Local Government Association
Western Metropolitan Regional Council

Turf maintenance services

Turf maintenance services
Lighting audit services

Service - Ride-on mower

Road works services

Supply plants

Partial refund: Animal registration
Counselling services

Counselling services
Photocopying services

Road Safety Program - Contracting services
Sel:urity door lock repair services
Supply banch seat

Project consultancy services - Low Cost Urban Road Safety Program

Supply lawn mix and mulch

Gardening supplies

Park play equipment

Tactile ground surface indicators repair services
Project consultancy services

Communication services

Catering supplias

Catering supplies

FET return

Stump grinding services

Servica and safely inspection - 3 trucks

Service and safety inspection - Truck

Vehicle service and safety inspection - x2 trucks
Concrete pad installation services

Wasle collections services

Supply and install two solar street lights
Subscription fees

Reimbursement for shared costs - Reconciliation Week 2026

Supply lawn mower parts

Supply small plant accessories
Supply small plant paris

Catering services

Supply trees

ERP Praject manageament services
Event bond refund

Calt Cat shultle bus services

Trade waste permit - Anderson Pavilion
Water use and services charges
MNewspaper subscription

Supply and repair shade sails
Training course and subscription fees
Wasle disposal charges

$2,376.00
$2,376.00
$3,887.95
$2,205.00
$7,106.00
$12 679,81
$150.00
$242.00
$242.00
$2,642.41
$100,908.78
$745.00
$352.00
$26,881.80
$421.20
$1,209.01
%632 50
$963.00
$440.00
$11,216.18
$383.47
$188.70
$4,950.00
51,210,000
$4,015.11
$165.00
$330.00
$2,759.92
$206,839 69
$5,700.20
$11,559.77
$1,573.75
$452.35
$182.80
$50.00
$750.80
$1,910.00
$11,872.63
$1,000.00
$26,061.16
$371.841
58,049 45
$209.99
5545600
$8,450.20
$93,596.46
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AUGUST 2026

24-07-2026 Western Melropolitan Regional Council
20-07-2026 Westem Tree Surgeon Pty Ltd
24-07-2026 Western Tree Surgeon Pty Ltd
20-07-2026 Winc Australia Pty Limited

21-07-2026  Winc Australia Pty Limited

24-07-2026 Winc Australia Pty Limited

24-07-2026 Woodlands Distributors Pty Lid
24-07-2026 Work Clobber

21-07-2026 Zircodata Pty Ltd

Waste disposal charges §25 205.07
Pruning services and storm damage clean-up $11,220.00
Pruning services $5,610.00
General office stationary 79331
General office stationery $503.31
Stationery and office consumables $569 72
Supply amimal waste bags 4550440
Supply protective work wear $205.00
Records storage and services 5497 .59

Electronic Funds Transfer Payments & Chegues - Other $1,030,925.26

06-07-2026  Directorate -Corporate & Community Services
Adobe
llion Tenderlink
Kogan
intuit Mailchimp
Starlink
Woolworths
MAB
Directorate - Engineering
Subway - Claremaont
Cottesloe Magpies
City of Perth
Kelyn training
Daisies Cottesloe
MAB
Executive Services Officer - Development & Regulatory Services
Officeworks
Officewarks
Planning Institute of Australia
The Good Grocer - Wembley
MAB

Software licence charges $1,145.83
Advertising services $177.10
MNAIDOC week raffle prize $175.98
Software licence charges $87.74
Internet services $139.00
Catering Services 8525
Card fee $9.00
Catering Services $82.50
Contribution towards community lights $1,822.18
Parking expenses $8.08
Training courses $465.00
Catering Services $182.93
Card fee $9.00
Audio equipment $315.00
Audio equipment $105.00
Membership fees $TE2.00
Catering supplies $139.66
Card fee $9.00

Credit card total $5,720.26

21-07-2026  Card number 11066560
Card number 11066565
Card number 11066571
Card number 11066576
Card number 11066580
Card number 11591684
Card number 11066574
Card number 11075428
Card number 11066559

Fuel purchases - 1GVUS88 522768
Fuel purchases - 1IHOH345 $330.48
Fuel purchases - IHRH174 $203.40
Fuel purchases - 1HV5060 246 64
Fuel purchases - IHZM771 F413.61
Fuel purchases - 110M312 $325.40
Fuel purchases - 11IUZ072 $93.94
Fuel purchases - 1GI1Z365 $115.85
Fuel purchases - 1GXJ065 $556.48
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Card number 11075430
Card number 11102758
Card number 11066581
Card number 11075431
Card number 11066556
Card number 11075433
Card number 11252987
Card number 11480573
Card number 11651809
Card number 11879986
Card number 11719441
Card number 11066577
Card number 11066569

Fuel purchases - 1HIY954
Fuel purchases - 1HRGIO5
Fuel purchases - 1HTF&13
Fugl purchases - IHWKG12
Fuel purchases - IHWLI27
Fuel purchases - 11GH323
Fuel purchases - 11IKR539
Fuel purchases - 1IPU312
Fuel purchases - 1ITI0D31
Fuel purchases - 1IY0501
Fuel purchases - 1IVB729
Fuel purchases - DIESEL
Fuel purchases - PETROL

$165.10
$293.83
$187.13
$514.66
$234.09
$399.45
$180.01
$292.42
$170.78
$477.02
$332 56
$67.65
$131.15
$5,959.33

BPOINT

Commanwealth Bank of Australia

Fines Enforcement Registry
Fines Enfarcement Registry
Fines Enfarcement Registry
Fines Enforcement Registry
Mational Australia Bank
Mational Australia Bank
National Australia Bank
National Australia Bank
National Australia Bank
Superchoice

Superchoice

Superchoice

Town of Cottesloe

Town of Cattesloe

Town of Cottes|oe

Mational charge
Transfer fees

Merchant bank fee - June 2026

FER expenses

FER expenses

FER expenses

FER expenses

Connect Fee

Connect Fee

Account fees

Merchant fees - July 2026
Merchant fees - June 2026
Superannuation payment
Superannuation payment
Superannuation payment
Payroll - salaries and wages
Payroll - salaries and wages
Payroll - salaries and wages

$424.93
$52,077.04
$49,110.35
$51,715.82
$259,223 97
$251,794.60
$244,624.35

Other payments Total $ 922,823.28
TOTAL & 1,965,428.13
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TOWN OF COTTESLOE
MONTHLY FINANCIAL REPORT

For the period ended 30 June 2026

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1995
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT) REGULATIONS 1996
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ATTACHMENTS AUGUST 2026
TOWN OF COTTESLOE
STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL ACTIVITY
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 30 JUNE 2026 Amended ¥ID
Budgat Budgst YTD Variance* Variance"
Estimates Estimates Actual H k] Var.
Note (a) []] (c) (€] - (k) i) - (k))(k)
$ £ $ Yo
OPERATING ACTIVITIES
Revenue from operating activities
General rates 11,708,122 11,708,122 11,867,388 158,267 1.35%
Rates excluding general rates 125,337 125,337 L] (125,337) (100.00%) ¥
Grants, subsidies and contributions 397 658 397 658 547,785 150127 AT 75% A
Fees and charges 5,136,499 5,136,499 5,469,127 332,628 6.45%
Intarast revarnie 704,100 704,100 620,284 (83,816} {11.90%)
Other revenue 298,018 298,018 398,380 100,362 33.668% A
Profit on assel disposals (36,000} {36.000) [ 36,000 100.00% &
18,334,734 18,334,734 18,902,965 568,231 310%
Expanditure from operating activities
Employee costs (6.457.818)  (8457.818)  (B,649,506) (191,688) (2.27%)
Materials and contracts (B.596496)  [(8,596496) (7,709,083) BAT,403 10.32%
Utility charges (320,100) (320,100) (323,626) (3,526) (1.10%)
Depreciation (3.320,987)  (3,320.987) (66,808) 3,254,173 97.99% A
Finance costs (204,180} (204,180) (109,742) 94,438 46.25% A
Insurance (236,007) (236.007) (223,211) 12,796 5.42%
Other expenditure (244,462) (244 462) (268,897) (24,435) {10.00%)
(21,360,050) (21,380,050) (17,350,883) 4,029,167 18.85%
Mon cash amounts excluded from aperating activities 1ic) 3,356,987 3,356,987 66,808 (3.290,179) 98.01%) ¥
Amount attributable to operating activities 311,671 31,671 1,618,890 1,307,219 419.42%
INVESTING ACTIVITIES
Inflows from inwvesting activities
Proceeds from capital granis, subsidies and contributions 2,712,480 2,712,480 710,241 {2.002,238) (Ta.Ez%) ¥
Procesds from disposal of assels 156,802 156,802 109,259 (47,543} {30.32%) ¥
Proceeds from financial assets at amartised cost - self
supparting loans 35,069 35,068 36,026 857 2.73%
2,904,351 2,904,351 855,526 (2,048,825) {70.54%)
OQutflows from investing activities
Payments far property, plant and equipment (858,492) (568.492) (493,512) 64,980 11.63%
Paymenis for canstruetion of infrastrusiure (3.682,393)  [(3689.393) (2,21086,781) 1,582,612 42.90% A
Paymenis for financial assets at amaorfised cost - self
supparting loans 35,802 35,302 36,026 224 0.63%
(4,212,083)  (4,212,083) (2,564 267) 1,647,816 39.12%
Amaount attributable to investing activities (1,307,732)  (1,307,732) (1,708,740) (401,009) {30.66%)
FINANCING ACTIVITIES
Inflows from financing activities
Contributions fram frust 200,000 200,000 0 (200,000) (100.00%) ¥
Transfer from reserves 180,000 190,000 ] {190,000} (100.00%) ¥
390,000 390,000 L] (390,000) (100.00%)
OQutflows from financing activities
Payments for principal portion of lease liabilities (70,945} (70,945) (58,549) 12,396 17.47%
Rapayment of borrowings (3T6,184) (3TE.184) (376, 184) 0 0.00%
Transfer to reserves (459,773) (4a8,773) L] 489,773 100.00% A
(936,902) (936,902) (434,733) 502,169 53 B0%
Amount attributable to financing activities (546,902) (546,902) (434,733) 112,169 20.51%
MOVEMENT IN SURPLUS OR DEFICIT
Surplus or deficit at the start of the financial year 1(a) 2,198,115 2,198,115 2,198,115 i} 0.00%
Amount atributable (e operating aclivities 311,671 311,671 1,618,890 1,307.21% 419.42% A
Amaunt atiributable to investing activities (1,307,732)  (1,307,732)  (1,708,740) (401,009) {30.66%) ¥
Amount atributable to financing activities. (G46,902) (546.902) (434,733) 112,168 2051% A
Surplus or deficit after imposition of general rates 655,152 655,152 1,673,532 1,018,380 155.44% A

KEY INFORMATION

Indicates a variance between Year o Date (YTD) Budget and ¥TD Actual data gutside the adopted materiality threshold.
Indicates a vaniance with a positive impact on the financial position
Indicates a variance with a negative impact on the financial position.

Refer to Mate 2 for an explanation of the reasons for the variance.,

This statement is to be read in conjunction with the accompanying notes,

Attachment 10.1.2(a)
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ATTACHMENTS AUGUST 2026

TOWN OF COTTESLOE
STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL POSITION
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 30 JUNE 2026

Actual Actual as at
30 June 2025 30 June 2026
$ $
CURRENT ASSETS
Cash and cash equivalents 8,457 546 9,859 241
Trade and other receivables 1,372,503 5,136,576
Other financial assets 3,772,907 872,907
Inventories 8,920 8,920
Other assets 242,098 195,681
TOTAL CGURRENT ASSETS 13,853,974 16,073,325
NON-CURRENT ASSETS
Trade and other receivables 147,334 319,978
Other financial assets 118,429 119,429
Investment in associate 765,542 765,542
Property, plant and equipment 73,753,135 74,246,646
Infrastructure 68,682,493 70,789,275
Right-of-use assets 1,177,553 1,110,745
TOTAL NON-CURRENT ASSETS 144,645,486 147,351,615
TOTAL ASSETS 158,499,460 163,424 940
CURRENT LIABILITIES
Trade and other payables 2,835,829 5,460,189
Lease liabilities 48,272 58,514
Borrowings 376,184 362,663
Employee related provisions 1,493,764 1,774,851
TOTAL CURRENT LIABILITIES 4,754,049 7,656,217
NOMN-CURRENT LIAEILITIES
Lease liabilities 1,243,823 1,185,309
Borrowings 1,377,793 1,015,130
Employee related provisions 132,611 132,611
TOTAL NON-CURRENT LIABILITIES 2,754,227 2,333,050
TOTAL LIABILITIES 7,508,276 9,989,267
NET ASSETS 150,991,185 153,435,674
EQUITY
Retained surplus 26,145,732 28,590,221
Reserve accounts 8,341,979 8,341,980
Revaluation surplus 116,503,474 116,503,473
TOTAL EQUITY 150,991,185 153,435,674

This staterment is to be read in conjunction with the accompanying notes.
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ATTACHMENTS AUGUST 2026

TOWN OF COTTESLOE
NOTES TO THE STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL ACTIVITY
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 30 JUNE 2026

1 NET CURRENT ASSETS INFORMATION

Adopted
Budget Actual Actual
(a) Net current assets used in the Statement of Financial Activity Opening as at as at
Note 1 July 2025 30 June 2025 30 June 2026
Current assets ] % §
Cash and cash equivalents 10,068,633 8,457,546 89,859 241
Trade and other receivables 1,127,433 1,372,503 5,136,576
Other financial assels o] 3772807 8728907
Inventores 8,960 8,920 8,920
Other assets 424 242,098 195,681
11,206,450 13,853,974 16,073,325
Less: current liabilities
Trade and othaer payables {1,399,202) (2,835,829) [5,460_1&9]
Other liabilities (B2,261) o a
Lease liabilities 20,084 {48.272) (58,514}
Bomrowings 4] (376, 184) (362,663)
Employes related provislons (1,157 ,500) (1,453, T64) (1.774.851)]
(2,598 ,879) (4,754,049) (7.656.217)
MNet current assets 8,607,571 9,099,925 8,417,108
Less: Total adjustments to nat curent assets (b} (8,607,571} (6,901,810) (B, 743,576)
Closing funding surplus / [deficit) 1] 2,198,115 1,673,532
(b) Current assels and liabilities excluded from budgeted deficiency
Adjustments to net current assets
Less: Reserve accounis (8,594 160) (8,341,979 (8,341,979
Less: Financial assels at amortised cost - self supporting loans 4] {72,907) (72,907)
Less: Current assels nol expected lo be recelved al end of year
- Current financial assets at amoriised cost - selfl supporting loans 106,673
Add: Current liabilities not expected to be deared at the end of the year
- Current partion of lzase liabilities (20,084) 48,272 58,514
- Current partion of borrowings 0 ATE, 184 362 663
- Current portion of contract liability held in reserve o] 161,515
- Current portion of employes benefil provisions held in resere o] 1,088,620 1,088,618
Total adjustments te net current assels 1(a) (8,607,571) {6,301,810) |6,743,576)
Amended YTD
Budget Budget YTD
Estimates Estimates Actual
30 June 2026 30 June 2026 30 June 2026
5 5 H
(&) Non-cash amounts excluded from operating activities
Adjustments to operating activities
Less; Profit on asset disposals 36,000 36,000 a
Add: Depreciation 3,320,987 3,320,887 66,808
Total non-cash amounts excluded from operating activities 3,356,987 3,356,987 66,808

CURRENT AND NON-CURRENT CLASSIFICATION

In the determination of whether an asset or liability is current or non-current,
consideration is giwen to the time when sach assst or Iiabili‘ty is expected to
be setfled. Unless otherwise stated assats or liabilities are classified as
current if expected to be settled within the next 12 menths, being the

local governments' cperational cycle.
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ATTACHMENTS AUGUST 2026

TOWN OF COTTESLOE INVESTING ACTIVITIES
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 30 JUNE 2026

2 CAPITAL ACQUISITIONS

Amended
Capital acquisitions Budget YTD Budget ¥YTD Actual  YTD Variance
$ $ $ §

Buildings - specialised 179,492 179,492 93,989 (85,503)
Furniture and equipment 22,000 22,000 28,841 6,841
Plant and equipment 357,000 357,000 370,682 13,682
Acquisition of property, plant and equipment 558,492 558,492 493,512 (64,980)
Infrastructure - roads 1,941,214 1,941,214 1,423,885 (517,329)
Infrastructure - car parks 58,971 58,971 1] (58,971)
Infrastructure - drainage 40,000 40,000 30,237 (9,763)
Infrastructure - foolpaths 400,000 400,000 310,976 (89,024)
Infrastructure - parks and ovals 1,089,208 1,099,208 238,488 (860,720)
Infrastructure - right of way 40,000 40,000 36,942 {3,058)
Infrastructure - other 110,000 110.000 66,253 (43,747)
Acquisition of infrastructure 3,689,393 3,689,393 2,106,781 (1,582,612)
Total of PPE and Infrastructure. 4,247,885 4,247,885 2,600,293 (1,647,592)
Capital Acquisitions Funded By:
Capital grants and contributions 2,712,480 2,712,480 710,241 (2,002,239)
Other (disposals & C/Fwd) 156,802 156,802 109,259 (47,543)
Reserve accounts

Information technology reserve 50,000 50,000 0 (50,000)

Right of way reserve 140,000 140,000 ] (140,000}
Contribution - operations 1,188,603 1,188,603 1,780,792 592,189
Capital funding total 4,247,885 4,247,885 2,600,293 (1,647,592)

KEY INFORMATION
Initial recognition
An itemn of property, plant and equipment or infrastructure that qualifies for recognition as an asset Is measured al its cost.

Upon initial recognition, cost is determined as the amount paid (or other consideration given) to acquire the assels, plus
costs incidental to the acquisition. The cost of non-current assets constructed by the Town includes the cost of all materials
used in construction, direct labour on the project and an appropriate proportion of variable and fixed overheads. For assets
acquired at zero cost or otherwise significantly less than fair value, cost is determined as fair value at the date of acquisition,

Assets for which the fair value as at the date of acquisition is under $5,000 are not recognised as an assel in accordance
with Local Govermnment (Financial Management) Regulation 17A(5). These assets are expensed immediately.

Where multiple individual low value assets are purchased together as part of a larger asset or collectively forming a larger
asset exceeding the threshold, the individual assets are recognised as one asset and capitalised.

Individual assets that are land, buildings and infrastructure acquired between scheduled revaluation dates of the assel class
in accordance with the Town's revaluation policy, are recognised at cost and disclosed as being at repertable value.

Measurement after recognition

Plant and equipment including furniture and equipment and rght-of-use assels {other than vested improvements) are measured
using the cost model as required under Local Government (Financial Management) Regulation 17A(2). Assets held under

the cost model are carried at cost less accumulated depreciation and any impairment losses being their reportable value.

Reportable Value

In accordance with Local Government (Fr'nanm‘al Managemem) Regulation \‘?A(ZJ'. the carmrying amount of non-financial assets
that are land and buildings classified as property, plant and equipment, investment properties, infrastructure or vested
improvements that the local government controls.

Reportable value is for the purpose of Local Government (Financial Management) Regulation 17A(4) is the fair value of the
assel at its last valuation date minus (to the extent applicable) the accumulated depreciation and any accumulated impairment
losses in respect of the non-financial asset subsequent to its last valuation date.
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ATTACHMENTS

AUGUST 2026

TOWN OF COTTESLOE

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 30 JUNE 2026

2 CAPITAL ACQUISITIONS (CONTINUED) - DETAILED
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Armended

5

101,687
43,905
34,000

a
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50,000
50,000
37,000

150,000
35,000

558,432

60,000
20,000
a
10,000
30,000
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722,200
27,000
23,000
1,165,014
400,000

o
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a
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45,000
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a

a
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10,000
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16,000

INVESTING ACTIVITIES

30-Jun-26
Variance

YTD Budget  YTD Actual  (Undar)/Owver

3 ]
2E,B41 72,746
58,515 {14,610
28,619 4381
5,855 (5.855)
(] 2000
a 20,000
103,118 (BB,118)
38,078 10,822
32,630 17.370
7,540 23,480
155,559 (5.559)
32,757 2.243
493,512 4,080
48,080 960
17,203 2737
a o
(] 10,000
a 30,000
(] ]
] 21,871
1] 35,000
699,461 2738
26,403 (1.403)
16,582 6418
679,438 4BH 575
310,978 5,024
o ]
a 10,000
i] ]
(] ]
[t} 14,000
] 550,000
(] 66,000
a 0
67,728 215,143
134,438 {13,089)
27 861 17139
B 463 1.537
(] ]
1,400 11.400)
36,542 4458
o 10,000
13,000 2,000
17,237 (2.237)
2,106,781 1,582,612
2,600,293 1,257,184

4,247,885
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ATTACHMENTS

AUGUST 2026

TOWN OF COTTESLOE
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 30 JUNE 2026

3 BORROWINGS

Repayments - borrowings

Information on borrowings

Particulars
Joint Library

Cottesloe Tennis Club

Self supporting loans
Cottesloe Tennis Club

Total

Current borrowings
Mon-current borrowings

FINANCING ACTIVITIES

All debenture repayments were financed by general purpose revenue.
Self supporting loans are financed by repayments from third parties.

KEY INFORMATION

The Town has elecled to recognise borrowing costs as an expense when
incurred regardless of how the borrowings are applied.

Fair values of borrowings are not materially different to their carrying
amounts, since the interest payable on those borrowings is either close to

current market rates or the borrowings are of a short term nature.

Principal Principal Interest
New Loans Repayments Outstanding Repayments
Loan No. 1 July 2025 Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget
$ $ $ $ s $ $ $ $
107 1,717,951 (340,158) (340,158) 1,377,793 1377793 (106,391) (116641)
108 36,026 (36,026) (36,026) 0 -0 (734} (797)
1,717,851 4] (340,158} [340,158) 1,377,793 1,377,793 (106,381) (234 8786)
36,026 0 (36,026) (36,026) ] 10) (734) (787)
36,026 0 (36,026) (36,0286) 0 0 (734) (797)
1,753,977 0 (376,184) (376,184) 1,377,793 1,377,793 (107,125) (235,673)
376,184 362,663
1,377,793 1,015,130
1,753,977 1,377,793
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ATTACHMENTS AUGUST 2026

TOWN OF COTTESLOE FINANCING ACTIVITIES
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 30 JUNE 2026

4 LEASE LIABILITIES

Movement in carrying amounts

Principal Principal Interest
Information on leases New Leases Repayments Outstanding Repayments
Particulars Lease No. 1 July 2025 Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget
$ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $

Depot facility 316 1,074,917 (56,700) (69,096) 1,018,217 1,005,821 (32,276) (38,721)
Folding machine 324 1,849 (1,849)  (1,849) 1] 0 {21) (21)
Total 1,076,766 0 0 (58,549) (70,945) 1,018,217 1,005,821 (32,297) (38,742)
Current lease liabilities 58,549 55,043
MNon-current lease liabilities 1,018,217 962,274

1,076,766 1,018,217

All lease repayments were financed by general purpose revenue.

KEY INFORMATION

At inception of a contract, the Town assesses if the contract contains or is a lease. A contract is or contains a lease, if the contract
conveys the right to control the use of an identified asset for a period of time in exchange for consideration. At the commencement date,
a right of use asset is recognised at cost and lease liability at the present value of the lease payments that are not paid at that date.

The lease payments are discounted using that date. The lease payments are discounted using the interest rate implicit in the lease,

if that rate can be readily determined. If that rate cannot be readily determined, the Town uses its incremental borrowing rate.

All contracts classified as short-term leases (i.e. a lease with a remaining term of 12 months or less) and leases of low value
assets are recognised as an operating expense on a straight-line basis over the term of the lease.
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ATTACHMENTS AUGUST 2026

TOWN OF COTTESLOE
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 30 JUNE 2026

5 BUDGET AMENDMENTS

Amandirents b orgingl budgel sines budgat adogtion. SurplusiDalicit)

Increase in - Decrease in Amended
Counail Mon Cash Available #Available  Budget Running
Description i Classi i lj Cash Cash Balance
H 3 H

Budget adoption
Ineraase af SRS at e sta of Snanclal year QCMIBZOZE  Opaning surplsidefict) 284,152
ERP implameninion Incrasse OEMISAZNE  Oparaling axpanses 40,000
Contributions from Trust
Corribution from cash in Lisu of POS bo lund Harvey Field Playground OCMIS1H2E Financing activiies outfiow 200,000
Feos and Charges
Magic Apple lease QCMDTERZ026 Crparaling reverue 130000
Employas cests
Corearsion of agancy staff to pemmanant staff OCMIMAEZO2E  Oparaling axpansas 40,000
Materials and contracts
ERP Project increassd expese OCMD1AE026 Operating expanses. {30, 000)
Laeal planning stralegy, Colleslce viliags precine! & Town planning S4 OCMDIAR026  Oneraling expenses 300,000
Foreshors markeling siratagy DCMIAZ026 Oparaling expanges 40,000
Recraation Pricinct masterplan DM 8Z026 Oparating axpansss 20,000
Carpark 2 radews lnpmant OQUMMAZOZE  Oparaling axpansas 110400
Procoeds from capital grants. subsidies and contributions:
Shared path design funding not inchuded in the annual budget OCMDEI026 Investing activities [riiow | 1.670,000)
Payments for Property, Plant and Equipment
Diefarred Chic Canira Pairdirg QUMIEZ02E  wesling echivilies culflew 50,000
Paymaenis for censtruction of Infrastrecture
Defamred Cade Servre Playgreund OCMIFMAZ026  Inwesting activities catfiow 300,000
Savings fram Timber Shelter Renewals and Beach Accoss path OCMI A 26 Ivesting activities outfiow B0,000
Beach access path delailed design OCMD1AH026 Invesling activilies oulllow 30,000
daflerral of suulh colhes ke foikl project DCMIMAR02E  Ivesling activilies sulllow 300,000
Civic cenire playgound OCMD18Z026  westing sclivities outllow (100,000)
Jahn Black Dunna Tountain savings QCMD8Z026 Ivasting actvities cailliow 20,900
Rates excluding general rates
Irerim Rates below anticipaled budget OEMMASO2E  Operating reverue {20,000)
Grants, subsidies and contributions
Mo caniribulions Lo olber somrmunily Armenities. QCMI182026  Operaling revere 130,000
Faos and Charges
Laasa ravenus for Forrast sirast QCMIMEBZ026 Cparating ravenis 430,00
waste revenue under budget OCMIAZ026  Operating revenue (100,000)
Towm planning feas OCMIA02E Crperating ravenue 40,000
Mabsrials on vergs fess and Workzone [ees OCMIMARO2E  Operaling ravenue (65,000)
Civic cenire fing lees QCMIAZ026  Operaling revenus 120,000)
Parking inlringemants DCMD8Z026 Cparaling ravenue (275,000}
Bl leanss QCMMIAZ0ME  Oparating ravenus (140,005
Other Revenue
Ranger Services it lccal gowemments incroase OCMIAZNZE  Operating reverue 3000

e costs
Required far professional memberships OCMIA 82026 Dpuraling expanass {10,000)
Work Cover payments offsal Wo DCMIEZ026 Oparaling ravernie 1200900
Ranger backpay redquinament QUMIMETO2E  Oparaling sxpanses {B0,000)
Materials and contracts
Extranrdinary election OCMIAE02E  Operating expenses 45,000}
ERP Prajsct vl sverun budpetad sxpenses COCMIAZ026  Operaling expanses (150,000)
Miner Furnitire and eoipment OCMO182026 Oiperaling expanass 40,000
Enidgated industial Adréemant axpenses. DCMD8E026 Cperaling expanses 3000
Pacpla and cullura conraciar axpanses. QUMIEG0ZE  Oparaling sxpanses 410,000}
Seavicw Hindergarien Reactive plumbing GEMEAEI2E  Operating cxpanses [8,000)
wasts cperating axpenses increase OCMIAR02E  Operating espenses (100,000)
Civic centre property maintsnance OCMIAZ026  Operaling expanses 20,000
John Black Dunie Landacaping stage 3 Defered DCMI82026 Operaling expanass 50,000
Seaview Golf Club sirategy QUMOTBE026  Opereling expanses {15.000)
Foalpath mainienanca (Cantractar) QCMITEZ02E  Oparating axpanses. 20,000
Laneway maintenance GEMIAZN2E  Operaling cxpanses {18.000)
Depat Leass budgeted faice OCMMA026  Operating expenses 190,000
Diher expenditure
Parkiieg Expandhing OCMD182026 Crpreraling expanses 85000
Procosds from capital grants, subsidies and contribuliens
Shared path dasign funding nof included in the annual budges QUMIIEE0ME  wvesting achvities Infioe 400000
Reads ta recovery fundirg excluded from budget OCMDAI2E  Iwesting activities Indlos 102,000
Payments for construction of infrastructure
Mo reliculalion bore and pump near OBH delerred 1o FY2827 OCMOE2026 Irvesling activilies oulllow 50,000
Savings reslasd on ROW works rellimad to feserve OCMI82026 v ealing activities oulflow 100,000
Translor to rasarves
Savings an ROW warks in Right af way resere OEMIIEE026E Financing activies ousllow (100,100)
Paymants for construction of infrastructurs
Low Cost Urban Road Safety Program OCMOST 026 Irvesting activities culfiow 1,185,014
Proceeds from capital grants, subsidies and contributions
Ry o Recowery and Main Rosds funding DCMOSTIZ02E v aaling Bclivities Irflow {1,168,014)

ABIEAEE  |4.181,014)
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ATTACHMENTS AUGUST 2026
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ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE

LANDSCAPE CONCEPT
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Cottesloe is known for Art - Lets make a simple strong concept

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE

e Annghi Tran
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT 25.05.2026
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What brings people here?

T L e

Sitting together

Simple pleasures.

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE

@ Annghi Tran
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT 25.05.2026
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as paving treatment Cottesloe colour

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE

@nnnghi Tran
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beach view

alfresco

Spatial arrangement

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE - )
{s Annghi Tran
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT 25.05.2026 A
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op 2 Sails v' "m %

o

existing trees

native planted troughs

fixed long bench loose chairs

painted sea inspired
‘sea grass’ pattern
ground treatment

picnic table & benches
with shade sails
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Shade

op1
Shade Australia Italian Piazza Commercial -

PVC Canopy
3x3m

Furniture

Remington Matters Pinnacles bench
Marine-grade powdercoated aluminium
Base plated fixed to ground; can be removed for events

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT

Planters

OPZ GRC Pebble planter
Shade sail

GRC trough planter 1m high 1520x1200x450

Remington Matters Pinnacles table set Remington Matters chair
Marine-grade powdercoated aluminium Loose furnture - not fixed
Base plated fixed to ground; can be removed for events

@ Annghi Tran
25.05.2026 Lirxdecape AvchRectire S
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Anigozanthos ‘Gold Velvet’ Westringia ‘Grey Box’ Lomandra Nyalla Casurina ‘Cousin It'

Planting selection

- robust natives that thrive in coastal environments
- provides variety of textures and colours

- performs well in pots

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT 25.05.2026

§ Annghi Tran
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Summary of submission

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna development, raising concerns that it would
result in the commercialisation and encroachment of regional public open space intended
for community use. The submission considers the proposal inconsistent with the character
and purpose of the Coltesloe foreshore, established planning principles, and expactations
that development should not occur west of Marine Parade. Concerns are raisad that the
proposal would diminish the openness of the public realm, reduce public enjoyment of the
area, create a visual association with a private commercial enterprise, and prioritise
private commercial interests over broader community benefit, The submitter also raises
concems regarding parking pressures and considers the proposal an inappropriate use of
the site, arguing that a sauna facility could be accommodated in an alternative location
without impacting public open space.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concems that it would reduce the
amount of publicly accessible regional open space and introduce a commercial use into an
area intended for public enjoyment. The submission considers the silte to be an imporant
public vantage point and gathering space, and raises concems regarding the loss of open
space, increased parking demand, and the precedent of allowing commercial development
within public open space. The submiller also suggests the area would be better improved
through the provision of public amenities such as shade and seating rather than a
cammercial facility,

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concerns that it would result in the
loss of publicly accessible regional open space and introduce a commercial use into an
area valued for its open character and community function. The submission considers the
site to be an important gathering place for local residents and raises concemns regarding
the commercialisation of public land, increased neise, traffic and vehicle movements, and
the potential impact on views and public amenity.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising cencems that it would reduce the
availability of public open space and impact the existing coastal views enjoyed by the
community, The submission also raises concemns regarding limited parking within the area
and considers the proposal may increase parking demand due to the anticipated duration
of patron visits.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concemns that it would detract from
the existing regional open space and its unobstrucled coastal views. The submission
considers that intreducing a commercial facility would diminish the open and infarmal
characler of the area and negatively impact the public's enjoyment of this valued public
space.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concerns regarding the
commercialisation of the North Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club and the increasing
commercial use of the foreshore, The submission also raises concerns regarding potential
conflicts of interest for elected members associated with the Surf Life Saving Club,
consistency with Surf Life Saving Australia policies, and the proposal's compatibility with
the Town's longstanding planning policy to limit further development west of Marine
Parade. The submitter considers the proposal would coniribute fo unnecessary
development and visual clutter along the beachfront.

Local Government response

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3. Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof, The proposal is considered in
detail against the relevant objectives of the Town's Policy. Competing
considerations will be weighed-up against one another in the broader
assessment.

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3, Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof. The proposal is not expected to
significantly impact traffic, parking or pedestrian safety, as it is a small-scale
facility with visitors managed through a booking system. The cument sauna
proposal is being assessed on its own merits;, any future ski shed roof
upgrades would require separate assessment and approvals.

Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, occcupying up to 33% of the roof. Commercial activities on public
land may be supported where they are consistent with reserve purposes and
planning policies, as per WAPC Palicy 5.3, The proposal is not expected to
significantly impact traffic, parking or pedesirian safely, as it is a small-scale
facility with visitors managed through a booking system.

Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof. Commercial activiies on public
land may be supported where they are consistent with reserve purposes and
planning policies, as per WAPC Policy 5.3.

Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof. Commercial activities on public
land may be supported where they are consistent with reserve purposes and
planning pelicies, as per WAPC Policy 5.3,

Commercial activiies on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3. Conflict of interest is a senous element of the decision making process,
Elecled members are aware of the obligations surrounding actual and
perceived conflicts of interest. In this case, the Town can make a
recammendation, and the proposal will ultimately be determined on its merits
by the WAPC. The proposal is considered in detail against the relevant
objectives of the Tewn's Policy, Competing considerations will be weighed-up
against one anather in the broader assessmant.

Themes

+ Commercialisation of public land

+ Loss of character & public
amenity/open space

* Scale & built form

» Inconsistant with the planning
policy

« Traffic & parking

+ Support for shade structure

+ Loss of public open space

+ Commercialisation of public land
» Character & public amenity

= Traffic & parking

-+ Altermnative use of the site

+ Loss of public open space

» Commercialisation of public land
+ Character & public amenity

+ Maoise, Traffic & Parking

« Views & visual amenity

+ Loss of public open space
« Traffic & Parking

+ Loss of public open space
+ Commercialisation of public land
« Character & visual impact

« Commercialisation of public land

+ Character & visual impact

+ Inconsistent with the planning
palicy

= Governance & Decision making
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Summary of submission

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concerns that it would result in the
loss and commercialisation of a valued public community space within regional open
space. The submission considers the proposal would intensify activity in a sensitive
coastal location, resulling in increased noise, traffic, parking demand and impacts on
residential amenity, Concerns are also raised regarding the visual impact of the
development, including ancillary structures such as shade sails, and the potential
precedent of allowing private commercial use on public coastal land. The submitter
suggesls the site should remain an open communily space or be subject to broader public
cansultation to determine an appropriate long-tenm use.

The submilter expresses support for the proposed sauna in principle, recognising its
potential to activate the site and contribute to community wellbeing. However, concems
are raised regarding the capacity of existing public infrastructure, including public toilets,
showers, beach access and associaled facilities, to accommodate additional demand
generaled by the proposal. The submitter requests that any approval include consideration
of infrastructure upgrades, ongeing maintenance responsibilities and contributions towards
supporting public facilites to ensure the broader foreshore precinct is not adversely
affected.

The submitter strongly objects to the proposed sauna development, raising concerns that
it would result in the commercialisation of public open space and the introduction of a
private commercial use within a highly valued community coastal location. The submission
emphasises the existing role of the Morth Cottesloe foreshore and rocfiop area as an
important public gathering place for residents and visitors, supporting informal recreation,
sacial interaction and community activities. It is argued that the proposal would detract
from the existing character and community funclion of the area through the introduction of
additional built form, reducing public amenity and altering the open coastal setting. The
submission considers the proposal inconsistent with the Town's planning policies and
objectives relating to public open space, coastal development, public access, community
benefit and the protection of coastal character. Concerns are also raised regarding the
loss of public open space, impacts on community access and enjoyment of the site, and
the precedent that approval may establish for future commercial development on public
foreshore land. The submitter contends that public amenity, coastal views, community
access and the long-term protection of public open space should take precedence over
private commercial interests.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concerns that it would result in the
loss and commercialisation of a valued public gathering space within Regional Open
Space. The submission considers the proposal would diminish the openness and
character of the rooftop area, impact coastal views, increase noise, lighting, patron
activity, traffic and parking demand, and place additional pressure on public infrastructure.
Concerns are also raised regarding the appropriateness of a commercial use on Crown
land reserved for public recreation, with the submitter suggesting the site should instead
remain available for public use or that an altemnative location be considered.

Local Government response

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3. The proposal is not expected to significantly impact traffic, parking or
pedestrian safety, as it is a small-scale facility with visitors managed through a
booking system. Moise and other amenity Impacts are also considered
manageable, having regard to the enclesed nature of the sauna, limited patron
capacity, and the absence of amplified music or outdoor activity areas.
Conditions of planning approval and lease requirements can further assist in
managing potential impacts,

Cenditional Support noted

Themes

» Loss of public open space

+ Commercialisation of public land
+ Loss of residential amenity

» Traffic & Parking

» Character & Visual amenity

-+ Altermnative use of the site

* Support for proposal

+Feedback & concerns regarding
putlic infrastructure &
infrastructure contributions

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3, While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by
the public, it complies with Council’'s Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of  policy

the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space. Council's + Precedent

amenity

+ Loss of character & public

+ Alternative use of the site
+» Inconsistent with the planning

Guiding Principles limits development lo single-storey, northern boundary, - Loss of public open space

occupying up to 33% of the roof.

+ Commercialisation of public land

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are «Loss of public open space
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy - Commaercialisation of public land
5.3. Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern < Character & visual amenity

boundary, ocoupying up to 33% of the roof,

» Loss of residential amenity

» Traffic & Parking
-+ Altermnative use of the site
+ Inconsistent with the planning

policy
+ Precedent
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Summary of submission

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concerns that it would result in the
commercialisation of a valued public gathering space within Regional Open Space and
diminish the open character of the Morth Cottesloe foreshore. Concems are raised
regarding the impact on public open space, coastal views, traffic and parking, residential
amenity, and the approprialeness of a commercial use en Crown land. The submitter also
requests further assessment of the proposal’s cumulative impacts and consideration of
alternative locations that would avoid encroachment into the public open space.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concems regarding the potential loss
of public open space, increased parking demand, and the long-term viability of the
commercial operation. The submission questions the financial implications should the
business cease operating and requests that these matters be addressed before the
proposal is supported

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concems regarding the loss of public
open space and questioning the sultability, long-term wviability and financial sustainability of
the proposed commercial operation. The submissicn also raises concerns regarding the
adequacy of the proposed facility, its management and supervision, and the potential
implications for the Town should the business cease operating

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concerns that the site is not sutable
for commercial development and that approval would establish an undesirable precedent
for further commercialisation of public open space. The submission considers the proposal
to be incompatible with the public open space seifing. opposes the proposed building,
landscaping and operaling hours, and raises concerns regarding parking demand and the
loss of public open space currently enjoyed by the community,

The submitter considers that investment should be prioritised towards improving ocean
swimmer safety before funding other foreshore developments. The submission advocates
for the introduction of a year-round shark detection and warning system to complement
existing safety measures, improve swimmer confidence and enhance Coftesloe Beach's
reputation as a safe, year-round swimming destination. The submitter also notes that
improved swimmer safety would indirectly benefit local businesses by encouraging greater
use of the beach throughout the year

The submitter objects to the propesed sauna, raising concems that the development is
incompatible with land reserved as Regional Open Space and would result in the loss of a
valued public space. The submission considers the proposal would diminish the
uninterrupted coastal views currently enjoyed by the community and is not an appropriate
use within this well-utilised public area.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concems that it would reduce the
amount of publicly accessible space on the surf club rooftop currently enjoyved by
beachgoers and the wider community. The submission considers the proposal would
further diminish the character and ambience of the area, noting the rooflop has become an
important community gathering space following changes to nearby facilities, The submitter
suggests that, if a sauna is to be developed, it should be located in a less frequently used
area.

Local Government response

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3.Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, ocoupying up to 33% of the reof, The proposed location comprises
an existing rooftop structure associated with and leased by Morth Cotlesioe
Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding Principles specifically considered
development at this location. The proponent is seeking to ulilise the site
because of ils unique context.

Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof. The proposal is nol expected to
significantly impact traffic, parking or pedesirian safety, as it is a small-scale
facility with visitors managed through a booking system.

Commercial viability / profitability are separate from the planning merits of the
proposal. While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used
by the public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooflop space.

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3, Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof.

Council is considering the current sauna proposal on its own merits. While
upgrades to the coastal infrastructure could be considered separately in the
future, such works are outside the scope of the current application and would
require  separate  assessment,  funding, approvals and  maintenance
arrangements.

Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, cccupying up to 33% of the roof and to be compatible with the
character of the surounding coastal environment and built form. Having
ragard lo the scale, design and location of the proposed sauna, it is
considered that the proposal satisfies these requirements.

While the praposal will reduce part of the rooflop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooflop space.

Themes

» Loss of public open space

+ Commercialisation of public land
+ Character & visual amenity

* Loss of residential amenity

» Traffic & Parking

+ Curmnulative Impact

+ Loss of public open space
» Traffic & Parking
« Commercial Operation

« Loss of public open space
+ Suitabllity of the proposal
« Commercial Operation

« Loss of public open space

» Commercialisation of public land
+ Character & visual amenity

+ Loss of residential amenity

« Traffic & Parking

» Operating hours

* Public safety
« Alterative investment priorities
+ Community benefit

+ Loss of public open space
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Loss of public amenity

+ Loss of public open space
+ Character & visual amenity
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23

Summary of submission

The submitter strongly opposes the propesed sauna development, raising concems that it
would commercialise public open space and result in the loss of a valued community
gathering area within the foreshore. The submission considers the proposal inconsistent
with the Town's planning policies and principles relating to public open space, coastal
development and development weast of Marine Parade, and argues it would reduce
community use, impact ocean views, diminish public amenity and alter the character of the
area. Concemns are also raised regarding visual and envirenmental impacis, the
consultation and decision-making processes, governance and financial matters, risk
management, the long-term viability of the commercial operation, and the suitability of
altemative locations within the Surf Life Saving Club. The submitter further contends that
approval could establish an undesirable precedent for future commercial development
within the foreshore and questions the adequacy of community consultation regarding
suppaort for the sauna proposal,

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna in its current location, raising concerns that it
would result in the commercialisation and loss of a valued public gathering space within
the Morth Cottesloe foreshore. The submission considers the proposal would diminish the
openness and community function of the rooftop deck, increase patron activity, traffic,
parking demand and pressure on public amenities, and adversely affect the character of
the area, Concemns are also raised regarding the scale of the proposed building, operating
hours, landscaping, and the potential pracedent for further commercial development on
community-leased public land. The submitter supports the concept of a sauna but
considers an alternative location would be more appropriate.

The submitter expresses conditional support for the proposed sauna, provided it occupies
only & small portion of the rooftop and does not compromise the public’s use and
enjoyment of the space. Concerns are raised regarding the size of the facility, queueing,
operating hours and patron numbers, with the submitter considering the rooftop should
remain primarily available for public wse. The submitter also supports appropriate
landscaping and shade structures, provided they do not adversely affect the openness of
the area,

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considerng it would improve the amenity of
the site and provide a positive use of the existing space. The submission notes support for
the proposed design and appearance of the development, expresses confidence in the
operator's track record, and suppeorts the inclusion of shade sails.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it would improve and activate the
existing rooftop space while maintaining and enhancing the public realm. The submission
supports the proposed design, landscaping and public furniture, noting the propasal is
compatible with the surrounding coastal setting and the operator has a strong track record.
The submitter also comments on the proposed operating hours, parking management and
noise, recommending approprate management measuras to minimise impacis on
surrounding residents and encourage the use of alternative parking areas.

The submitter supporis the proposed sauna development and considers it to be an
attractive addition to the site. The submission expresses support for the design and
appearance of the proposal and does not raise concerns regarding landscaping or
operational matters. The submiller also supporis the proposed operating hours,
cansidering that the facility is unlikely to generate significant noise impacts due to the
limited number of nearby residents and the nature of the use.

Local Government response Themes

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are «Loss of public open space
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies. as per WAPC Policy  + Character & visual amenity
5.3. Commercial viability / profitability are separate considerations from the < Loss of public amenity
planning ments of the proposal, Council considers this aspect when preparing + Inconsistent with the planning
the terms of an associated lease agreemeant, policy

+ Objects to commercial use.
‘While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area cumrently used by the + Concermed about ocean views.
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single + Opposes shade structures
sloray, located on the northern boundary and accupying no more than 33% of + Questions consultation
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space. approach.

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the -« Loss of public open space

public, it complies with Councils Guiding Principles by remaining single - Commercialisation of public land

storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of -« Character & visual amenity

the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space. Commercial - Loss of public amenity
activities on public land may be supported where they are consistent with « Residential Amenity

reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy 5.3. The -« Traffic & Parking

proposed location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with and » Landscaping & Shade structure
leased by Morth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding Principles  + Hours of operations
specifically considered development at this lecation. The propenent is seeking | « Precedent

to ulilise the site because of its unique context

Conditional Support noted + Conditional Support

+ Loss of public open space

» Character & public amenity

+ Landscaping & Shade structure
+ Dperating Hours & Patronage

Support noted * Support for proposal

+ Character & Visual amenity
improvement

» Design & Appearance

+ Landscaping & Shade Structure

Conditional Support noted + Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

» Improvement of public amenity
+ Community benefit

+ Landscaping & Shade structure
+ Operating hours & Noise

+ Traffic & Parking

+ Patron demand

Support noted * Support for proposal
» Character & visual amenity

+ Operating hours
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24  The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna development, considering it an Support noted + Suppart for proposal
appropriate and beneficial use of an underutilised space. The submission highlights the + Community benefit
health and wellbeing benefits of the facility, its compatibility with the surf club environment, + Character & Visual amenity
and the potential to encourage greater community use of the beach and surrounding area, + Landscape & shade structure
Support is also expressed for the design of the proposal, flexible shade solutions, and « Operating hours

extended operating hours, with suggestions for discounted access for local community
members and workers

25 The submitter strongly supports the propesed sauna dewvelopment, considering it a Support noted + Support for proposal
significant improvement to an underutilised and unatiractive public space. The submission + Community benefit
highlights potential benefits including improved public amenity, increased visitation to + Improvement of character &
nearby businesses. enhanced opportunities for community interaction, and paositive health visual amenity
and wellbeing outcomes. Support is expressed for the design and appearance of the + Support for operating hours and
proposal, extended operating hours and the continued availability of public gathering patronage
space, with the submitter considering the development a valuable addition to the North + Scale of development
Cottesloe communily. The submilter also expresses a preference for umbrellas over » Landscaping & Umbrellas
shade zails. = Dasign & appearance

26 The submitter supports the proposed sauna development and considers it a positive use Support noted » Support for proposal
of a currently underutilised and unattractive space. The submission suggests the proposal + Community benefit
would improve the appearance and activation of the area. provide an altemnative + Improvement of character &
recreational opportunity for local residents, and represent an improvement over existing visual amenity
site conditions. While generally supportive, the submitter notes that appropriate = Support for operating hours
supervision and security arrangements should be considered given the site's proximity to + Design & appearance
public access areas and the road network. » Combination of shade structure

& umbrellas

27 The submitter supports the proposed sauna development and considers it a positive Support noted + Support for proposal
addition to the Cottesloe beachfront, The submission expresses support for the scale and + Impravement of character &
height of the proposal and raises no significant concerns regarding its operation. The visual amenity
submitter considers the facility would appeal to people with an interest in health, wellbeing + Community Benefit
and beachfront recreation, and supports the inclusion of umbrellas as part of the site + Recreation & Well-being
amenities, + Landscaping * Umbrellas for

shade,

28 The submitter supports the proposed sauna development and considers it a positive Conditional Support noted + Conditional support
addition to the site. While generally supportive of the design, scale and footprint of the + Character & visual amenity
proposal, concerns are raised regarding its size, patron capacity and the potential for + Design & appearance
increased parking demand in an area where parking is already constrained. The * Values view access
submission emphasises the importance of maintaining access to the rooftop area, + Positive addition to area,
including balceny access and ocean views, and supports the proposal remaining selback » Prefers umbrellas.
from the front railing and occcupying no more than one-third of the deck area. The + Requests later hours.
submitter also comments on operating hours, suggesfing they be managed to avoid « Raises parking concems.

conflicts with existing beach and surf club activities, with & preference for |ater opening
times during summer, Views are also expressed regarding shade siructures, with support
variously given to either shade sails or umbrellas.

2%  The submitter supports the proposed sauna development provided it enhances the site's Support noted » Conditional support
use and accessibility for the broader community. The submission emphasises the » Character & Public amenity
importance of retaining the casual, welcoming and flexible character of the space, where + Site improvements
people can gather, relax and enjoy the foreshore. Support is expressed for landscaping * Scale & Visual impact
impravements and extended operating hours, provided the development remains low- » Landscaping & Umbrellas for
profile, community-focused and does not diminish the open and informal nature of the shada
area. + Support for hours of operation
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Summary of submission

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna development, expressing concern that it
would disrupt the existing community use and character of the area. The submission
considers the proposed structure to be too large and visually imposing for the site and
argues that landscaping and public realm improvements could be undertaken without
introducing a commercial sauna, Concerns are also raised regarding increased activily
associated with patrons entering and leaving the facility, with a preference for
improvements that maintain the space as a community-focused public area.

The submitter supporis the proposed sauna, considering it an approprate development
that would improve the existing rooftop space. The submission supports the proposed
scale of the development, the use of umbrellas for shade, and the proposed operating
hours of 5:00 am lo 8:00 pm.

The submitter sirongly supports the propesed sauna development, considering it an
effective way to aclivate and improve the existing space while retaining its social and
cammunity function, The submission supports the location, design and seating upgrades,
noting that the proposal makes productive use of an underutilised area while maintaining
ccean views and public access. Suggestions are made regarding the provision of a
designated waiting area and removable shade, while support is also expressed for the
proposed operating hours and maximum patron capacity.

The submitter raises concerns regarding the wisual impact of the proposed sauna,
cansidering the building to be too bulky and requesting further view impact assessment to
minimise its effect on the coastal setting. The submission also comments that the
proposed landscaping is minimal, supports the use of shade sails, and raises no concems
regarding the proposed operating hours or patron capacity.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concerns that the rooftop is an
established and well-used commurity space rather than an underutilised area, The
submission considers the proposal would reduce public use of the space, obsiruct public
views, and introduce a commercial activity that would discourage the wider community
from using the rooftop. The submitter suggests the sauna would be more appropriately
located elsewhare within the Surf Life Saving Club.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concerns that the rooftop is an
established and well-used community space rather than an underutilised area. The
submission considers the proposal would reduce public open space. obsiruct coastal
views, increase traffic and parking demand, and conflict with the Town's policy limiting
development west of Marine Parade. The submitter also questions the community benafit
of the proposal, noting similar facilities already exist nearby and suggesting the
development would primarily serve a limited number of users.

Local Government response

The scale, design and location of the proposal complies with Council's Guiding
principles by remaining single storey, located on the northemn boundary and
occupying no more than 33% of the roof. Council is considering the current
sauna propoasal on its own merts. While upgrades to the ski shed roof could
be considered separately in the future, such works are oulside the scope of
the current application and would reguire separate assessment. funding,
approvals and maintenance arrangements.

Support noted

Support noted

The scale, design and location of the proposal complies with Council's Guiding
principles by remaining single storey, located on the northern boundary and
occupying no maore than 33% of the roof,

The proposed location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with
and leased by North Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club, Council's Guiding
Principles specifically considered development at this location. The proponent
is seeking to utilise the site because of its unique context. While the proposal
will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the public, it complies
with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single storey, located on the
northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of the roof, with
upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space.

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooflop space. Mumber of
users, (commercial viability / profitability) is a separate consideration from the
planning merits of the proposal. Council will consider this aspect when
preparing the terms of an associated lease agreement.

Themes

+ Loss of public opens pace

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Loss of public amenity

+ Support for landscaping & shade
struciure

+ Increasze in patron activity

+ Support for proposal

+ Improvement of character &
visual amenity

» Landscaping & umbrellas for
shade

+ Support for operating hours

+ Support for proposal

« Activation of space

» Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement of public amenity

+ Landscape & shade structure

+ Support for hours of operation &
patron capacity

+ Character & visual amenity

*» Scale & Bulk

+ Landscaping & shade struciure

+ Support for hours of operation &
patron capacity

+ Loss of public open space

+ Commercialisation of public land
» Loss of public amenity

+ Character & Visual Amenity

» Loss of Public open space

+ Character & Visual amenity

« Traffic & Parking

+ Oppose for operating hours

+ Inconsistent with the planning
policy
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41

Summary of submission

The submitter strongly supports the propesed sauna development and considers it a
positive addition that would benefit the wider community., The submission expresses
support for the scale, location and overall design of the proposal, noting that it integrates
well with surrounding development and remains lower than adjacent buildings.
Suggestions are made to incorporate more substantial landscaping and a stronger coastal
character, while support is expressed for umbrellas as a shade solution. The submitter
raises no concemns regarding the proposed operafing hours and considers the internal
arrangement of the facility would support patron privacy and minimise impacts on the
broader public space.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna development and considers it &
complementary addition to the Morth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club and surrounding
health and wellbeing-focused businesses. The submission views the proposal as an
effective use of an otherwise underutilised rooftop area while maintaining public access
and amenity. Support is expressed for the design, appearance and landscaping of the
proposal, with a preference for shade sails and a view that the facility would integrate well
with existing activities and uses within the area.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna development, expressing concem about the
loss of a valued public community space that has long been used by local residents for
informal social gatherings following beach activities. While acknowledging the poor
condition of existing fumiture and maintenance of the deck, the submitter considers that
public space improvements should be delivered independently of a commercial
development, Concemns are raised regarding the scale of the proposed structure, the
extent of public space it would occupy, and the patential for the facility to attract non-local
users and increase pressure on an area currently enjoyed by residents and regular beach
users.

The submitter supparts the proposed sauna, considering it an appropriate use of the
existing rooftop area that would significantly improve the appearance and functionality of
the space. The submission supports the proposed design, landscaping and operating
hours, noting the development would complement the surrounding beach pracinct, have
minimal visual impact, and benefit nearby businesses. The submitter also considers the
facility is likely to be used primarily by existing beachgoers, surf club members and café
patrons.

The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna dewvelopment and considers it a
significant improvement to a curently unattractive and underutilised rooftop area. The
submission highlights the quality of the proposed design, the retention of public seating
and viewing opportunities, and the compatibility of the sauna with the coastal location, The
submitter considers the development to be appropriately scaled, unlikely to impact
surrounding views, and capable of enhancing the amenity and value of the area. Support
is also expressed for landscaping improvements and the proposed operating hours, with
the submitter anticipating strong use by local residents, beachgoers and surf club
members.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it would provide community,
economic and public amenity benefits while enhancing the existing rooftop area. The
submission supports the proposed design, landscaping, operafing hours and patron
capacity, noting the development would retain public access to the majority of the rooftop,
imprave the appearance of the site, provide financial benefits to the North Collesloe Surf
Life Saving Club and the Town, and assist in funding community and lifesaving initiatives.

Local Government response

Support noted

Support noted

‘While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
sloray, located on the northern boundary and aceupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public roofiop space. Commercial
activities on public land may be supporied where they are consistent with
reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy 5.3, The current
sauna proposal is being assessed on its own merits; any future ski shed roof
upgrades would reguire separate assessment and approvals.

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Community benefit

+ Improves character & visual
amenity

» Public realm enhancement

+ Support for operating hours and
patronage

+ Landscaping & Umbrellas for
shade

+ Support for proposal

+ Community benefit

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Compatibility with surrounding
uses

» Landscaping & shade struciure

= Support for operating hours and
patronage

+ Loss of public open space

+ Commercialisation of public land
* Character & visual open space

+ Loss of public amenity

= Support for umbrella structures

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement of public amenity
= Activation of space

= Cammunity benefit

+ Landscaping & shade structure
» Support for operating hours

+ Support for proposal

* Character & amenity

* Improvermnent of public amenity

+ Activation of space

+ Support for operating hours &
Patron capacity

* Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement of public amenity

« Community Benefit

+ Landscaping & Shade structure

+ Support for operating hours &
patron capacity
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Summary of submission

The submitter does not support the proposed sauna development, expressing the view
that the site could be used for more beneficial purposes. Concerns are raised regarding
the overall suitability of the proposal and its impact on the area, with the submitter
indicating a generally negative view of the development, While no concerns are raised
regarding operating hours, the submilter prefers umbrellas as the shade solution.

43 The submitter objects to the proposed sauna development, arguing that the site currently
functions as an important informal community space that should be retained and
enhanced rather than converted to a commercial use. Concerns are raised regarding the
loss of flexible public open space, reduced accessibility, increased commercialisation of
the foreshore, and potential conflicts with planning objectives that seek to protect coastal
values, public access and community amenity. The submission also raises concems about
increased pedesirian congestion and safety risks in an already busy foreshore location
and suggests that public realm improvements such as seating, shade, landscaping and
family-friendly facilities could be provided without introducing & permanent commercial
facility,

44  The submitter objects to the proposed sauna development, expressing concern that it
represents a commercial use which would benefit only a limited section of the community
while reducing the availability and amenity of a valued public space. Concemns are raised
regarding the loss of public access and views, the suitability of the proposal within a well-
used foreshore location, and the extent of the proposed operating hours, The submitter
also questions the broader need for the facility, noting the availability of similar sauna
facilities elsewhere within the metropolitan coastal area.

45  The submilter objects to the proposed sauna development on the rooflop deck, despite
supporting upgrades to the existing space. The submission emphasises that the rooftop
area, while physically simple, is already a heavily used and highly valued community
gathering space offering views and informal recreation opportunities for families and
beach users, Concerns are raised that the sauna would reduce public space, obstruct
views and introduce a private commercial use inte an area currently enjoyed by the
broader community. The submitier suggests the sauna could be located elsewhere on the
site. while supporting improvements such as buili<in seating, landscaping and shade
structures that enhance the space withoul reducing its accessibility,

The submitter supports the proposed sauna development and considers it a positive
addition that would improve the rooftop area and enhance the existing mix of activities and
businesses within the locality. The submission supports the design, siling and appearance
of the proposal, noting that it is positioned to minimise visual impacts while maintaining
views and complementing the surrounding environment. Suppert is also expressed for the
associated upgrades to the rooftop space and for extended operating hours, with the
submitter considering the development likely to bring additional visitors and economic
benefits to nearby businesses.

47  The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it would provide additional
amenity to the area and complement Cottesloe's healthy outdoor lifestyle. The submission
supports the proposed scale, landscaping, shade sails and operating hours, and considers
the development appropriate for the location. The submilter raises no concemns regarding

the propasal.

Local Government response Themes

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3

+ Suitability of proposal

+ Character & public amenity

+ Landscape and umbrella for
shade

« Allemative use of sile

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council’s Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space. The current

» Loss of public open space

+ Commercialisation of public land
+ Character & public amenity

« Traffic, pedestrian safety &

sauna proposal is being assessed on its own merits; any future ski shed roof  congestion
upgrades would require separate assessment and approvals. * Inconsistent with planning policy
& objectives

+ Alternative public improvements

+ Cammercialisation of Public
Land

+ Loss of Public Open Space

+ Character and Visual Amenity

+ Oppose for operating hours

= Support for Shade structure

Commercial activiies on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policles, as per WAPC Policy
5.3. While the proposal will reduce part of the roofiop area currently used by
the public. it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooflop space. Number of
users, (commercial viability { profitability) is a separate consideration from the
planning merits of the proposal. Councl will consider this aspect when
preparing the terms of an associated lease agreement.

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooflop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council’s Guiding Principles by remaining single + Commercialisation of public land
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of + Character & Visual Amenity

the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space. Council's + Support for landscaping & shade
Guiding Prnciples imits development to single-storey, northern boundary,  structure

occupying up lo 33% of the roof. + Public Realm improvement

+ Loss of public open space

Support noted + Support for proposal
« Cammunity & economic Benefits
» Character & Visual Amenity

+ Landscaping & Shade

Support noted * Support for proposal

» Character & Wisual Amenity

+ Design & Appearance

+ Landscaping & shade structure

» Support for aperating hours $
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52

53

Summary of submission

The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna, considering it an appropriate
development for the site. The submission supports the proposed design, landscaping,
shade options and operating hours, and raises no concems regarding the proposal

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concerns that the application relies
heavily on assumptions regarding operational impacts that may adversely affect the
surrounding community if they are not realised. The submission considers the proposal is
inconsistent with the Town's policy restricting new buildings west of Marine Parade and
raises concemns regarding polential noise, queuing, increased demand on public
amenities, and traffic and parking impacts. The submitter also considers that public shade
should be provided independently of the proposed development.

The submitter objects ta the proposed sauna, considering it an inappropriate development
that would result in the loss of a valued and well-used community gathering space. The
submission notes the rooftop is regularly used by local residents as an infermal meeting
place and considers the space should remain unchanged.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, despite supporting sauna facilities generally,
cansidering the proposed rooflop location to be inappropriate. The submission raises
cancems that the proposal would privatise a valued and well-used public gathering space,
reduce community access and inclusiveness, and diminish the informal character of the
area. While acknowledging the quality of the proposed design and landscaping, the
submitter considers the intervention is too great for this location and suggests the sauna
should be located elsewhere where it would have less impact on public open space.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it would significantly improve the
appearance of the existing rooftop area by replacing the current informal furniture with a
more atiractive and functional public space. The submission supports the proposed
design, landscaping and shade options, and raises no concems regarding the proposal or
its operating hours.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna development, arguing that the site is
designated and valued as public open space and should remain freely available for
community use. Concerns are raised that the propesal would replace open public space
with a commercial facility accessible only to paying patrons, reducing the availability and
community function of the area. While supportive of improvements such as additional
vagelation and shade, the submitler considers these enhancements should occur
independantly of the sauna development. The submission also raises concerns regarding
potential noise from patrons and suggests the facility is more likely to attract visitors than
lacal residents.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna development on the basis that no additional
development should occur on the western side of Marine Parade. The submission
considers the proposed facility inconsistent with the principle of limiting further built
development within the fereshore area and therefore oppeses the proposal in its entirety,

Local Government response

Support noted

The praposal is considered in detail against the relevant ebjectives of the
Town's Policy. Competing considerations will be weighed-up against one
another in the broader assessmeni, Moise and other amenity impacis are also
considered manageable, having regard to the enclesed nature of the sauna,
limited patron capacity. and the absence of amplified music or outdoor activity
areas. Conditions of planning approval and lease requirements can further
assist in managing potential impacts. The proposal is not expected to
significantly impact traffic, parking or pedestrian safety, as it is a small-scale
facility with wisiters managed through a booking system.

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, It complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space.

Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, ococupying up to 33% of the roof. Commercial activities on public
land may be supported where they are consistent with reserve purposes and
planning policies, as per WAPC Paolicy 5.3

Support noted

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3. While the proposal will reduce part of the roofiop area currently used by
the public. it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storay, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed o the public rooftop space, Noise and other
amanity impacts are also considered manageable, having regard to the
enclosed nature of the sauna, limited patron capacity, and the absence of
amplified music or outdaor activity areas. Conditions of planning approval and
lease requirements can further assist in managing potential impacts,

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3.

Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Design & appearance

« Landscaping & Shade

+ Support for operating hours &
patronage

+ Inconsistent with planning policy

« Dperational management

« Traffic, parking & public facilities

+ Moise impacts

+ Support for landscaping & shade
sails

« Loss of public open space

+ Support for existing public space

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Oppose operating hours &
patronage

+ Loss of public open space

« Commercialisation of public land

» Character & visual amenity

+ Loss of public amenity

+ Support for landscaping & shade
structure

= Altemative location

* Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement of public amenity
+ Design & appearance

» Lass of public open space

+ Commercialisation of public
space

+ Moise & Amenity

+ Support for landscaping & shade
structure

» Inconsistant with the planning
policy
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57

58

59

81

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the provision of a sauna facility in North Cottesloe in principle but
objects to the proposed location on the rooftop deck. While considering the proposed
sauna, landscaping, operaling hours and patron capacity generally acceptable, the
submission maintains that the facility should be located elsewhere, suggesting the
grassed area north of the surf club adjacent to Longview as a more suilable site. The
submitter considers this alternative location would allow the benefits of the sauna to be
realised without affecting the existing use and functicn of the proposed rooftop lecation.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the concept and design to be
appropriate for the site. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers
umbrellas for shade, raises no concemns regarding the proposed operating hours, and
indicates they would use the facility.

The submitter strongly supporis the proposed sauna development and considers it a
respectful and substantial impravement to the existing rooftop area. The submission nolas
that the proposal Is compatible with the surrounding coastal environment and would
enhance the appearance and functionality of the space. The submitier does not support
additional shade structures, preferring to maintain the open character of the area, and
supports extended operating hours during summer. A suggeslion is also made that
discounted or free access for local residents could increase community acceptance and
use of the facility.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it an appropriate addition o the
area and an improvement on the existing roofiop space. The submission supports the
proposed operating hours and patron capacity, while recommending consideration be
given fo overlooking and privacy impacts on Longview paftrons. The submitter also
emphasises the importance of retaining sufficient public open space for informal recreation
and supperting the provision of removable shade suitable for the coastal environment.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, considering it incompatible with the
character and cultural significance of the Morth Cottesloe foreshore. The submission
raises concemns that the proposed building would detract from the open coastal vista,
appear visually intrusive, and commercialise a valued public gathering space that currently
functions as an informal community meeting place. The submitter also considers the
existing tree canopy provides adequate shade and that the proposal is inconsistent with
the established history and character of the area.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concerns that it would result in the
partial privatisation of a wvalued public open space for commercial purposes. The
submission considers the proposal would create an overdeveloped and wvisually intrusive
cluster of buildings west of Marine Parade, diminish the openness and accessibility of the
rooftop, and discourage public use through the proposed landscaping. The submitter also
considers umbrellas are unsuitable for the exposed coastal environment and does not
support any operating hours for the facility,

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, considering the rooftop should remain a
flexible public space for communily use rather than accommodale a permanent
commercial building. The submission opposes the proposad building and its intended use,
while supporting the provision of shade as a public amenity independent of the sauna
proposal.

Local Government response

Conditional Support noted

Support noted

Conditional Support noted

Support noted

Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof.

Commercial activiies on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies. as per WAPC Policy
5.3. Council's Guiding Pringiples limits development to single-storey, northemn
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof.

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, It complies with Councils Guiding Principles by remaining single
storay, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space.

Themes

+ Alternative location

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade structure

+ Conditional support for operating
hours & patron capacity

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & umbrellas for
shade

« Community benefit

+ Support for operating hours &
patronage

* Support for proposal

+ Character & Visual amenity
+ Cammunity benefit

« Operating Hours

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement fo public amenity

+ Landscaping & shade structure

+ Support for operating hours and
patron capacity

+ Loss of public open space

« Commercialisation of public land
+ Loss of public & visual amenity
+ Character & heritage

» Design & appearance

+ Loss of public open space

« Commercialisation of public land

* Loss of character & visual
amenity

= Dasign & appearance

+ Loss of public amenity

* Landscape

+ Operating hours

+ Loss of public open space

» Commercialisation of public land

» Loss of character & visual
amenity

+ Design & appearance

» Loss of public amenity

+ Landscape & shade

« Dperating hours & patronage
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65

67

Summary of submission

The submitter strongly objects to the proposed sauna, considering the roofiop should
remain a public space for uses that are accessible to the broader community. The
submission raises concerns that the proposal would reduce public access to the site,
cansiders the design and landscaping inappropriate, and suggests the space would be
betler ulilised for a general public facility such as a café or bar. The submitter also noles
that similar sauna facilities already exist nearby.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna. raising concerns that it would increase
parking demand in an area thal already experiences congestion, particularly during
summer and Surf Life Saving Club activities. The submission considers the proposed
building would obstruct views, be visually intrusive and out of character with the
surrounding coastal environment. The submitter also considers there are sufficient existing
sauna facilities elsewhere and does not support the proposal proceeding

The submitter strongly objects o the proposed sauna development, arguing that the
building would diminish the openness, freedom and public enjoyment currently associated
with the rooftop space and its ocean views, The submission emphasises that the value of
the location lies in its accessibility to the wider community and the ability for all users to
enjoy the coastal setting free of charge. Concerns are raised that the proposal would
prioritise a facility for a limited number of paying patrons at the expense of a valued public
space, resulling in a loss of community amenity and openness. The submilter prefers the
area fo remain largely unchanged, with enly minor public improvements such as additional
shade if reguired.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna development and considers it a positive
addition that would provide an enhanced community amenity. The submission considers
the scale of the proposal appropriate for the site, supports the design and appearance of
the development, and expresses suppor for shade sails. Mo concerns are raised
regarding the proposed operating hours, with the submitter considering them unlikely to
adversely affect nearby residents or the broader community. The submitter also notes
positive experiences with a comparable sauna facility at Port Beach and anticipates similar
benefits from the proposal.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna development and considers it a positive
initiative that would contribute to the revitalisation of the Collesloe foreshore and altract
additional visitors to the area. The submission highlights the potential economic benefits
for local businesses and supports the design and appearance of the propesal, noting its
use of natural materials and coastal-appropriate colours. Support is also expressed for the
proposed landscaping, shade sails and aperating hours, with the submitter considenng the
facility an accessible amenity that would benefit the wider community.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna development on the basis that it would result
in the effective privatisation of public space and diminish the openness and accessibility of
the rooftop area. While acknowledging that the proposed scale and appearance of the
building are generally acceplable, the submitter considers the lacgtion inappropriate and is
cancemed that the remaining public space would be perceived as being associated with or
controlled by the commercial operator. Additional concerns are raised regarding universal
accessibility. the provision of suitable toilet facilities, and the environmental sustainability
of the development, including energy use, water management and carbon impacts. The
submitter supports umbrellas over shade sails due fo their lower visual impact and raises
ne concerns ragarding the proposed operating hours,

Local Government response Themes

» Loss of public open space
+ Loss of character & visual

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of  amenity

the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooflop space. The current « Design & appearance
sauna proposal is being assessed on ils own merits; any fulure ski shed roof - Design and Appearance
upgrades would require separate azsessment and approvals. + Landscape

« Traffic & Parking

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Design & appearance

» Scale & footprint

+ Landscaping & umbrellas for
shade

+ Operating hours

The proposal is not expected to significantly impact fraffic, parking or
pedestrian safely, as it is a small-scale facility with visitors managed through a
booking system, Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-
sloray, northem boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof.

+ Loss of public open space
+ Cammercialisation of public land

Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northemn
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof. While the proposal will reduce part
of the rooflop area currently used by the public, it complies with Council's - Loss of character & visual
Guiding Principles by remaining single storey, located on the northern  amenity
boundary and occupying no more than 33% of the roof with upgrades -+ Design & appearance
proposed to the public rooflop space. + Loss of public amenity

* Landscape & shade

+ Patronage use

Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Community benefit

« Design & appearance

+ Landscaping & Shade structure
= Character & visual amenity

« Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

» Foreshore activating

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Design & appearance

+ Landscaping & shade structure
« Operating hours

Support noted

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are +Loss of public space
consistant with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy + Commercialisation of public land
5.3. Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern  « Universal accessibility
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof, + Sustainability & energy use

+ Shade provision

» Operating Hours
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68 The submitter supports the propeosed sauna, considering it to be a well-designed
development that makes good use of the space and would confribute positively to the
area. The submission supports the proposed scale, landscaping, operating hours and
patronage, and prefers umbrellas as the shade treatment, noting the proposal would
creale a positive atmasphere,

&9 The submitter strongly objects to the propoesed sauna, considering |t would privatise public
open space and reduce opportunities for the broader community to enjoy the coastal
setting. The submission raises concerns that the proposal would obstruct ocean views,
diminish the openness of the site, and limit opportunities for informal recreation and
community gatherings while benefiting only a small number of paying patrons, The
submitter considers the surrounding area would feel exclusive rather than publicly
welcoming and suggests the sauna could be located elsewhere where it would not impact
a unique public coastal space. The submission also questions whether alternative options
have been adequately considered and recommends that patronage and commercial
viability be addressed through a business case.

70 The submitter supports the proposed sauna development and considers it a beneficial
service for local residents, provided the facllity remalns accessible to the broader
community and is not perceived as being primarily for surf club members or a restricted
user group. The submission considers the proposal to be appropriately designed and
positioned, with minimal impact on ocean views, and supports the overall appearance of
the development. While no concems are raised regarding operating hours, the submitter
identifies parking demand as the primary issue requiring consideration.

71 The submitter strongly objects to the proposed sauna, considering it would detract from
Cottesloe’s tradifional beach character by introducing am inappropriate commercial
development into a valued public coastal space. The submission raises concerns that the
proposal would obstruct ocean views, be visually incompatible with the surrounding
environment, and further commercialise an area that should remain accessible to the
broader community. The submitter also considers there are already sufficient public sauna

facilities nearby and does not support the proposal proceading

72  The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it would provide a valuable
opportunity for the Cottesloe community by activating an underutilised space. The
submission considers the site is currently an unattractive, empty concrete area and that
the proposal would create & more meaningful use of the space. The submitter supporis
the proposed landscaping, raises no significant concerns regarding the shade treatment or
operating hours, and has no concemns regarding patronage.

73 The submitter supports the proposed sauna development and considers it an appropriate
use of the existing rooftop area. The submission notes that the proposal would improve
and activate a currently vacant space, supports the scale, location and appearance of the
development, and considers the design a positive addition to the site. Support is also
exprassed for shade sails and the proposed operating hours, with the submitter viewing

the facility as a publicly accessible amenity available to anyone wishing to use it.

74 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it would provide a valuable
health and wellbeing facility that encourages community connection. The submission
considers the proposal is an attractive and appropriate use of an undernutilised space,
supporls increased landscaping, prefers umbrellas for shade, and supports the proposed
operating hours and management, expressing confidence that the operator will manage
the facility responsibly. The submitler also considers the proposal would provide a positive
community-focused activity that encourages sccial interaction.

Local Government response

Support noted

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistant with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3. Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof. The proposed location comprises
an existing rooftop structure associated with and leased by North Cottesloe
Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding Principles specifically considerad
development at this location. The proponent is seeking to ulilise the site
because of its unique context.

Support noted

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3. Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, occupying up 1o 33% of the roof. The proposed location comprises
an existing rooftop structure associated with and leased by Morth Cottesloe
Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding Principles specifically considered
development at this location. The proponent is seeking to ulilise the sile
because of its unigque context,

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Design & appearance

+ Landscape & shade provision
» Dperating hours & patronage

» Loss of public space

+ Commercialisation of public land
+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade structure
+ Shade provision

+ Dperating Hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Community Access

+ Community benefit

+ Character & Visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
= Operating hours

= Traffic & parking

+ Loss of public space

+ Commercialisation of public land
+ Character & visual amenity

» Design & appearance

+ Landscaping & shade structure
+ Shade provision

+ Operating Hours

* Support for proposal

+ Community benefit

+ Improvement to existing
character and visual amenity

« Landscaping & shade structure

» Dperating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & Shade structure
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & Visual amenity

+ Landscaping & Shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage
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76

T

78

79

81

Summary of submission

The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna development and considers it a
positive enhancement of the existing rooftop area. The submission notes that the facility
would occupy only a portion of the available space while adding landscaping, shade and
impraved amenities for the broader communily, Support is expressed for the design,
landscaping and permanent activation of the area, with the submitter considering the
proposal an improvement over the cument informal arrangement. The submitter also
supports the proposed operating hours and considers the development a more beneficial
use of the space than other late-night commercial activities,

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concems that it would reduce the
amount of publicly available space currently used by local residents, including elderly
people and families, for informal gatherings. The submission considers the proposal would
increase parking demand and congestion due to sauna patrons and those waiting to use
the faciity, does not support the proposed design or extent of landscaping, considers
additional shade unnecessary, and believes the proposed operaling hours are excessive.

The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna development and welcomes ils
introduction to Morth Cottesloe, The submission considers the proposal appropriately
scaled and capable of providing benefits while retaining sufficlent space for broader
community use. Strong support is expressed for the design and overall presentation of the
development, with a preference for umbrellas as the preferred shade solution. The
submitter also supports reduced operating hours between B:00am and 8§:00pm and
indicates an intention to use the facility if approved.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna development, arguing that the rooftop area is
already a popular and well-used community space thal does not require further
"activation™. Concerns are raised regarding the loss of public amenity, obstruction of
views, increased pressure on parking, and the cumulative impacts of additional visitor-
focused development within Cottesloe, The submission considers that the proposal would
primarily benefit visitors rather than local residents, while reducing the enjoyment of a
valued public space currently used by the community. The submitter does not support
further commercial activation of the beachfront and would prefer the area remain in its
existing form.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna but raises concems regarding parking
availability, particularly on weekends and following the removal of the main car park. The
submission supports the proposed building design and landscaping, prefers shade sails
while noting umbrellas would also be acceptable, considers the proposed operating hours
generally appropriate but suggests they could be reduced if early morning noise impacts
nearby residenis, and raises no concems regarding the anticipated patronage.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, considering it to be an unnecessary
encroachment into an existing public space that is already well used by the community for
informal recreation and social gatherings. The submission considers the proposal is
inappropriate for a beachfront lecation and would be better suited to a commercial area.
The submitter considers shade sails would only be appropriate if provided independently
by the Town rather than as part of the proposal, and does not support the proposal or its
operation.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna development and considers the rooftop area
should remain as an open public space available for community use and enjoyment,
Concerns are raised regarding the scale of the proposed building, with the submitter
considering its height and width excessive and likely to obstruct views. The submission
supports retaining the space in its current form as a public gathering area and does not
support further development of the site, Concerns are also raised regarding the suitability
of additional shade structures in the axposed coastal environment.

Local Government response Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement to public amenity
+ Design & appearance

+ Landscaping & Shade structure
+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooflop area currently used by the + Loss of public open space
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single « Traffic & Parking

storay, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of » Landscaping & shade

the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space. « Operating hours & patronage

Conditional Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Cammunity benefit

+ Character & Visual Amenity

+ Landscaping & Shade provision

+ Dperating hours & patronage

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the « Commercialisation of public
public, It complies with Councils Guiding Principles by remaining single  open space

storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of + Community benefit

the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public roofiop space. The scale, + Traffic & parking

design and location of the proposal complies with Council's Guiding principles  « Character & visual amenity
by remaining single storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying - Landscaping & Shade

no mora than 33% of the roof. = Operating hours

Conditional Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Traffic & Parking

» Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision

+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Loss of public open space

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & Shade structure
= Operating hours & patronage

The proposed location comprises an existing rooftop sfructure associated with
and leased by North Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding
Principles specifically considered development at this location. The proponent
is seeking fo utlise the site because of its unique context.

+ Loss of public open space

» Character & visual amenity

+ Scale & Height

+ Landscaping & Shade structure
« Operaling hours

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, It complies with Councils Guiding Principles by remaining single
storay, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space.
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82

83

85

87

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the proposed sauna development and considers it an acceptable
addition to the site. Support is expressed for the proposed scale and overall presentation
of the development, as well as the inclusion of additional public seating and shade. The
submitter also suggests that complementary public amenities, such as a drinking fountain
and additional bicycle parking, could further enhance the area. Mo concems are raised
regarding the proposed operating hours or patronage of the facility.

The submitter does not oppose the proposal in principle but considers the proposed
location inappropriate. Concemns are raised regarding the interaction between sauna
patrons and existing high levels of pedestrian activity associated with beach users, surf
lifesavers and paddlers, particulady durng busy summer periods. The submission
cansiders the design and landscaping attractive bul better suited to an alternative location.
Concerns are also raised regarding parking availability and potential congestion, with a
suggestion that operating hours be adjusted to avoid peak eary-moming activity periods.

The submilter objects o the proposed sauna development on the basis that the site Is
reserved as Regional Open Space and should remain freely accessible for the benefit of
the broader community. The submission argues that the proposal would introduce a paid
facility serving a limited user group at the expense of a valued public space that is
currently available 1o all users, Concerns are raised regarding the loss of open community
space and the prioritisation of a commercial activity on public land. The submitter suggests
that public amenity could instead be enhanced through landscaping, shade, improved
furniture and temporary community activities that maintain open public access and provide
broader community benefit,

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers it would be a valuable addition
to the North Coltesloe Surf Life Saving Club and the broader community. The submission
considers the building design to be well considered and visually appropriate, providing an
atiractive facility while maintaining ocean views and public use of the surrcunding area.
The submitter supports the proposed shade design, raises no concerns regarding
operating hours due to the anticipated low noise levels, and advises they intend to use the
facility regularty.

The submitier acknowledges the proposed sauna as a positive concept bul objects to its
location, considering it would result in the loss of a wall-used public open space. The
submission suggests the facility should instead be located elsewhere, such as on the
northern side of the MNorth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club or near the skate park where
parking is available. The submitter raises concems that the proposal would increase
parking demand by aftracting non-local visitors and increase maintenance costs for
residents, while emphasising that Council should prioritise outcomes that reflect the
preferences of the local community.

The submitter objecis to the proposed sauna, considering it is not an appropriate fit for
either the location or the Cottesloe community. The submission raises concerns that the
building is too large and would obstruct ocean views, while reducing the availability of a
public open space that is currently accessible to everyone. The submitter does not support
the proposal or its operating hours and considers the Town should focus on maintaining
existing public assets rather than developing new facilities that are likely to attract non-
local visitors.

Local Government response

Support noted

The proposed location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with
and leased by North Cottesloe Surf Life Sawving Club. Council's Guiding
Principles specifically considered development at this location. The proponent
is seeking to utilise the site because of its unique context. The proposal is not
expecled to significantly impact traffic, parking or pedestrian safely, as it is a
small-scale facility with visitors managed through a bocking system.

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3. While the proposal will reduce part of the roofiop area currently used by
the public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
slorey, located on the northern boundary and aceupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space. The current
sauna proposal is being assessed on its own merits; any future ski shed roof
upgrades would require separate assessment and approvals.

Support noted

The proposed location comprises an exisling rooftop structure associated with
and leased by Morth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Councils Guiding
Principles specifically considered development at this location. The proponent
is seeking to utilise the site because of its unique context. The proposal is not
expected to significantly impact traffic, parking or pedestrian safely, as itis a
small-scale facility with visitors managed through a booking system.

The proposed location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with
and leased by North Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club, Council's Guiding
Principles specifically considered development at this location. The proponent
is seeking to ulilise the site because of its unigue context. Council's Guiding
Principles limits development to single-storey, northern boundary, occupying
up to 33% of the roof. The current sauna proposal is being assessed on its
own merits; any future ski shed roof upgrades would require separate
assessment and approvals.

Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Scale & footprint

+ Improvement to public amenity
*» Character & visual amenity

« Landscaping & shade struciure
+ Dperating hours & Patronage

= Traffic & parking

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Pedestrian safety & access

+ Landscaping & Shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage

» Loss of public open space

+ Commercialisation

+ Inconsistent with planning policy
« Altermative use of site

+ Landscaping & shade struciure
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement fo public amenity
+ Moise & amenity

+ Landscaping & Shade structure
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Loss of public open space

» Commaearcialisation of public
open space

« Traffic & Parking

« Landscaping & shade structure

» Patronage

+ Loss of public open space

+ Commercialisation of public
space

» Character & Wisual Amenity

» Landscaping & shade structure

+ Patronage
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88

88

a1

a2

23

a5

Summary of submission

The submitter does not support the propesed sauna at the nominated location, despite
expressing support for the Alchemy Saunas concept generally. The submission considers
the site unsuitable due to limited parking and reduced public use of the space, and
suggests the facility would be better located elsewhere along the coast where parking and
beach access are more readily available. The submitter considers an alternative location
would improve the proposal's functionality and commercial viability and does not support
the application in its current form.

The submitter strongly supports the propesed sauna, considering it to be a high-guality
development that is approprialely scaled and well integrated with the coastal character of
the area, The submission considers the proposal would enhance the foreshore by
activating the area oulside peak periods and during cooler menths, while providing
improved public seating and shade. The submitier supports the extent of landscaping and
shade proposed, considers extended operating hours beneficial for after-work use, and
anticipates the facility would be well used by both local residents and visitors due to ils
unique beachfront setting.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the proposal provides an
appropriate balance between public seating and user privacy. The submission supports
the proposed building design, prefers shade sails, considers the proposed cperating hours
practical, and raises no concemns regarding the anficipated patronage.

The submitter generally supports the proposed sauna, acknowledging that while it would
occupy part of the existing public space, sufficient area would remain available for
community use, The submission considers the proposal would improve the appearance of
the site compared to its current condition, is indifferent to the landscaping, and ralses no
concems regarding the proposed operating hours or anticipated patronage.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, considering the site to be a highly valued
public gathering space for residents, families and the wider community. The submissicn
stales that the primary concern is nol the appearance of the development or the
landscaping, but the loss of a significant portion of public open space to a commercial
enterprise that would benefit only a limited number of users. The submitter considers any
improvements to the site could be achieved without the sauna, suggests relocating the
facility to the opposite side of the Surf Life Saving Club, and advises they would not use
the facility.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the building design atiractive.
The submission suggests the applicant should also improve the landscaping between the
road and the proposed development while retaining the existing trees. The submitter
prefers umbrellas over shade sails, supports extended operating hours, and suggests the
facility should offer both casual entry and membership options to maximise accessibility.

The submitter supperts the proposed sauna and considers the use of the site to be
appropriate. The submission supports the proposed building and landscaping, prefers
shade sails, raises no concems regarding the proposed operating hours, and does not
have any concerns regarding the anticipated patronage.,

The submitler supports the proposed sauna, considering the building 1o be appropriately
scaled and sympathetic to its coastal setting while retaining ocean views and the majority
of the existing public open space. The submission considers the propesal would
significantly improve the amenity of the existing site, prefers shade sails as a more durable
and wsually unobtrusive option, and raises no concerms regarding the proposed operating
hours, noting that existing early moming Surf Life Saving Club activities already generate
similar levels of activity and that most patrons are likely to already be visiting the area.

Local Government response Themes

The proposed location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with « Loss of public open space
and leased by North Cottesloe Surf Life Sawving Club. Council's Guiding - Character & Wisual Amenity
Principles specifically considered development at this location. The proponent « Traffic & Parking

is seeking to utllise the site because of its unique context, « Patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Character & Visual amenity

+ Improvement to public amenity
» Foreshore Activation

+ Landscaping & Shade structure

+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & Visual Amenity
+ Landscaping & Shade structure

+ Dperating hours & patronage

Support noted = Support for proposal

+ Loss of public open space

+ Character & Visual amenity

» Improvement o public ameanity

+ Dperating hours & patronage

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are «Loss of public open space
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies. as per WAPC Policy  + Commercialisation of public
5.3 space

+ Landscaping

* Patronage

Conditional Support noted + Support for proposal

« Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Public accessibility

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & Wisual Amenity
+ Landscaping & shade structure

» Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & Visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade structure

+ Improvement to public amenity
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a7

100

101

102

103

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the propesed sauna and considers the scale of the development
appropriate for the site. The submission considers the proposal would provide a positive
use of an otherwise unattractive concrete area, prefers umbrellas over shade sails,
supports the proposed operating hours as an appropriate use of the space, and notes that
patronage would be acceptable provided the facility does not become overcrowded.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers it would be a great addition to
the site. The submission considers the proposal would positively enhance the area,
prefers umbrellas over shade sails to allow greater access to sunlight, supports the
proposed operating hours, and raises no concerns regarding the anticipated patronage

The submitter supperts the proposed sauna and considers it would significantly improve
the appearance and functionality of an existing unattractive concrete area. The submission
supports the provision of shade, considers the proposed operating hours appropriate, and
notes the proposal would complement nearby businesses by encouraging activity during
early trading hours. The submitter raises no concemns regarding the anticipated pafronage.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it to be consistent with the
existing streetscape and appropriately scaled to avoid overdevelopment. The submission
cansiders the proposal would significantly improve the existing spaca, prefers shade sails,
and supports the proposed operating hours and anticipated patronage.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers it would be an attractive
addition that complements the existing character of the area. The submission supports the
proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas over shade sails, raises no concerns regarding
the proposed operating hours, and considers the facility would attract health-conscious
patrong, resulting in a positive contribution to the North Cottesloe community.

The submitler supports the proposed sauna, considering it a positive adedition to the site,
while suggesting minor design refinements such as reducing the visual prominence of the
western roof overhang and incorporating solar panels. The submission considers the
proposal appropriately balances the new facility with retention of the public area, raises
questions regarding the future landscaping if the sauna is removed, prefers shade sails
subject to their suitability in the coastal environment, and supports operating hours limited
to daylight due to ocean safety considerations. The submitter also raises operational
matters relating to staggered patron entry, ongoing maintenance of nearby public toilets,
and associated public facilities.

The submitter generally supports the proposed sauna and considers the overall desian
acceplable. The submission supports appropriate landscaping of the site, prefers shade
structures, considers operating hours between 6:00 am and 6:00 pm appropriate, and
suggests the facility should be restricted to Surf Life Saving Club members.

The submitier supports the proposed sauna, considering the building to be well integrated
with the exisling coastal characler and sumrounding development. The submission
considers the proposal would significantly improve the amenity of the existing site by
replacing an uninviting concrete area with improved seating and shade, making it more
suitable for families. The submitter supports either shade sails or umbrellas, considers the
proposed operaling hours appropriate as they align with existing activity in the area, and
advises they intend to regulardy use the facilty as part of their health and wellbeing
rautine,

Local Government response Themes

Support noted + Suppart for proposal

+ Character & Visual amenity

+ Improvement to public amenity
« Landscaping & shade provision
» Operating hours

Support noted » Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement fo public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
» Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

* Improvement to public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade structure

= Dperating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement to public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade structure
+ Operating hours & patronage

Cenditional Support noted * Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade structure
+ Operating hours & patronage

» Public infrastructure

=+ Sustainability

Conditional Support noted * Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade structure
« Operating hours

+ Resfricted patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

+ Operating hours & patronage
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104  The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna, considering the scale, materials and Support noted + Suppart for proposal
design to be well integrated with the surounding coastal landscape and existing buildings. + Character & visual amenity
The submission supports the proposal, prefers umbrellas as the preferred shade option, + Landscaping & shade provision
cansiders the proposed operaling hours reasonable, and raises no concems regarding the » Operating hours & patronage
anlicipated patronage,
105 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and is salisfled with the overall proposal. The Support noted + Support for proposal
submission raises no concerns regarding the proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas as + Character & visual amenity
the shade option., considers the proposed operating hours appropriate, and raises no + Landscaping & shade provision
concems regarding the anticipated patronage. + Operating hours & patronage
106 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the overall design and Support noted + Support for proposal
landscaping acceptable. The submission prefers shade sails, considers the proposed + Character & visual amenity
operating hours appropriate, and ralses no concerns regarding the anticipated patronage. » Landscaping & shade provision
= Dperating hours & patronage
107 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the building to be compatible Support noted + Support for proposal
with the surrounding development and appropriately designed to maintain public access to + Character & visual amenity
the rooftop area. The submission considers the proposal would significantly improve an + Improvement fo public amenity
otherwise barren public space, prefers umbrellas while noting either shade option would + Landscaping & shade provision
be acceptable, supports the proposed aperating hours, and raises no concems regarding + Operating hours & patronage
patronage based on positive experiences at the existing Port Beach Alchemy Sauna.
108 The submitter strangly supports the proposed sauna development and considers the final Support noted » Support for proposal
design to be an attractive addition to the site. The submission notes that the proposal + Improvement to character &
exceeds expectations in terms of its appearance and integration with the surrounding visual amenity
environment, with the scale and design considered appropriate and complementary to the * Improvement to public amenity
existing coastal character. Support is also expressed for the provision of public shade, the + Scale & Integration
proposed operating hours, and the anticipated level of patronage. + Landscaping & shade provigion
« Dperating hours & patronage
108 The submitter, supports the proposed sauna development and considers it a positive Support noted + Support for proposal
outcome for & site that has been the subject of longstanding discussion regarding + Community benefit
its use. The submission expresses strong support for the design, describing it as + Impravement to character &
visually appealing and appropriately integrated with the coastal sefting. The submitier visual amenity
considers the proposal a practical solution for activating the space, notes that the = Improvement to public amenity
structure could be removed if unsuccessful, and supports extended operating hours. + Scale & Integration
The submitter alse considers the concept to have broad appesl across different age + Landscaping & shade provision
groups, « Operating hours & patronage

+ Flexibility of development

110 The submitier supports the proposed sauna and is satisfied with the overall design and Support noted + Support for proposal
appearance of the proposal. The submission has no strong preference regarding the type « Community benefit
of shade structure, although shade sails are preferred provided they can be removed + Impravement to character &
ahead of severe winter weather, The submitter generally supports the proposed operating visual amenity
hours and considers the proposal would contribute positively to the vibrancy of Cotlesloe, » Business & activation
while noting caution should be exercised regarding swimming after sunset when the beach + Landscaping & shade provision
i no longer patrolled. The submitter raises no concems regarding the anticipated + Dperating hours & patronage
patronage.

111 The submitter, a member of the Morth Coftesloe Surf Life Saving Club, objects to the Support noted + Loss of public open space
proposed sauna, considering it would result in the loss of valuable public open space for & + Commercialisation of public land
commercial operation that primarily benefits the business operator rather than the broader + Traffic & parking
community. The submission considers any landscaping or shade improvements should « Community & beach use
instead be provided by the North Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club or the Town of Cottesloe + Landscaping & shade provision
for public benefit. The submitter also raises concerns that the proposal would increase + Patronage

parking demand and reduce the availability of space for beach users and families.
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112 The submitter supports the proposed sauna dewvelopment and considers the scale and Support noted + Suppart for proposal
height of the facility appropriate, noting that it would occupy only a small proportion of the + Character & visual amenity
available rooftop space. The submission indicates that the proposal would integrate well * Landscaping & Shade structure
with the surrounding environment and contribute positively to the site's amenity through » Operating hours & patronage

landscaping and public improvements. Support is expressed for the proposed operating
hours, recognising that the area already experiences significant early-moming activity, and
the submitter indicates they would use the sauna on a casual basis if approved.

113 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the design to be well Support noted + Support for proposal
considered, appropriately scaled and responsive o its coasltal setting. The submission + Character & visual amenity
cansiders the building would maintain good circulation across the rooftop and would not + Scale & Siting
dominate the site. The submitter supports simple landscaping with species suited to * Health & well being benefits
coastal conditions and automatic irmgation, prefers umbrellas as a flexible shade solution + Landscaping & Shade structure
that complements the adjacent café, supports extended operating hours to maximise + Operating hours & patronage

community access, and raises no concerns regarding patronage, noting Alchemy has an
established and successful operating model.

114 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the scale of the building Support noted + Support for proposal
appropriate for the sile, The submisslon supports the proposed landscaping, provided + Character & visual amenity
hardy cocastal plant species are used, has no preference between umbrellas and shade + Scale & Footprint
sails provided they are appropriately managed and removed during winter, considers the + Health & well being benefits
proposed operating hours acceplable, and raises no concerns regarding patronage, + Landscaping & Shade structure

+ Operating hours & patronage

115 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the development to be well Support noted + Support for proposal
integrated with the existing surf club infrastructure while retaining sufficient public space « Cammunity benefit
on the rooftop deck. The submission considers the landscaping appropriate to the setting, + Scale & Footprint
prefers shade structures that provide consistent coverage across the adjacent public area, + Healih & well being benefits
supports extended operating hours to accommodate moming and after-work beach users, + Landscaping & Shade structure
and advises they would regularly use the facility based on their positive exparience with » Dperating hours & patronage
Alchemy's other sauna locations.

116 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers it a significant improvement  Support noted = Suppaort for proposal
over the existing concrete rooftop slab, which is viewed as wisually unattractive and + Improvement to public realm
unsuitable for a prominent beachfront location. The submission considers the proposed + Scale & Footprint
building o be appropriately scaled and believes the development would become a positive * Landscaping & Shade structure
assel for Morth Cottesloe and the wider Coltesloe area. The submitter supports the » Operating hours & patronage

proposed shade treatment, suggests operating hours should focus on early morning
demand rather than evening use, and considers the facility would primarily attract beach
users, gym patrons, local swimming groups and nearby residents.

117 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and is safisfied with the overall design, Support noted + Support for proposal
landscaping and propesed shade treastment, The submission prefers shade sails, + Character & visual amenity
caonsiders the praposed operating hours acceptable, and raises no concams regarding the + Landscaping & Shade structure
anticipated patronage. + Operating hours & patronage

118 The submitter supports the propoesed sauna and considers the building would not interrupt  Support noted » Support for proposal
existing coastal views. The submission considers the design to be compatible with the + Improvement to public realm
surrounding built form, prefers umbrellas due to their flexibility in responding to weather + Character & visual amenity
conditions, raises no concerns regarding the proposed operating hours, and considers the + Scale & Footprint
proposal well suited to the local demographic, noting the popularity of a similar sauna » Landscaping & Shade struciure
facility at City Beach. + Operating hours & patronage

119 The submiller supports the proposed sauna and considers the design, landscaping and Suppor noted * Suppart for praposal
overall public space improvements to be of a high quality. The submission supporis the + Character & visual amenity
proposed shade treatment and operating hours and raises no concerns regarding the + Landscaping
anticipated patronage, « Operating hours & patronage:
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No.
120

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the building to be appropriately
scaled and compatible with the surrounding built form. The submission considers the
proposed landscaping a significant improvement over the existing rooftop environment,
prefers shade sails while acknowledging the flexibility of umbrellas, supports an earlier
opening time of 500 am lo cater for morming users, and raises no concems regarding
patronage, noting positive experiences with users of Alchemy's other sauna facilities and
the benefits of increased activation for nearby businesses and public safety.

121 The submitter supporis the proposed sauna and considers the design and landscaping
appropriate for the site, The submission has no preference between the proposed shade
options, supports extending the operating hours with an earlier opening and later closing

time, and expresses support for the proposal proceeding.

122 The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, raising concems thal it would obstruct
existing ocean views from Enc Street and Marine Parade. The submission guestions the
consultation process in relation to the proposed shade options, expresses concems
regarding the assessment of traffic and parking impacts, and gueries whether the
structural, plumbing and electrical suitability of the existing ski shed has been adequately
assessed lo accommodate the proposed development,

123 The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna and considers it to be a well-
designed and thoughtful use of an underutilised rooftop space while retaining public
access. The submission considers the proposal would significantly improve the
appearance of the existing concrete rooftop, prefers umbrellas due to their fliesibility in
varying weather conditions, supports the proposed operaling hours, and considers the

development would attract health-conscious visitors and contribute positively to the area.

124 The submiller supports the proposed sauna and agrees with the proposed building's
appearance, height and width. The submission considers the landscaping would enhance
the site, prefers shade sails as they allow natural light to pass through and may reduce
issues associated with birds, supports the proposed operating hours, and considers the

anticipated patronage acceplable,

125 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers it a reasonable proposal that
would further activate an underutilised public space. As a surf club member, local resident
and freguent user of the area, the submitter considers there is value in improving
activation along the coastline. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers
shade sails while acknowledging the challenges of the coastal environment, supports the
proposed operating hours but suggests consideration be given to peak activity perods
such as Sunday momings, and raises no concerns regarding the proposed patronage.

126  The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the building to be appropriately
designed and scaled, noting it would refain coastal views while providing a positive
addition to the site. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas
as the shade option, considers operating hours of 7:00 am to 7:00 pm appropriate, and

raises no concemns regarding the anticipated patronage.

127 The submitter supporis the proposed sauna and considers the design and landscaping
appropriate for the site, The submission has no preference regarding the proposed shade
treatment, supports the proposed operating hours, and considers there is broad
community support for the development, expressing the view that opposition does not

reflect the wider community.

128 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers it would improve the
appearance of the site and enhance the existing public space. The submission supports
the proposed landscaping, prefers shade sails, and raises no concemns regarding the

anticipated patronage.

Local Government response Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement to public realm

« Landscaping & shade structure
» Dperating hours & patronage

Conditional Support noted

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade structure
+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted

Council's Guiding Principles limits development lo single-storey, northern » Traffic & Parking
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof. The proposal is not expected to - Character & visual impact
significantly impact traffic, parking or pedestrian safety, as it is a small-scale - Assessment process
facility with visitors managed through a booking system. « Public infrastructure
*» Public interest & decision-
rraking

* Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

= Improvement to public realm

+ Landscaping & shade structure
« Operating hours & patronage

Support noted

Support noted * Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade structure

+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

« Improvement to public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade structure
« Operating hours & patronage

Support noted

* Suppart for praposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement fo public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade structure
+ Operating hours & patronage

Conditional Support noted

* Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Impravement o public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade structure
+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted

Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

* Improvement fo public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade structure

+ Dperating hours & patronage
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No.
128

130

131

132

132

135

136

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the building to be modern,
appropriately scaled and compatible with the site. The submission supports the proposed
landscaping, prefers shade sails, considers the proposead operating hours appropriate, and
raises no concems regarding the anticipated patronage,

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, considering it an inappropriate use of a
valuable public space that would primarily benefit a limited number of users while reducing
opportunities  for broader community enjoyment. The submission raises concems
regarding the scale and appearance of the building, the loss of open public space and
coastal character, the adequacy and accessibility of the proposed public seating,
increased parking demand, and suggests the area should instead be redeveloped by the
Town as a high-guality public gathering space with improved seating, landscaping and
facilities for all users.

The submitter, a long-serving member of the Morth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club,
supports the proposed sauna and considers it a substantial improvement over the existing
rooftop space. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, shade treatment and
operating hours, and considers the anticipated patronage appropriate for the location.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the design to be visually
appealing. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers shade sails as the
more practical option, considers the proposed operating hours reasonable, and believes
the proposal has been developed through a comprehensive planning process that will
provide a positive outcome for the community.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the low-profile building would
not obstruct coastal views, instead providing a visually appealing and contemporary
addition to the existing rooftop structure. The submission considers the proposal would
enhance the site, prefers shade sails as a more permanent solution that would also create
additional public amenity, supporis the proposed operating hours as they would
encourage positive communily activity and passive surveillance, and considers the
anticipated patronage appropriate.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the design should maximise
ocean views for sauna users. The submission advises they do nol currently use the
existing public rooftop space but would use the proposed sauna, has no strong preference
regarding the propesed shade ftreatment, considers the proposed operating hours
acceptable, and indicates they and their spouse would use the facility

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the building’s scale and
appearance consistent with other coastal developments, noting it would significantly
imprave an underutilised rooftep area. The submission supports the proposed landscaping
and prefers shade sails, considers the proposed operating hours appropriate and unlikely
to generate noise or disturbance, and believes the proposal will foster a respectiul
community atmosphere based on the success of the Alchemy facility at East Fremantie

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers it an attractive addition that
would enhance the beach environment and make the area more inviting for the
community, The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas,
considars the facility should not operate before 8:00 am, and raises no concems regarding
patronage.

Local Government response Themes

Support noted + Suppart for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade structure

« Operating hours & patronage

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the = Character & visual amenity
public, it complies with Councils Guiding Principles by remaining single - Loss of public open space
storey, located on the northern boundary and accupying no mare than 33% of « Altemative use of site

the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public roofiop space. Commercial + Public infrastructure

activities on public land may be supported where they are consistent with =« Landscaping & shade provision
reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy 5.3, The current « Traffic & Parking

sauna proposal is being assessed on its own merits; any future ski shed roof + Patronage

upgrades would require separate assessment and approvals.

Support noted = Suppaort for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade structure

+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

* Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade structure
= Dperating hours & patronage

Support noted

Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade structure
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted

Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement lo public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

Conditional Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage
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No.
137

Summary of submission

The submitter objects to the proposal, raising concerns that the size and layout of the
sauna would reduce the usability of the public rooftop space and discourage public use.
The submission considers the facility occupies an excessive proportion of the site,
guestions the internal design and circulation arrangements, considers the public space
has not been designed to maximise winter sun access, prefers a smaller building foatprint,
supports shade sails as the preferred shade option, raises concerns regarding parking
demand, and notes that patron behaviour is not a concern.

138 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers a larger facility would be
beneficial. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, noles concems regarding
the durability of umbrallas in the coastal environment and prefers a shade solution that
can withstand sea spray and strong winds, supporis extended operating hours, and
considers the facility would atiract a broad range of respectful local users.

139 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers it would activate an
underutilised area. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, has no preference
between the proposed shade oplions, considers the proposed operating hours
appropriate, and believes the anticipated patronage would be comparable to existing
businesses operating In the area.

140 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the timber design to be visually
aftractive and well suited to the coastal setting. The submission considers the proposal
would significantly improve the existing rooftop space, prefers umbrellas as the shade
option, supports the proposed operating hours as suitable for use before and after work,

and considers the anticipated patronage reasonable,

141  The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, considering it an overly large and intrusive
development that would primarily benefit a limited number of paying patrons at the
expense of the wider community. The submission raises concerns regarding the scale and
dominance of the building, the loss of inclusive public open space, reduced functionality of
the remaining rooflop area, impacts on the openness and relalionship between
surrounding coasstal destinations, potential overshadowing, extended operating hours,
public safety associated with nearby licensed premises, and considers the proposed
patron capacity excessive compared to the Port Beach facility.

142 The submitter supports the proposed sauna and considers the low-profile building would
not significantly obstruct ccean views. The submission supports the provision of public
sealing and shade as an enhancement to the rooftop space, prefers umbrellas as thay
would provide shelter during winter, considers operating hours between 6:00 am and 8,00
pm appropriate, and believes the facility would be a positive addition to the local
community.

143 The submitter strongly suppaorts the proposed Alchemy Sauna, considering the building to
be a well-designed. modern and appropriately scaled addition that complements the
coastal character of Cottesloe, The submission supports the proposad landscaping, noting
the use of native planting and soft landscaping would enhance the public realm, prefers
shade sails as the more suitable and permanent shade option, supports the proposed
operating hours as appropriate for a wellness facility while respecting nearby residential
amenity, and considers the proposed patronage appropriate and capable of being
managed effectively based on Alchemy's experience at other locations

The submitter supporis the proposed sauna and considers the design and landscaping
appropriate, The submission has no preference regarding the proposed shade treatment,
supporls operating hours commencing at 6:00 am, and raises no concerns regarding the
proposed patronage.

Local Government response Themes

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the « Loss of public open space
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single - Building design & functionality
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of < Character & public amenity
the roof, with upgrades propesed to the public reoftop space, The proposal is « Suitability of proposal
nol expacted o significantly impact traffic, parking or pedestrian safety, as itis - Landscaping & shade structure
a small-zcale facility with visitors managed through a booking system. -+ Traffic & Parking

« Patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

+ Dperating hours & patronage

Support noted = Suppaort for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted * Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
» Landscaping & shade provision

+ Operating hours & patronage

The scale, design and location of the proposal complies with Council's Guiding | « Suitability of proposal
principles by remaining single storey, located on the northerm boundary and « Character & visual amenity
occupying no more than 33% of the roof. + Loss of public open space
+ Public infrastructure
+ Landscaping & Shade provisions
+ Operating hours & patronage
* Public safety

Conditional Support noted = Suppaort for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

« Operating hours & patronage

Suppert noted + Suppaort for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

« Dperating hours & patronage
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No.
145

146

147

148

149

150

152

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the propesed sauna and considers the building and landscaping to
be positive additions to the site. The submission prefers shade sails, considers the
proposed operating hours reasonable, and believes the facility would primarily attract
local, health-conscious community members,

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and is satisfied with the building design,
landscaping, proposed shade treatment and operating hours. The submission prefers
umbrellas and raises no concemns regarding the anticipated patronage.

The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna and considers it an attractive addition
that would significantly improve the appearance of the existing rooftop area. The
submission supports the proposed landscaping, noting it would transform the current
concrele space into a more irwiling public area, prefers shade sails, supports the
proposed operating hours, and believes the facility would be a positive addition to the local
community.

The submitter broadly supports the proposed sauna and landscaping, while suggesting
refinements to the landscape and colour palette to better complement the surrounding
coastal environment. The submission supports the use of native planting and pebble
planters, prefers shade sails to encourage greater public use of the space, supports the
proposed operating hours subject to ongoing management that considers the amenity of
nearby residents, and considers the proposed patrenage appropriate.

The submitter does not support the proposed sauna at the nominated location,
considering the roofiop an unsuitable site for the development. While not cpposed to the
concept of a public sauna, the submission considers it should be located closer to the
beach or water rather than on the rooftop of the surf club,

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, expressing concern that it would privatise a
well-used public space for a commercial use that is not accessible to everyone. The
submission considers the rooftop is an important free public viewing and gathering area
and believes the proposal would reduce its inclusiveness and authenticity by replacing it
with a high-end commercial facility that primarily benefits paying patrons,

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, expressing cancern that it would replace a
well-used and valued public gathering space with a commercial facility. The submission
states that the rooftop is regularly used by local residents as a place to meet and enjoy the
coasial setting and considers the sauna should instead be located elsewhere along the
Cottesloe coastline to preserve the existing public amenity,

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, considering it an inappropriate use of one of
the few remaining free and informal public gathering spaces along the Cottesloe coastiine.
While expressing support for Alchermy Saunas generally, the submission considers the
proposal would unnecessarily commercialise and formalise the rooftop, reducing its
accessibility and community value. The submitter believes the space should remain a
simple, inclusive area where people can freely gather and socialise without commercial or
physical barriers,

Local Government response

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Conditional Support noted

The proposed location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with
and leased by North Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding
Frinciples specifically considered development at this location. The proponent
is seeking o utlise the site because of its unique context,

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are
consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy
5.3. Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, occupying up to 33% of the roof

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, It complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades propesed to the public rooftop space. The proposed
location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with and leased by
Merth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club, Council's Guiding Principles specifically
considered development at this location. The proponent is seeking to utiise
the site because of its unigue context.

‘While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
sloray, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades propesed to the public rooftop space. The proposed
location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with and leased by
North Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding Principles specifically
considered development at this location, The proponent is seeking to utilise
the site because of its unigue context.

Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

* Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Dperating hours & patronage

= Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Imprevement to public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
= Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement © public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade pravision
= Operating hours & patronage

+ Suitability of proposal

+ Loss of public open space

« Commercialisation of public land
+ Suitability of proposal

+ Character & Public amenity

« Loss of public open space

+ Commercialisation of public land
+ Suitability of proposal

+ Character & Public amenity

+ Loss of public open space

+ Commercialisation of public land
+ Suitabllity of proposal

+ Character & Public amenity

+ Landscape & shade provision
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No.
183

155

156

157

158

159

160

Summary of submission

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, considering it too large for the rooftop and
an inappropriate use of a prominent public viewing area. The submission states that the
space should remain public open space for casual community use and suggests it could
instead be enhanced through minar public improvements, The submitter considers that, if
a public sauna is lo ba developed in Collesloe, it should be located at Coltesloe Main
Beach where supporting infrastructure and parking are available.

The submitter objects to the proposed sauna, considering that no structures should be
introduced within this public foreshore space, While acknowledging the scale of the
building is acceplable, the submission considers the location inappropriate as it would
obstruct public views and reduce open space. The submitter suggests the sauna be
relocated adjacent to the skate park, raises concerns regarding parking demand and
increased wisitation, and gquestions the practicality and ongoing maintenance of the
proposed shade treatment,

The submitter abjects to the proposed sauna, considering the building to be excessively
large for the site. While acknowledging the proposed landscaping Is appropriate, the
submission raises concerns that the proposal does not adequately address existing
parking issues and remains opposed to the development proceeding.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the building’s appearance, height
and width appropriate for the site. The submission supports the proposed landscaping and
cansiders it would enhance the space, suggests consideration be given to incorporating
sustainable energy measures inlo the development, has no preference regarding the
proposed shade treatment, and raises no concerns regarding the proposed operating
hours or patronage.

The submitter strongly supporis the proposed sauna and considers the building design
and landscaping to be approprate. The submission prefers umbrellas as the shade
treatment, supports the proposed operating hours, and raises no concems regarding the
anticipated patronage, considering the proposal would be a positive addition lo the area,

The submitter supports the propesed sauna, considering it well suited to the site and an
improvement to the appearance of the existing rooftop area. The submission supports the
proposed landscaping, noting it would soften the current setting, prefers shade sails,
supports the proposed operating hours, and believes the facility would benefit a broad
range of users across different age groups.

The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna, considering the design to be
maodem, well-proportioned and compatible with the surrounding environment. The
submission supports the proposed landscaping, noting it would enhance public amenity
and creale an inviting community space, prefers shade sails for their functionality and
appearance, supports the proposed operating hours as providing flexible community
access while respecting nearby residents, and considers the proposed patronage
appropriate and unlikely to adversely affect local parking or infrastructure.

The submitter supporis the proposed sauna, considering the building design appropriate
for the site. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas as the
shade treatment, supports the proposed operating hours and proposes alternate operaling
hours from Sam to 10pm, and supports the proposed patronage appropriate,

Local Government response

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed o the public rooftop space. The proposed
location comprises an existing rooflop structure associated with and leased by
Morth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding Principles specifically
considered development at this location. The proponent is seeking fo utilise
the site because of its unique context

The proposed location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with
and leased by North Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club, Council's Guiding
Principles specifically considered development at this location. The proponent
is seeking to ulilise the site because of its unique context. Council’s Guiding
Principles limits development to single-storey, northern boundary, ococupying
up to 33% of the roof.

Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northern
boundary, oceupying up to 33% of the roof. The proposal is not expected to
significantly impact traffic, parking or pedesirian safety, as it is a small-scale
facility with visitors managed throwgh a booking system.

Support noted

Support noted

Support notad

Support noted

Support noted

Themes

» Loss of public open space

+ Building design & functionality
* Altemnative use of site

« Operating hours

+ Loss of public open space
+ Character & visual amenity

» Landscaping & Shade provision

« Traffic & Parking
+ Patronage

» Building design & functionality
+ Landscaping
+ Traffic & parking

= Support for proposal

+ Building dasign & functionality
« Landscaping & shade provision
» Sustainability

+ Dperating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage

= Suppaort for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement to public amenity
« Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

* Suppart for praposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement fo public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage
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161 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the design fo complement the Support noted + Suppart for proposal
coastal character and surrounding buildings without being visually intrusive. The + Character & visual amenity
submission notes the existing rooftop is an underutilised concrate space that would benefit + Improvement to public amenity
from the proposal, prefers shade sails but is supportive of either shade option, considers « Landscaping & shade provision
the proposed operaling hours appropriate for the use, and believes the facility would » Operating hours & patronage
positively contribute to surrounding businesses without raising concerns regarding
patronage.

162 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the building to be appropriately Support noted + Support for proposal
scaled and compatible with the surmounding development while retaining usable public + Character & visual amenity
space, The submission supports the proposed landscaping, noting it would create & more + Improvement to public amenity
camfortable and inviting community space, acknowledges benefits of both shade options * Landscaping & shade provision
while recognising shade sails would provide greater sun protection, supports the proposed « Operating hours & patronage

operating hours as promoting activation of the area, and considers the facility would
provide a respectful, healthy and inclusive social space for the community,

163 The submitter strongly supporls the proposed sauna, considering it an attractive Support noted + Support for proposal
improvement ta the existing rooftop area. The submission supports the proposed » Character & visual amenity
landscaping, noting It would replace the existing barren concrele and other unattractive + Improvement to public amenity
elements, prefers umbrellas as the shade treatment, supporis extended operating hours + Landscaping & shade provision
due fo the limited number of nearby residences, and considers the anticipated patronage + Dperating hours & patronage
would comprise respectful, health-conscious users,

164 The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna and is satisfied with the building Support noted + Support for proposal
design, landscaping, proposed shade treatment and operating hours. The submission *» Character & visual amenity
prefers umbrellas and raises no concerns regarding the proposed patronage, » Landscaping & shade provision

+ Dperating hours & patronage

165 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the building design to be Support noted + Support for proposal
appropriately scaled and compatible with the surrcounding coastal emvironment. The + Building design & functionality
submission supporis the proposed nalural landscaping, considers either shade option + Landscaping & shade provision
suitable, supports the proposed operating hours, and notes that based on experence at + Operating hours & patronage
other Alchemy Sauna venues, patrons and staff have been respectful and contributed * Character & visual amenity
positively to the facility.

166  The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the design to be well conceived Support noted = Suppaort for proposal
and appropriately scaled while improving what is currently an underutilized rooftop space. + Character & visual amenity
The submission supporis the proposed landscaping, raises no concerns regarding the + Landscaping & shade provision
proposed shade trestment or operating hours, and notes that based on regular personal « Operating hours & patronage

experience at the Alchemy Leederville facility, patrons are respectiul and no issues have
been encountered.

187 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it an attractive improvement to  Support noted + Suppaort for proposal
the existing rooftop space. The submission supporis the propoesed landscaping, subject to + Character & visual amenity
ongaing maintenance, prefers fixed shade sails due to the coastal conditions, supports the + Landscaping & shade provision
proposed operating hours as accommodating both beach users and working people, and + Operating hours & patronage
cansiders the facility would provide health, wellbeing and social benefits for the broader
Community.

168 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the building design and Support noted + Support for proposal
landscaping to be attractive improvements to the site. The submission prefers shade sails + Character & visual amenity
as the shade treatment, supports the proposed operating hours, and raises no concems + Landscaping & shade provision
regarding the anticipated patronage. + Operating hours & patronage

169 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it @ postive use of an Support noted + Support for proposal
underutilised space while refaining opportunities for community use. The submission » Character & visual amenity
supports the proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas as the shade treatment, supports + Landscaping & shade provision
the proposed operating hours, and notes they are an existing Alchemy Sauna patron. + Dperating hours & patronage
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170

171

172

173

174

175

176

177

178

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it would add value to the existing
rooftop space while complementing the surounding coastal environment. The submission
supports the proposed landscaping, noting it would create an attractive and interactive
space that complements the existing public seating function, supports the proposed
operating hours, and raises no concemns regarding the anticipated patrenage.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering its location allows the rooftop to
retain open views and opportunities for informal public use. The submission supports the
proposed landscaping, nofing it would improve the existing concrete rooftop with additional
greenery, prefers umbrellas for aesthelic reasons but acknowledges shade sails may be
maore practical in the coastal emvironment, supports the proposed operating hours, and
considers the facility would be broadly accessible and appealing to the community.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and is satisfied with the building design,
landscaping. shade treatment options, propesed operating hours and anticipated
patronage.

The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna, considering it an atfractive addition
to Coltesloe. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas as the
shade treatment, supports the proposed operating hours, and raises no concems
regarding the anticipated patronage.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the building design altractive and
appropriate for the site. The submission supports the proposzed landscaping but suggests
incorporating additional natural grassed areas, prefers shade sails, supports extended
operating hours and suggest operating hours from &am to 10pm, and raises no concems
regarding the anticipated patronage.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considenng it a significant improvement to
the existing roofiop area. The submission supporls the proposed landscaping, shade
treatment and operating hours, and raises no concemns regarding the anticipated
patronage.

The submitter generally supports the proposed sauna, considering the design to be
tasteful and sympathetic to the coastal environment. The submission raises concems
regarding the long-term viability of the proposed landscaping in the harsh coastal
conditions, prefers umbrellas as a less visually Intrusive and more flexible shade aption,
gquestions the need for operating until 9:00 pm, acknowledges the temporary nature of the
structure. and raises concerns that the proposal may increase parking demand during
already busy morning periods.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the building to be appropriately
scaled, modern in appearance and compatible with the surrounding coastal environment.
The submission supports the proposed landscaping, noting it would enhance the public
realm and complement future development, prefers shade sails as a practical and visually
integrated solution for the coastal setting, supports the proposed operating hours as
reflacting existing patterns of beach use and benefiting nearby businesses, and considers
the faciity would attract existing health-conscious users, increase activity during the
quieter winter months and provide positive economic benefits to the surrounding precinct.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna and is satisfied with the building design,
landscaping, proposed operating hours and anticipated patronage. The submission
prefers umbrellas as the shade treatment and raises no concerns with the proposal.

Local Government response Themes

Support noted + Suppart for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

« Operating hours & patronage

Support noted » Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Improvement to public amenity

Support noted * Support for proposal
= Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

« Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

« Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
* Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

+ Operating hours & patronage

Conditional Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

+ Operating hours
+ Traffic & parking

+ Building design & functionality

Support noted + Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage

+ Building design & compatibility

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

» Dperating hours & patronage
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179 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it a significant improvement to Support noted + Suppart for proposal
the existing roofiop area. The submission prefers umbrellas as the shade treatment, + Character & visual amenity
considers the proposed operating hours appropriate for the intended use, and believes the + Landscaping & shade provision
facility would be a welcome addition to the area, » Operating hours & patronage

180 The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna, considering it an attractive addition Support noted + Support for proposal
that would enhance the area. The submisslon suppons the proposed landscaping, has no + Character & visual amenity
preference between the proposed shade options, supports the proposed oparating hours, + Landscaping & shade provision
and considers the facility would provide significant benefits to the local community. « Dperating hours & patronage

181 The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna, considering it would enhance and Support noted = Support for proposal
beautify the Cottesloe foreshore. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, + Character & visual amenity
suggests a combination of shade sails and umbrellas, supports the proposed operating + Landscaping & shade provision
hours as appropriate for the use and believes the facility would coniribute to activating the » Operating hours & patronage
foreshore during the evenings. The submitter also highlights the health benefits of the = Foreshore activation
proposal and indicates they would be a patron of the facility

182 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the building appropriate and Support noted + Support for proposal
suggesting the flat roof could provide additional space for relaxation. The submission + Character & visual amenity
supports increased landscaping through additional trees in large planter pots, suggests a + Landscaping & shade provision
combination of shade sails and umbrellas that can be easily removed in adverse weather, + Operating hours & patronage
supports extended or 24-hour aperation, and notes the health benefits of the facility while + Building design & functionality
recommending appropriate safety measures, including trained first-aid personnel and » Public safety
emeargency equipment, be provided.

183 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it an attractive development that Support noted + Support for proposal
retains generous public space, sealing and shelter while improving the existing rooftop. + Character & visual amenity
The submission supporls the proposed landscaping, prefers shade sails for their + Landscaping & shade provision
appearance and practicality in coastal conditions, supports the proposed operating hours, + Operating hours & patronage
and raises no concerns regarding the anticipated patronage.

184 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the design, size. location and Support noted + Support for proposal
colour scheme appropriate and respectful of the public setting. The submission considers * Character & visual amenity
the proposal a significant improvement to the existing rooftop, supports umbrellas as the + Landscaping & shade provision
preferred shade option due to their practicality, supparts the proposed operaling hours as » Operating hours & patronage
they would encourage year-round activity and benefit local businesses, and suggests the =+ Public amenity upgrade
facility could be larger to accommodate more users.

185 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it an attractive, minimal and well- Support noted + Support for proposal
designed addition to the site. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers + Character & visual amenity
umbrellas as the shade oplion, supports the proposed operating hours, and raises no + Landscaping & shade provision
cancems regarding the anticipated patranage. = Operating hours & patronage

186 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it an appropriate use that retains  Support noted + Support for proposal
public seating while intreducing a new community amenity, The submission supports the + Character & visual amenity
proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas as the shade option, supports the proposed + Landscaping & shade provision
operating hours, and considers the facility would be well used by local residents, noting it + Dperating hours & patronage
would provide a convenient alternative to travelling outside the area to access similar
facilities,

187 The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it well integrated with the Support noted + Support for proposal
surrounding coastal setting through its scale, height and design. The submission supports * Character & visual amenity
the proposed native landscaping, prefers shade sails to provide greater shade coverage, + Landscaping & shade provision
supports the proposed operating hours as suitable for the intended use, and considers the + Operating hours & patronage

facility would altract respectful, heslth-conscious patrons while fostering a positive
community atmosphere.
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188

189

180

191

192

183

185

Summary of submission

The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna, considering it an attractive
development of an appropriate scale that would significantly improve the existing rooftop
area. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers shade sails due to their
suitability in coastal wind conditions, supports extended operating hours including 24-hour
operation, and raises no concerns regarding the proposal or its anticipated patronage.

The submilter supports the proposed sauna, considering it a significant Improvement to
the existing rooftop area. The submission supports the proposed native coastal
landscaping. prefers umbrellas as the shade option, supports the proposed operating
hours of 6:00 am to 10:00 pm, and considers the facility should remain accessible to the
broader public.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the design appropriate in scale
and character and compatible with the surrounding development while maintaining the
openness of the site. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers
umbrellas due to their practicality in coastal conditions, supporis the proposed ocperating
hours as consistent with existing activity in the area, and raises no concems regarding the
proposal or anticipated patronage.,

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it 8 well-designed development
that is compatible with the coastal character of North Coltesloe and would enhance the
public space through improved landscaping and amenity. The submission supports the
proposed landscaping, expresses a preference for shade sails due to their cohesive
appearance and shade coverage, considers the proposed operating hours appropriate,
and believes the anticipated patronage is suitable and unlikely to adversely impact the
surrounding public space or local infrastructure.

The submitter objects to the proposal, considering the sauna would reduce the openness
of the existing public space and detract from views currently enjoyed by the community.
The submission raises concerns that the proposal would discourage public use of the
remaining space, does not support additional landscaping or shade sfructures, opposes
the proposed operating hours, and considers the facility unnecessary given the availability
of private saunas.

The submitter supports the propesed sauna, considering it a positive addition to Cotlesloe.
The submission supports the proposed design and landscaping, requests longer operating
hours, and raises no concerns regarding the anticipated patronage.

The submitter does not support the proposal in its current form, considering the sauna too
large for the site and likely to obstruct views while occupying valuable public space. The
submission supports retaining shade and public seating but considers the site unsuitable
for a sauna, suggesting it would be more appropriately located adjacent to the surf club
building.

The submitter strongly objects to the proposal, considering it inappropriate for the site. The
submission does not support any shade oplion, opposes the proposed operating hours,
and considers the rooflop should remain unchanged, expressing concem about the visual
impact of sauna patrons on the public space.

Local Government response

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooflop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council’s Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooflop space.

Support noted

‘While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
sloray, located on the northern boundary and aceupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades propesed to the public rooftop space. The proposed
location comprises an existing roofiop structure associated with and leased by
MNorth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club, Council's Guiding Principles specifically
considered development at this location. The proponent is seeking to utilise
the site because of its unigue context.

‘While the proposal will reduce part of the roofiop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and accupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space,

Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

» Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Public Accessibility

* Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

* Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
= Dperating hours & patronage

» Suitability of proposal

+ Loss of public open space

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & Shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

» Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

+ Suitability of proposal

+ Loss of public open space

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & Shade provision

+ Suitability of proposal

+ Loss of public open space

» Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & Shade provision
« Dperating hours & patronage
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196

197

198

188

200

201

202

203

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it an appropriate addition that
would fit well within the surrounding area while retaining sufficient public space and
maintaining ocean wviews. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers
umbrellas, supports the proposed operating hours, and considers the proposal consistent
with the character and culture of Collasloe, noting Alchemy's posilive reputation.

The submitter stronaly supports the proposed sauna, considerdng it a well-designed
development that complements the surrounding buildings and significantly improves the
existing rooftop area. The submission supports the proposed landscaping and shade sails,
supports extended operating hours, and considers the facility would provide a positive
health-focused addition to the local community,

The submitter objects to the proposal, censidering the rooftop an inappropriate location for
a commercial sauna and raising concerns regarding the use of public open space for a
facility that would benefit only a limited proportion of the community. The submission
considers the proposed landscaping and shade structures unsuitable, raises concems
regarding increased demand on public infrastructure, and suggests the site should instead
be designed as a long-term public asset for the wider community.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the building an appropriate scale
for the site and encouraging additional landscaping. The submission suppors a
combination of shade sails and umbrellas, supports the proposed coperating hours, and
considers the facility would positively activate the area while altracting patrons with an
interast in health, wellbeing and community.

The submitter abjects to the proposal, considenng the rooftop should remain as publicly
accessible open space. The submission raises concerns thal the sauna would contribute
to congestion, parking demand and less of community space, and considers the proposal
unnecessary regardless of the anticipated patronage.

The submitter supports the proposal, considering the design to have a simple, understated
coastal character that is appropriate for the site and maintains important ocean views by
ocoupying only one-third of the rooftop space. The submission supports the proposed
landscaping, prefers umbrellas over shade sails, supports the proposed operating hours,
and considers the anticipated patronage appropriate, noting the proposal would provide
additional options for beach users and complement the active coastal lifestyle.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considening the single-storey building, natural
finishes and design to be compatible with the surrounding businesses and character of the
area. The submission supports the proposed landscaping as an improvement over the
existing concrete rooflop, prefers umbrellas over shade sails, raises no concems
regarding the proposed operating hours, and supports a combination of membership and
casual access, considering it beneficial for both residents and visitors.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it an appropriate addition to the
site. The submission prefers umbrellas over shade sails, supports the proposed operating
hours, and raises no concems regarding the anticipated patronage, noting the facility
should be welcoming to all users.

Local Government response Themes

Support noted + Suppart for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

« Operating hours & patronage

Support noted » Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

+ Operating hours & patronage

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the « Suitability of proposal

public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single » Loss of public open space
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of -« Character & visual amenity

the roof, with upgrades propesed to the public rooftop space. The proposed |+ Landscaping & Shade provision
location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with and leased by + Patronage

North Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club, Council's Guiding Principles specifically

considered development al this location. The proponent is seeking to utlise - Public infrastructure

the site because of its unigue context.

Support noted * Support for proposal
» Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

« Operating hours & patronage

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooflop area currently used by the « Suitability of proposal
publie, It complies with Councils Guiding Principles by remaining single - Loss of public open space
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of + Character & public amenity
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space. The proposal is + Landscaping & Shade provision
not expected to significantly impact traffic, parking or pedestrian safety, as itis + Patronage
a small-scale facility with visitors managed through a booking system.

= Traffic & Parking

Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
= Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

» Dperating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage
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204

205

210

21

212

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the building and landscaping to
be sympathetic to the beachfront setting through the use of natural materals. The
submission prefers umbrellas due to their flexibility while acknowladging they would need
to be secured in windy conditions, supports the proposed operating hours, and considers
the propoesed palronage appropriate for the facility,

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the design appropriate for the
site. The submission prefers umbrellas, supports the proposed operating hours, and raises
no concerns regarding the anticipated patronage.

The submitier supports the proposed sauna, considering it a welcome addition to
Coltesloe and the proposed design an improvement over the existing rooftop. The
submission has no preference regarding the proposed shade option, supports the
proposed operating hours, and raises no concerns regarding the anticipated patronage.

The submitter objects to the proposal, considering it would occupy an existing publicly
accessible viewing platform and reduce views currently enjoved by the wider community.
The submission considers the proposed building to be large and visually imposing, prefers
shade sails, and notes that the principal concemn is the loss of public views rather than the
proposed patronage.

The submitter strongly supports the proposal, considering it to be an appropriate
community facility thal would provide a positive addition to the area. The submission
supports the appearance, height and scale of the proposed building, considers the design
to be attractive and well considered, supports the proposed landscaping, and considers
the propesal would benefit the community.

The submitter objects to the proposal, raising concerns regarding its visual impact, loss of
public open space and increasing commercialisation of the rooftop. The submission
requests further assessment of view impacts from surrounding public areas, considers
umbrellas preferable to shade sails as they would better retain the open character of the
rooftop, supports the proposed operating hours, but raizes concemns that the proposed
patron capacity could significantly increase pedestrian activity through what is currently a
quiet community space,

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the building to be a subtle and
appropriate addition to the streetscape that would improve the existing site conditions. The
submission considers either shade sails or umbrellas acceptable, supports the proposed
operating hours, and raises no concems regarding the anticipated patronage, noting the
passive nature of the proposed use is unlikely to result in adverse amenity impacts.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it an appropriate development for
the site. The submission suppors the proposed landscaping, prefers shade sails, supports
the proposed operating hours, and considers the facility suitable provided it remains
accessible to everyone.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it would improve the site. The
submission prefers shade salls, supports the proposed operaling hours, and raises no
concems regarding the anticipated patronage.

Local Government response Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

Support noted

» Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted

* Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted

‘While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the  + Suitability of proposal

public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single + Loss of public open space

sloray, located on the northern boundary and accupying no more than 33% of + Character & visual amenity

the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space. + Landscaping & Shade provision
» Patronage

+ Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping

Support noted

+ Community Benefit

Commercial activities on public land may be supported where they are + Suitability of proposal

consistent with reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy + Loss of public open space

5.3. While the proposal will reduce part of the rooflop area currently used by + Commercialisation of public

the public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single  space

storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of + Character & visual amenity

the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooflop space. * Landscaping & Shade provision
« Operating hours & Patronage

Support noted * Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage
Support noted + Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity
-+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours

+ Public accessibility

+ Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage

Support noted
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No.
213

214

215

216

217

218

219

220

Summary of submission

The submitter supporis the proposed sauna, considering the design appropriate for the
site. The submission supports the proposed landscaping while encouraging additional
planting, prefers umbrellas over shade sails, supports the proposed operating hours, and
raises no concems regarding the anticipated patronage,

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the design moderm, unoblrusive
and appropriate for the coastal setting, and believes it would significantly enhance the
appearance of the rooftop area. The submission supports the proposed landscaping,
prefers shade sails, supports operating hours focused on early moming and daylime use,
and considers the proposal would contribute positively to local business activity and
become a popular community facility.

The submilter strongly supports the proposal, considering it would ftransform an
underutilised concrete rooftop into an attractive community meeting place that promotes
health and social interaction. The submission considers the design well thought out,
prefers shade sails for their suitability in coastal conditions, supports the proposed
operating hours, and suggests the maxmum patron capacity could potentially be
increased.

The submitter supports the proposal, considering it an attractive and well-designed
development that would improve an existing underutilised rooftop while retaining sufficient
public space. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, has no preference
regarding the shade option, supports the proposed operating hours, and considers the
facility would become a valuable community asset for residents of all ages.

The submitter objects to the proposal, expressing concems regarding the appearance of
the development, the proposed landscaping, the shade options and the proposed
operating hours.

The submitter objects to the proposal, considering the roofiop an important community
gathering space that should remain available for public use rather than accommedate a
commercial sauna. The submission raises concemns regarding the loss of public open
space and considers the surf club grounds on the opposite side of the building would
provide a more appropriate location. The submitter does not support the proposed
landscaping or operating hours and expresses no view regarding patronage.

The submitter objects to the proposal, considering it an eyesore that would replace a
valued community space with an over-commercialised private business. The submission
supports the provision of public shade bul does nol support the proposed sauna or ils
operation, cansidering the reoftop should remain a public space rather than accommaodate
a commercial use.

The submitter supporis the proposed sauna, considering it an improvement to the site.
The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers shade sails, supporls
operating hours between 6:00 am and 8:00 pm, and raises no concerns regarding the
anticipated patronage.

The submitter supporis the proposed sauna, considering it would not adversely affect the
surrounding area or public wviews. The submission supports the proposed landscaping,
prefers shade sails while acknowledging either option would be suitable, supports the
proposed operating arrangements, and raises no concerns regarding the anticipated
patronage.

Local Government response

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Council's Guiding Principles limits development to single-storey, northem
boundary, oceupying up to 33% of the roof.

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooflop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council’s Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed o the public rooftop space. The proposed
location comprises an existing reoftop structure associated with and leased by
Nerth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding Principles specifically
considered development at this location. The proponent is seeking to utilise
the site because of its unique context

‘While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
sloray, located on the northern boundary and aceupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public roofiop space. Commercial
activities on public land may be supporied where they are consistent with
reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy 5.3

Support noted

Support noted

Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

» Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

* Support for proposal

= Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

* Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

» Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Suitabllity of proposal

+ Loss of public open space

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping

+ Dperaling hours & Patronage

+ Suitability of proposal

+ Loss of public open space
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping

« Operating hours

* Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

-+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
» Dperating hours & patronage
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223

224

229

230

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, noting there would stil be sufficient open
space available on the rooftop for public use. The submission supports the proposed
landscaping, prefers umbrellas, supports the proposed operating hours, and considers the
patronage would primarily cemprise local residents and existing surf club and gym users,

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considenng the design balanced, appropriate
and complementary lo the surrounding development. The submission does not support
either shade sails or umbrellas due to maintenance and durability concems, supports the
proposed operating hours, and advises they would regulary use the facility as it
complements existing recreational activities in the area

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it an attractive addition that
would enhance the site. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers
umbrellas, supports the propesed operating hours, and considers the facility should
remain accessible to everyone, raising no concerns regarding the anticipated patronage.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the design would integrate well
with the adjacent buildings and improve the appearance of the existing roofiop. The
submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers shade sails, supporls the
proposed operating hours, and considers the anticipated patronage would largely
comprise younger adults with an interest in health and wellbeing who already use the
beach for recreation.

The submitter supports the propesed sauna, considering the design organic, natural and
compatible with the surrounding development while maintaining public seating and views.
The submission supports the proposed landscaping, noting it reflects the surrounding
dune environment, considers either shade salls or umbrellas appropriate subject to
ongoing maintenance, supports the proposed operating hours, and notes the importance
of staff maintaining the facility and surrounding public space during busy periods.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it compatible with the natural
coastal environment and a significant improvement to the existing rocftop. The submission
supports the proposed landscaping. prefers umbrellas as being more consistent with the
surrounding cafés and beach selling, supporis the propesed operating hours, and
considers the anticipated patronage would comprise health-conscious users and would
not adversely affect the surrounding area, noting Alchemy's established reputation

The submitier strongly supports the proposed sauna, expressing support for the proposal,
landscaping. operafing hours and anticipated patronage, and considers it a positive
addition to the area.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it an appropriate addition to the
site. The submission supports the proposed landscaping with additional planting, prefers
shade sails, supports the proposed operating hours, and suggests offering discounted
rates for residents within neighbouring postcodes to encourage local use.

The submitter supports the propesed sauna, considering it a significant improvement to
the existing rooftop and compatible with the surrounding area. The submission supports
the proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas due to maintenance considerations, supports
maximising community access through extended operating hours, and considers the
proposal would promote a healthy lifestyle and strengthen community wellbeing.

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Local Government response Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

* Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Dperating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
= Operating hours & patronage

+ Public Accessibility

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
= Operating hours

+ Management

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
» Dperating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal
+ Landscaping

+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

« Community benefit
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No.
231

232

233

234

235

236

237

238

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it a user-fiendly development
that would improve the existing rooftop while retaining substantial public space. The
submission prefers shade sails, supports extended operating hours, and considers the
facility would enhance community connaction and provide a positive addition to Cotteslos,

The submitter raises no objection to the proposed sauna, supports the proposal and
landscaping. prefers shade sails. supports the proposed operating hours, and raises no
concems regarding the proposed patron capacity.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the scale and appearance
appropriate for the site and compatibla with the surrounding buildings, while improving an
underutilised rooflop. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers shade
sails to create a more communal atmosphere, supports the proposed operating hours,
considers the facility unlikely to create disturbance due to its quiet nature and available
parking, and notes they would regularly use the facility based on previous experience with
Alchemy Saunas.

The submitter generally supports the proposed sauna, considering the building's
appearance, materiality and scale appropriate and complementary to the design of the
adjoining buildings. However, the submission raises concems regarding the proposed
northern location of the building, noting it would cast shadow over a significant portion of
the rooftop deck for much of the day and reduce the availability of sunny public seating
areas. The submiller suggests relocating the building further south 1o maximise sunlight to
the remaining public deck, supports both proposed shade options provided they are
removable during winter, supports the proposed operating hours, and raises no concems
regarding patronage.

The submitter supports the propesed sauna, considering the low-profile design, height and
scale appropriate for the site and respectful of the surrounding area while preserving
important ocean views. The submission supports the proposed landscaping and public
realm improvements, prefers shade sails due to their integration with the overall design,
supports the proposed operating hours, and considers the proposal would improve public
amenity and provide a high-quality community facility without adversely affecting the
surrounding area,

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considers the overall design and landscaping
appropriate, prefers umbrellas over shade sails, supports the proposed operating hours,
and believes the facility would be a positive addition to the area.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the proposal and landscaping to
be visually appealing, prefers umbrellas over shade sails, supports the propased operating
hours, and raises na concerns regarding the proposal.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the design to be well integrated
with the existing surf club building and a significant improvement to the underutilised
rooftop. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas due to
their visual appeal and compatibility with nearby businesses, supports the proposed
operating hours, and considers Alchemy Saunas to have a strong repulation for delivering
high-gquality community facilities.

Local Government response Themes

Support noted + Suppart for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage
» Community benefit

Suppert noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
» Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage
« Traffic & Parking

Cenditional Support noted » Partial support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
» Building design & functionality
+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Dperating hours & patronage
+ Community benefit

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage
+ Community benefit

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage
= Cammunity benefit
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No.
238

240

241

242

243

244

245

246

247

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the design to be simple, effective
and well balanced. making efficient use of the available space while incorporating
greenery. The submission has no preference between shade sails and umbrellas,
supporls the proposed operating hours, and considers the proposal would attract
additional visitors throughout the day, benafiting local businesses, improving passive
surveillance during the evening, and catering to a broad range of age groups through an
established and well-managed operator.

The submitier supports the proposed sauna, considering the design an attractive upgrade
to the existing rooftop that would introduce additional green space and improve the
appearance of the area. The submission prefers umbrellas, supports the proposed
operating hours, and considers the anticipated patronage would comprise people seeking
a healthy and balanced lifestyle. providing a positive complement to the existing hospitality
vEnues in the area.

The submitter strongly supports the proposed sauna, considering the design, appearance
and scale to be highly attractive and a significant improvement to the existing rooftop. The
submission supports the proposed landscaping and additional shade, expresses no
preference regarding the shade option provided It best suils the overall design, supports
the proposed operating hours, and considers the facility would contribute positively to the
style, functionality and community use of the area.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it would be a positive addition to
Cofttesloe. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas,
supports the proposed operating hours, and considers the proposal would be well utilised,
suggesting the facility could potentially accommedate a larger patron capacity.

The submitler supports the proposed sauna, considering both the design and landscaping
appropriate for the site. The submission prefers umbrellas, supperis the proposed
operating hours. and considers the proposal would be a positive addition to the suburb.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it would enhance the existing
rooftop while retaining its function as a communily gathering space. The submission
supports the proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas due to their versatility, congiders
the proposed operating hours appropriate, and notes that the facility is unlikely to generate
noise or adverse amenity impacts.

The submitter strongly supporis the proposed sauna, considering it a significant
improvement to the existing rooftop that complements the natural coastal sefting through
the use of natural materials. The submission supports the proposed landscaping, prefers
shade sails, supports extended operating hours to encourage activity threughout the day
and evening, and considers the proposal would increase patronage of surrounding
businesses while creating a valuable community facility,

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it an improvement over the
existing rooftop and a positive addition to the area. The submission supports the proposed
landscaping and considers the proposal would enhance the surrounding public space,

The submitier supports the proposed sauna but considers the facility could be larger to
make better use of the rooftop space. The submission supports the proposed landscaping,
considers either shade option preferable to the existing conditions, supports operating
hours between 5:00 am and 10:00 pm, and raises no concerns regarding the anticipated
patronage.

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support nated

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Local Government response Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

» Community benefit

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Community benefit

= Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

« Landscaping & shade provision
» Dperating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Cammunity benefit

+ Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

« Character & public amenity

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

« Community benefit

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping

= Community benefit

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
» Operating hours & patronage

» Building design & functionality
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No.
248

249

250

251

252

253

254

265

256

Summary of submission

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering it a modern and visually
interesting addition that would significantly improve the existing rooftop. The submission
supports the proposed landscaping, prefers umbrellas, supports the proposed operating
howrs, and raises na concerns regarding the anticipated patronage.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the propesal and landscaping
appropriate for the site. The submission prefers umbrellas over shade salls, supports the
proposed operating hours, and raises no concerns regarding the proposal or anficipated
patronage.

The submitter supports the proposed sauna, considering the design compatible with the
surrounding buildings and an improvement to the appearance and functionality of the
existing rooftop space. The submission considers the proposal would increase use of the
currently underutilised public area, particularly during summer, through improved seating
and additional shade. The submitter prefers umbrellas but considers either shade option
accepiable, supporis the proposed operating hours, and raises only minor concems
regarding parking impacts, noting patronage is likely to be higher during the guieter winter
manths when parking demand is generally lower,

The respondent supporis the application, describing the proposal as attractive and well
suited to the beach setling. They support the landscaping approach, prefer umbrellas for a
beach feel, have no concerns with operating hours, and do not expect patronage impacts.

The respondent supports the application, praising the design for retaining outdoor space
for community use and appreciating the landscaping approach. They prefer shade sails,
support the proposed operating hours, and raised no concerns about patronage.

The respondent strangly supports the application, describing it as a positive improvement
that adds a needed community facility and enhances the area’s appearance. They believe
it complements nearby businesses, prefer whichever shade option is maost practical,
support longer operating hours, and value increased access to sauna faciliies for the
wider community.

The respondent stirongly supports the application, valuing the retention of public space
alengside added shade and activity. They prefer shade sails but acknowledge practical
maintenance considerations, support flexible operating hours, and believe the sauna will
provide a valuable local amenity.

The respondent strangly supports the application, describing the proposal as a significant
visual improvement that fits the coastal setting and preserves ocean views. They support
the landscaping approach, highlight the need for wind considerations when selecting
shade, support the operaling hours, and view the sauna as a posilive health and
cammunity amenity,

The respondent supports the application, describing it as an improvement to the existing
underused space. They prefer umbrellas, support early morning operation, suggest late-
night hours may be less necessary, and expect use mainly by locals and surf club
members

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Local Government response Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

* Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Dperating hours & patronage

= Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Imprevement to public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
= Operating hours & patronage

+ Traffic & Parking

+ Support for proposal

* Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
= Dperating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement to public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

* Support for proposal

+ Improvement fo public amenity
+ Community benefit

+ Landscaping & shade provision
» Dperating hours & patronage

= Public accessibility

* Support for proposal

+ Improvement to public amenity
+ Public accessibility

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Community benefit

* Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

+ Community benefit

+ Support for proposal

+ Improvement fo public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

» Community benefit

Attachment 10.1.3(d)

Page 86



ATTACHMENTS

AUGUST 2026

No.
257

258

259

260

262

266

Summary of submission

The respondent strongly supporis the application, expressing positive views on the
proposal and believing it will improve usability of the space. They support early operating
hours and raised no concemns

The respondent strongly supporis the application, stating that the proposal matches
Coltesloe’s aesthetic and premium coastal character. They are positive about the design
and landscaping, have no concerns with the operating hours, and raised no patronage
CONCEMS.

The respondent supports the application, stating that the design has been thoughtfully
integrated with surrcunding structures and complements the existing area. They consider
the landscaping an improvement, have no strong preference on shade options, and are
newutral on operating hours and patronage impacts,

The respondent supports the application, considering the proposal acceptable. They
suggest additional planting, prefer shade sails, have no concerns with operating hours,
and believe patronage is acceptable provided users are respectful.

The respondent supports the application, considering the proposal acceptable and the
landscaping suitable for the setting. They have no strong preference between shade
options as long as they are durable, support the proposed hours, and hope locals will have
priority access,

The respondent strongly supports the application, describing it as a significant
improvement over the existing concrete slab. They have no strong shade preference,
support the operating hours, and believe the facility will be used by pecple of all ages.

The respondent does not support the application, stating that the proposal would block
valued ocean views and negatively impact a well-used local gathering space. They prefer
the area to remain opan, support shade sails as an alternative, and raise concerns about
additional pressure on parking and congestion.

The respondent supports the application, describing the proposal as looking great and
raising no concemns. They prefer umbrellas, have no issues with the operating hours, and
do not anficipate any patronage concerns.

The respondent supports the application, describing the design as attractive and
compafible with neighbouring buildings. They support the landscaping approach, prefer
shade sails for greater coverage, and do not have concerns regarding operating hours or
patronage,

The respondent does not support the application at the proposed location and believes a
sauna would be better considered as part of the future Cottesloe Beach refurbishment in
conjunction with the Cottesloe Surf Club.

Local Government response Themes

Support noted + Suppart for proposal
+ Improvement to public amenity

+ Operating hours & patronage

* Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Dperating hours & patronage

Support noted

Support noted = Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision

» Dperating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Landscaping & shade provision

+ Dperating hours & patronage

Conditional support noted = Support for proposal

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

» Cammunity benefit

Support noted » Support for proposal

+ Impravement fo public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operaling hours & patronage

+ Cammunity benefit

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the « Suitability of proposal

public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single » Loss of public open space
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of -« Character & visual amenity

the roof, with upgrades propesed to the public rooftop space. The proposal is - Landscaping & shade provision
not expected to significantly impact traffic, parking or pedestrian safely, as itis = Traffic & Parking

a small-scale facility with visitors managed through a booking system,

+ Support for proposal
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted

Support noted + Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
= Operating hours & patronage

The proposed location comprises an existing rooftop structure associaled with » Suitability of proposal
and leased by MNorth Cottesloe Surf Life Sawving Club. Council's Guiding -+ Altemnative location
Principles specifically considered development at this location. The proponent

is seeking to utilise the site because of its unique context.
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270

2

272

273

274

275

Summary of submission

The respondent supports the application, stating that the proposal fits the existing
landscape and provides a good use for a previously neglected area. They prefer shade
sails for UV protection, support the proposed operating hours, and emphasise the
importance of access for non-members,

The respondent supports the application, describing the proposal as aftractive and a
positive development for the area. They perscnally prefer umbrellas but acknowledge
shade sails may be more practical, and suppert longer operating hours to suit more users

The respondent supports the application, expressing no concems with the proposal. They
have no preference for shade options, are salisfied with the operating hours, and raised
Mo issues.

The respondent supports the application, viewing the sauna as a great use of the rooftop
space and appreciating the ccean outlook. They prefer shade sails, support the proposed
operating hours, and raised no cancerns.,

The respondent supports the application, describing the proposal as well suited 1o the
surroundings, tasteful and unobtrusive. They prefer umbrellas, support the operating
hours, and believe the facility will appeal broadly to the community.

The respondent supports the application, noting that the design preserves ocean views, is
appropriately scaled and fits the coastal character. They believe it is a better use and
maintenance of the space, support the proposal, and consider the cperating hours
reasonable.

The respondent supports the application, stating that the proposal suils the area and
would provide a community benefit. They prefer shade sails, support the proposed
operating hours, and have no concerns.

The respondent supports the application, describing the propesal as appealing and
positive, They prefer shade sails for aesthetic reasons, support the proposed operating
hours, and have no concems.

The respondent strongly supports the application, describing the sauna as a tasteful, well-
integrated addition that improves an underused space while retaining public access. Thay
support the landscaping, prefer shade sails, consider the operating hours appropriate, and
believe patron numbers and user behaviour will not create impacts.

Support noted

Suppert noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

Support nated

Local Government response Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement to public amenity
« Landscaping & shade provision
» Operating hours & patronage

+ Public accessibility

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

* Support for proposal
+ Landscaping & shade provision
= Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Improvement fo public amenity
+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade pravision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

= Caommunity benefit

+ Support for proposal

* Character & visual amenity

+ Building design & functionality
+ Improvement to public amenity
+ Operating hours & patronage

* Support for proposal

+ Cammunity benefit

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage

= Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

« Landscaping & shade provision
» Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement to public amenity
+ Public accessibility

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage
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No.
276

277

278

278

280

281

282

283

Summary of submission

The respondent strongly supports the application, describing the design as attractive, well
integrated with the coastal setting and a significant improvement on the existing concrete
slab and plastic chairs. They support the landscaping, consider the scale appropriate, and
support flexible shade options based on safety, They suppeort the proposed operating
hours and believe the sauna will provide a valuable, healthy community amenity with
limited impacts due to modest patron numbers and quiet use.

The respondent supports the application, stating the sauna design, height and width are
appropriate and an improvement on the current situation. They support the landscaping
approach, prefer shade sails based on posilive experence, support the eperating hours,
and believe sauna users will be quiet and respectiul.

The respondent supports the application, describing the design and size as thoughtful and
a good fit for the area and lifestyle. They prefer shade sails, support the cperating hours,
and have no concems

The respondent does not support the application, believing the proposal would reduce
space available for the broader community and limit access to the ocean views. They
consider the sauna to serve a narrow audience and believe the area would provide greater
cammunity benefit if retained as open public space.

The respondent does nol support the application, considering the sauna too large and
exprassing concem that it would reduce access to a space currently available to all users.
They believe the sauna should have a smaller capacity, prefer shade sails, and suggest
limiting eperating hours to preserve moming community use of the area.

The respondent supporis the application, noting the proposal is appealing and
appropriately scaled at one level. They prefer shade sails and have no concems with
operating hours, but reguest that public seating is retained and raise concerns about
potential parking impacts.

The respondent does nol support the application and believes the proposal should not
proceed. They prafer the space to remain unchanged for public enjoyment and raise
concems about broader impacts. including additional parking pressure following the
removal of the Mo, 1 carpark

The respondent supports the application, expressing positive views of the proposal and
indicating enthusiasm for the sauna. They have no strong preferance regarding shade
opticns, support the operating hours, and raised a query about the patronage question
based on previous sauna experience.

Local Government response

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space.

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooflop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council’s Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooflop space.

Conditional support noted

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooflop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council’s Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooftop space. The proposal is
not expected to significantly impact traffic, parking or pedastrian safety, as it is
a small-scale facility with visitors managed through a booking system.

Support noted

Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement to public amenity
« Landscaping & shade provision
» Operating hours & patronage

+ Community benefit

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement to public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

= Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Building design & functionality
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Community benefit

+ Suitability of proposal

= Loss of public open space
+ Character & visual amenity
« Character & public amenity
» Public accessibility

» Suitability of proposal

+ Loss of public open space

+ Scale & Footprint

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Building design & functionality
+ Character & public amenity

« Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

+ Traffic & Parking

+ Suitabllity of proposal

+ Loss of public open space
+ Character & public amenity
+ Traffic & Parking

+ Support for proposal
-+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage
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No.
284

285

286

287

288

289

290

Summary of submission

The respondent supports the application, considering the proposal appropriately sized and
aligned with the direction of Cottesloe. They support addiional beach dune-style greenery,
prefer umbrellas for visual integration with nearby coastal venues, and have no concems
regarding operating hours or patranage.

The respondent supports the application, stating that the proposal looks altractive and Is
an improvemant on the existing concrete roof. They prefer umbrellas as a better fit for the
area, consider the operating hours appropriate, and do not anticipate issues with
petronage.

The respondent supporis the application, describing the proposal as a positive addition
and suitable for the space. They prefer shade sails, support the proposed operating hours,
and raised no concerns.

The respendent supports the concept of a sauna and believes it would be well used, but
does not support the proposed location. They are concerned the structure would reduce
sealing space, obstruct views and impact a highly used area. They suggest an alternative
location, such as redeveloping the existing bathroom area, and support shade sails and
early operating hours.

The respondent supports the application, stating they are comfortable with the proposal
but guestioning the scale of the project relative to the capacity of one sauna, They prefer
shade sails, support the operating hours, and raised no concems.

The respondent supports the application, stating they have no objection to the propeosal.
They prefer shade sails as they may provide broader coverage and believe the sauna
would attract a diverse range of users

The respondent supports the application, stating that the design aligns with surrounding
bulldings and is sympathetic to the area. They view the sauna as a positive community
and wellness facility, prefer umbrellas, support the ocperating hours, and believe it will
provide a safe, inclusive social space.

The respondent supports the application, describing the design as attractive, sublle and
well suited to the surounding buildings. They prefer shade sails due to local wind
canditions, support the propesed operaling hours, and believe the facllity will atiract
health-conscious users without causing concerns.

The respondent does not support the application and objects to the sauna being located in
this space. They believe the area is a valuable public recreation space and should remain
available for broader community use rather than being allocated to the sauna.

Local Government response Themes

Support noted + Suppart for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Building design & functionality
« Landscaping & shade provision
» Dperating hours & patronage

Support noted » Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Improvement fo public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
» Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

‘While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the « Partial support for proposal
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single + Loss of public open space
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of « Character & visual amenity

the roof, with upgrades proposed lo the public rooftop space. The proposed -+ Allemative location

location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with and leased by + Landscaping & shade provision
North Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding Principles specifically » Operating hours & patronage
considered development at this location. The proponent is seeking to utiise

the site because of its unique context.

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Scale & Footprint
+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Dperating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage
» Community benefit

Support noted + Support for proposal
+ Character & visual amenity
+ Community benefit
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

Support noted + Support for proposal
*» Character & visual amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the « Suitability of proposal
public, it complies with Council’s Guiding Principles by remaining single -+ Loss of public open space
storay, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of « Character & public amenity
the roof, with upgrades propesed to the public rooftop space. The proposed | « Public accessibility
Iocation comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with and leased by

MNorth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding Principles specifically

considered development at this location. The proponent is seeking to utiise

the site because of its unique context
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284

Summary of submission

The respondent does not support the application, stating that although the design is
visually appealing, the proposal is too large and would negatively change the character of
Cofttesloe Beach. They prefer the area to remain unchanged and raise concerns about
increased traffic, particularly during summer and peak times,

The respondent does not support the application, objecting to any structure that may
obstruct ocean views or reduce public use of the area. They believe private interests
should not impact public space and prefer the area remain for public use only.

The respondent strongly supports the application, viewing the sauna as a positive addition
that would improve the area’s aesthetics, promote healthy lifestyles and provide alcohol-
free social opportunities, They consider the proposal an improvement on the existing
situation, have no preference on shade oplions, support the operating hours, and raised
no concerns.

The respondent strongly supports the application. describing it as a positive addition for
Cottesioe and well suited to the space. They support the proposal, prefer umbrellas for
aesthetic reasons, and consider the operating hours appropriate.

The respondent doas not support the application, objecting to the size and location of the
proposal. They believe the space should remain available for public use and are
concemed about the loss of open space and community amenity. They do not support the
sauna or shade elements and suggest existing sauna facilities elsewhere should be used
instead.

The respondent supports the application, expressing general satisfaction with the
proposal, They consider it great, slightly prefer umbrellas for appearance, support the
operating hours, and indicate they may use the facility themsealves,

The respondent supports the application and is safisfied with the current proposal. They
support adding low-maintenance greenery, prefer shade sails due to durability and safety,
and are comfortable with the proposed operating hours with potential adjustments based
on patronage. Mo concems were raised,

Local Government response

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades propesed to the public reoftop space, The proposal is
nol expected o significantly impact traffic, parking or pedastrian safety, as il is
a small-zcale facility with visitors managed through a booking system.

‘While the proposal will reduce part of the roofiop area cumrently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public reoflop space. Commercial
activities on public land may be supporied where they are consistent with
reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Paolicy 5.3.

Support noted

Support noted

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades propesed to the public rooftop space. The proposed
location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with and leased by
MNorth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding Principles specifically
considered development at this location. The proponent is seeking fo utiise
the site because of its unique context

Support noted

Suppert noted

Themes

+ Suitability of proposal

+ Scale & Footprint

+ Loss of public open space
*» Character & visual amenity
» Traffic & Parking

+ Suitability of proposal

+ Loss of public open space

+ Commercialisation of public
space

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Public accessibility

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

» Improvement to public amenity
+ Cammunity benefit

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage

= Support for proposal

+ Community benefit

*» Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage

+ Suitability of proposal

+ Loss of public open space
+ Scale & Footprint

+ Character & public amenity
* Allernative location

* Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

+ Suppaort for proposal
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage
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302

303

305

306

07

Summary of submission

The respondent does not support the application, considering the proposed structure too
large and believing it would reduce available public space. They object to the location of
the sauna, expressing concerns about access, exclusivity and impacts on the existing
cammunity use of the area, They do not support shade options as they believe they block
Views.

The respondent supports the application, describing the proposal as looking great and a
positive beachside amenity. They prefer umbrellas due to their flexibility and indicate thay
would use the facility regularly. They support the proposed operating hours.,

The respondent supports the application, provided sufficlent space remains for public
access. They support the improved area with shade, tables and water, prefer shade sails,
have no concems with operating hours, and believe patronage may be lower than
anticipated,

The respondent supports the application, stating that it looks good and is a good idea.
They prefer shade sails, supporl the proposed operating hours, and indicate they would
personally use the facility.

The respondent does not support the application, objecting to the location of the sauna
despite supporting the conceptl and community benefit, They believe the siructure, shade
sails and umbrellas would impact views and public amenity, and suggest an allemative
location such as Indiana or integration into future foreshore improvements. They support
landscaping in principle but question whether plants will thrive in the conditions. They have
no concerns with operating hours but raised concerns about the clarity of the patronage
question.

The respondent does not support the application, objecting to the sauna being located in
this space despite having no major cancemns with the design or landscaping. Thay prefer
shade salls and believe the area should remain available for broader public activities and
uses. They consider the location inappropriate and suggest the sauna should be placed
elsewhere.

The respondent supports the application, stating there are no concemns. They consider the
proposal looks good. have no preference regarding shade options, and support the
proposed operating hours.

The respondent supports the application, noting the thoughtful design, reduced visual
impact and improvement compared with the existing plastic chairs. They consider the
proposal compatible with the area and unlikely to create noise, disruption or noticeable
changes to public use due fto patron limits. They suggest improvements to landscaping,
including water-efficient species, additional landscaping near the ski shed, and addressing
rubbish bin capacity in the area,

Local Government response

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed to the public rooflop space. Commercial
aclivities on public land may be supported where they are consistent with
reserve purposes and planning policies, as per WAPC Policy 5.3, The
proposed location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with and
leased by Morth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding Principles
specifically considered development at this location. The proponent is seeking
to ufilise the site because of its unigue context.

Support noted

Support noted

Support noted

The proposed location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with
and leased by North Coltesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding
Principles specifically considered development at this location. The proponent
is seeking to ulilise the site because of its unigue context. Council's Guiding
Principles limits development to single-storey, northern boundary, occupying
up to 33% of the roof.

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storay, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades propesed to the public roofiop space. The proposed
location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with and leased by
Merth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club, Council's Guiding Principles specifically
considered development al this location. The proponent is seeking to utilise
the site because of its unigue context.

Support noted

Conditional support noted

Themes

+ Suitability of proposal

+ Loss of public open space

+ Scale & Footprint

» Commercialisation of public
space

+ Public accessibility

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
= Dparating hours & patronage

+ Conditional support

+ Public accessibility

+ Improvement fo public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Support for proposal

» Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Dperating hours & patronage

+ Partial support for proposal

* Loss of public open space

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Allemative location

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

+ Suitability of proposal

» Loss of public open space

+ Character & public amenity

= Altemnative location

+ Landscaping & shade provision

» Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Operating hours & patronage

* Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Improvement lo public amenity
+ Landscaping & shade provision
*+ Public infrastructure

+ Sustainability
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313

4

315

Summary of submission

The respondent supports the application, praising the slim-line design, coastal integration
and the fact that it does not cccupy the entire area. They prefer shade sails, support the
proposed operating hours and would welcome earlier opening imes. They consider the
proposal inclusive and compatible with the community space,

The respondent supperts the application, praising the appearance and height of the
proposal and considering it an appropriate use of the space. They favour the natural,
seamless landscaping approach, prefer umbrellas as the shade option, and consider the
proposed operating hours to be approprigte, No additional comments or concerns were
raised.

The respondent supports the application, expressing satisfaction with the design and
indicating no preference regarding the shade option. They believe the proposal will have a
positive impact on the community and expect it will primarily be used by local residents.

The respondent supports the application, indicating they are satisfied with the proposed
appearance, height and widith. They suppornt subtle, earthy landscaping and umbrellas if
sacurely attached. They support use of the space but suggest the opening time should
align with Magic Apple's hours rather than 5:00 am, while supporting the proposed closing
time,

The respandent does not support the application and believes the sauna should not be
built in this location. They prefer the space to remain available for all beach users to enjay
food, coffee and ocean views, and support shade sails as an altemative. They believe
patronage would be negligible.

The respondent does not support the application, stating that the proposal has not been
adequately researched. They believe the structure should remain below the height of
beachfront buildings and prefer the area to remain open, although they acknowledge it
integrates with the beachscape. Mo concerns were raised regarding operating hours.

The respondent supports the application, noting the design suits the coastal setting and
maintains an open, accessible feel. They support umbrellas, have no concems with
operating hours, and suggest two smaller saunas may be preferable to one larger sauna
as a personal preference,

The respondent supports the application, describing it as a great use of the space and an
improvement on the existing plastic chairs. They suggest increasing the size of the area
(wider rather than taller), prefer shade sails, and recommend operating hours of 3:00 am—
9:00 pm. Mo significant concems were raised,

Local Government response

Support noted

Suppert noted

Support noted

Conditional support noted

See assessment of operating hours.

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storey, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades propesed to the public rooftop space. The proposed
location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with and leased by
Nerth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club, Council's Guiding Principles specifically
considered development al this location. The proponent is seeking to utilise
the site because of its unigue context.

While the proposal will reduce part of the rooftop area currently used by the
public, it complies with Council's Guiding Principles by remaining single
storay, located on the northern boundary and occupying no more than 33% of
the roof, with upgrades proposed lo the public rooftop space. The proposed
location comprises an existing rooftop structure associated with and leased by
Morth Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club. Council's Guiding Principles specifically
considered development at this location. The proponent is seeking lo utilise
the sile because of its unigue context.

Support noted

Support noted

Themes

+ Suppart for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Building design & functionality
« Landscaping & shade provision
» Operating hours & patronage

+ Public accessibility

+ Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Building design & functionality
+ Landscaping & shade provision
» Dperating hours & patronage

* Support for proposal

= Character & visual amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
« Community benafit

+ Patronage

+ Support for proposal

* Character & visual amenity

+ Building design & functionality
» Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

» Foreshore activation

+ Suitability of proposal

» Loss of public open space

+ Character & public amenity

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Patronage

+ Suitability of proposal

+ Scale & Footprint

» Loss of public open space

+ Character & visual amenity

« Operating hours & patronage

» Support for proposal

+ Character & visual amenity

+ Building design & functionality
+ Public accessibility

+ Landscaping & shade provision
+ Operating hours & patronage

* Suppart for praposal

+ Improvement fo public amenity
+ Scale & Footprint

+ Landscaping & shade provision
» Dperating hours & patronage
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No. Summary of submission

Local Government response

Themes
316  The submitter supports the propesed Alchemy Sauna, considering it a positive addition to  Support noted + Suppart for proposal
the Morth Cottesloe area based on their experience using the Alchemy Sauna facilities at + Community benefit
Part Beach and City Beach. The submission considars the faciliies to foster a strong + Character & visual amenity
sense of community and contribute pasitively to the visual amenity of the area,
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ATTACHMENT 5 SURVEY RESULTS

Specific Survey Questions T _— ——

approach to the public space?

Q2: How do you feel about the appearance, L
height and width of the sauna building?

50N

“ =Y
« No
. Yes - N/A
* ho
. WA
|

Q4: What are your thoughts on the proposed
hours of operation of the sauna
including its opening and closing times?

1.2%
w Umlwella ‘
« Shade oW
. Both *No
= NJA

Shade provision
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200

EXISTNG ()
. BALUSTRADE

ALCHEMY NORTH COTTESLOE
151 MARINE PARADE, COTTESLOE WA 6011

T0W+15.19
7 -

CELeM2?
<

e

FEL 41162 [SAUNA)

gu SLaB.120  GEFFLND

(]

PLANTER SHOWN BY
DOTTED LINES ‘

/701", SOUTHERN ELEVATION / MAGIC APPLE ’

\(\\my 1:100

TOW1519
2 MATERIALS KEY
CN-01 - NON SLIP CEMENTITIOUS EPOXY FLOOR FINISH
gnat GL-01 - CLEAR GLASS
ME-01 - ALUMINIUM FLUSH METALLIC CLADDING - INTERPON
SRR D2525 LUXE BRONZE PEARL MATT YY23TA
ME-02 - ALUMINIUM CASTELLATED PANEL - INTERPON D2525
LUXE BRONZE PEARL MATT YY255A
ME-03 - ROOF SHEETING COLORBOND ULTRA ~ MONUMENT
PF-01 - PAINTED STEEL COLUMN
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, EXATING BALUSTRAE PF-02 - PAINT FINISH ON PLAZA
i) PF-03 - PAINTED WALL
izt~ —— T8.01- TIMBER SCREEN
¥ SABSTIM e TL-01 - CERAMIC TILE
— == =

200
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SD « SLDING DOOR
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A 1101/ 1100
e

asw A o ‘uwn-' oot W
REZEN Swdio
RB |Hz 22
Alchemy Saunas et Framante wih 0188 |
ELEVATIONS 0 o= [om —— - | [eZen
' R oot wRAMn o 0423 808 707
T o helograzencoma | |4.100 @ A3| | 120326 | A 3101 E
[P .- 150 8 At
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TOH 1519
=~
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’ /703, NORTHERN ELEVATION / NCSLSC / LONG VIEW ‘
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NONILLUMINATED SIGN 1800
gwds "
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CN-01 - NON SLIP CEMENTITIOUS EPOXY FLOOR FINISH
. . Gemz GL-01 - CLEAR GLASS
a2 ME-01 - ALUMINIUM FLUSH METALLIC CLADDING - INTERPON
= ! {HEG D2525 LUXE BRONZE PEARL MATT YY23TA
_ { ] ME-02 - ALUMINIUM CASTELLATED PANEL - INTERPON D2526
) g LUXE BRONZE PEARL MATT YY255A
-—{R ME-03 - ROOF SHEETING COLORBOND ULTRA ~ MONUMENT
— PF-01 - PAINTED STEEL COLUMN
EswoemUsTRe M PF-02 - PAINT FINISH ON PLAZA
> PF.03 - PAINTED WALL
= LIMESTONE WALL 3 f G I - FrL1 mw i =) T8.01 - TIMBER SCREEN
‘ o . S g TL-01 - CERAMIC TILE
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ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE

LANDSCAPE CONCEPT PLAN

25.05.2026

% Annghi Tran
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The site - the spot to hang out

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT 25.05.2026

@ Annghi Tran
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Cottesloe is known for Art - Lets make a simple strong concept

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE

e Annghi Tran
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT 25.05.2026
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What brings people here?

I 2 .

T YO
e W— :

T gL

Sitting together

Simple pleasures.

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE

@ Annghi Tran
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT 25.05.2026
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as paving treatment Cottesloe colour

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE

@nnnghi Tran
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT 25.05.2026 i o o i
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beach view

alfresco

Spatial arrangement

ﬁ Annghi Tran

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT 25.05.2026 A
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op 2 Sails L)

existing trees

native planted troughs

fixed long bench loose chairs

painted sea inspired
‘sea grass’ pattern
ground treatment

picnic table & benches
with shade sails

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE -
i 8 W % W . Annghi Tran
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT 25.05.2026 [ e M e B @ ek ochmesnrs e
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Shade

op1
Shade Australia Italian Piazza Commercial -

PVC Canopy
3x3m

Furniture

Remington Matters Pinnacles bench
Marine-grade powdercoated aluminium
Base plated fixed to ground; can be removed for events

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT

op2

Shade sail

—_—
e
\.‘ ll’ |
: ‘ | |
| R

Remington Matters Pinnacles table set
Marine-grade powdercoated aluminium
Base plated fixed to ground; can be removed for events

25.05.2026

GRC Pebble planter

GRC trough planter 1m high 1520x1200x450

Remington Matters chair
Loose furnture - not fixed

@ Annghi Tran
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Anigozanthos ‘Gold Velvet’ Westringia ‘Grey Box’ Lomandra Nyalla Casurina ‘Cousin It'

Planting selection

- robust natives that thrive in coastal environments
- provides variety of textures and colours

- performs well in pots

ALCHEMY - NORTH COTTESLOE
LANDSCAPE CONCEPT 25.05.2026

§ Annghi Tran
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FOR PAID PARKING IN THE COTTESLOE TOWN
CENTRE - METERED ZONES
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ATTACHMENT A -

PROPOSED METERED ZONES FOR PAID PARKING IN THE COTTESLOE TOWN

CENTRE

Metered Zones

aZ

Town of Cottesloe

for Paid Parking

2026

No. | Parking Street / Station

Proposed Restrictions

Raktway Street North
Parking Station

AP Foe Payable (Mon-Sun Sam-0pm)

Brixton Street Parking
Station

0P Foe Payable (Mon-Sun Bam-0pm)

Station Street West
Parking Station

AP Foe Payablo (Mon-Sun Bam-=0pm)

Station Street East

Parking Station

4P Fee Payable (Mon=Sun Bam=6pm)

8 | Forrest Street 2P Fee Payable (Mon=Sun Sam-opm) Yollow
0 | Rastway Street Fast 2P Fea Payable (Mon=Sun Sam-0pm) Yellow
7 | Stavon Street 2P Fee Payable (Mon=Sun Sam-0pm) Yollow
0 | B Seation 2 12p Foa Payable (Mon-sun sam-6pm) | Yellow
9 | Jarrad Street 2P Fee Payable (Mon-Sun Sam-opm) Yellow

0 parraa treet PArKng— {p oo Payable (Mon-5un Bam-opm)

21 | napoleon Street 1P Feo Payable (Mon-5un Sam-6pm)

Vs
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ATTACHMENT B -

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO PARKING RESTRICTIONS TO INTRODUCE 15
MINUTE PARKING BAYS IN THE COTTESLOE TOWN CENTRE

Table 1 - Parking Restrictions to introduce 15 Minute Parking Bays on various streets in

the Cottesloe Town Centre

Parking Street/Station Current Restrictions Proposed Restrictions

2 bays on Station Street (as 2P (Mon-Fri 8am - 6pm, Sat 15 Minute (Mon-5un 8am to
identified on Attachment C) 8am-1pm) Bpm)

2 bays Jarrad Street (as 1P (Mon-Fri 8am - 6pm, Sat 15 Minute (Mon-5un 8am to
identified on Attachment C) 8am-1pm) 6pm)

2 bays on Railway Street (as 2P (Mon-Fri 8am - 6pm, Sat 15 Minute (Mon-5un 8am to
identified on Attachment C) 8am-1pmy) 6pm)

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO EXISTING PARKING RESTRICTIONS IN THE
COTTESLOE TOWN CENTRE

Table 2 - Parking Restrictions to existing bays on various streets in the Cottesloe Town

Centre

Parking Street/Station

Current Restrictions

Proposed Restrictions

2 bays on Forrest Street (as
identified on Attachment C)

10 Minute (Mon-Fri 8am -
6pm, Sat 8am-1pm)

15 Minute (Mon-Sun 8am to
6pm)

2 bays Napoleon Street (as
identified on Attachment C)

15 Minute (Mon-Fri 8am -
6pm, Sat 8am-1pm)

15 Minute (Mon-Sun 8am to
6pm)

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO PARKING RESTRICTIONS FOR ACROD BAYS IN
THE COTTESLOE TOWN CENTRE

Table 3 - Parking Restrictions to ACROD Bays on various streets in the Cottesloe Town

Centre

Parking Street/Station

Current Restrictions

Proposed Restrictions

1 bay on Mapoleon Street (as
identified on Attachment C)

1P (Mon-Fri 8am - bpm, Sat
8am-1pm)

1P (Mon-Sun 8am to 6pm)

2 bays Jarrad Street (as
identified on Attachment C)

2P (Mon-Fri 8am - 6pm, Sat
8am-1pm)

2P (Mon-5un 8am to 6pm)

2 bays on Station Street (as
identified on Attachment C)

2P (Mon-Fri 8am - 6pm, Sat
8am-1pm)

2P (Mon-5un 8am to 6pm)

2 bays on Station Street East
(as identified on Attachment
C)

4P (Mon-Fri 8am - 6pm, Sat
8am-1pm)

4P (Mon-5un 8am to 6pm)

2 bays on Forrest Street (as
identified on Attachment C)

2P (Mon-Fri 8am - 6pm, Sat
8am-1pm)

2P (Mon-5un 8am to 6pm)
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ATTACHMENT C -

DETAILED LOCATIONS OF METERED PARKING ZONES AND PARKING
RESTRICTIONS / PROPOSED 15 MINUTE PARKING BAYS

No 1 Railway Street North Parking Station

Railway Street North Parking Station [SSSSESE
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No 2 Brixton Street Parking Station

et Parking Station

N ~y
‘ \,\%\
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No 3 Station Street West Parking Station

—

:

Station Street EAST carpar
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No 5 Forrest Street

£,

r 4

No 6 Railway Street East
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No 7 Station Street
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No 9 Jarrod Street
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No 11 Napoleon Street
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ATTACHMENT D -

METERED ZONES FOR PAID PARKING CURRENT AND PROPOSED

RESTRICTIONS

Metered Zones
for Paid Parking

&

Town of Cottesln

2026
Parking Street | Map
Ne. ataton Curom P Colour
Fallway Gtreet %
Noeth burking | W& SO La v e -
stabon P
Drixtan Gtreet ™ AP Foe Payabie (Mon-Sun
Parking Sitation Bam-6pem)
u"‘;";:""‘" ::::m. .:.. alm ~6pm, :v v.; w,lmc (Mon-sun
Station P et o
Htaton Street X ¥ -
East Parking ::'lnm :nlltm Gpm, :!;l'o; l‘-y'nu (Mon=tun
Station pm e
s 2P IMon=Fei Bam=0pm, | 29 Fee Payable (Mon-Sun
9 | Forrest Street Sat Sam-1pm) Bam-opm) Yotiow
o Rallway Street 2P IMon-Frt Bam-~0pm, | 29 Fee Payable IMon-Sun Yetlow
ast Sat Sam-3pm) Ham-tpm|
. . 20 (Mon-Prt Bam-tpm, | 29 Fee Payabile (Mon-Sun
7 |setonsteet | o) Sam-opm) Yelow
allway Strest
A 20 (Mon-Tel Dam=0pm, | 29 Fes Payable (Mon-%un
8 | fouthParing | o5y aam-1pm) Bam-pm) Veow
Station
p z ¥ Y -
o | awrna stont zlmmrl’;:lnm fpm, :l':‘:;-:‘ylnl:l- Mon-sun | o
.*ll'* Jarrad Street 1P IMon-Fri Bam-0pm, | 1P Fee Payabile (Mon-Sun
S parking Stavion | Sat Sam-3pm) fam -Opm|

=)
10 | Napoteon Street

1P (Mon-Fri Bam-0pm,
Sat Sam-1pm)

1P Fee Payabile (Mon-Sun |

Bam-0pm|

HE
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STAGE 1 STAGE 2
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