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Maribyrnong Council Strategic Planning Team 

PO Box 58,  

West Footscray, VIC 3012 

Sent by email only: email@maribyrnong.vic.gov.au 

I am writing about your letter of 22/12/2021, which indicates that  at 15 Molesworth 

Court West Footscray is proposed to be included in Maribyrnong Planning Scheme (Amendment 

C173).  

I would like to object as I believe this must be an error. I diagram of the relevant precinct (Precinct 8; 

Bottomley’s Paddock). 

The scheme is described as relating to homes that reflect the inter-war period (1915-1940) and post-

war period (1940-1960). While the post war period applies to most other houses in the street, the 

houses at number 15 and 17 were built in the 80’s. They have no characteristics that reflect the post 

war suburban bungalow as described in the study.  number 15 has similar building 

elements, features and characteristics to  number 17, yet number 17 has been 

classed as non-contributory.   

I my opinion,  is just as unremarkable as  number 17 and I request it be 

reclassified as non-contributory. 

Should you disagree, I would like to request a copy of the PPN1 citation report for precinct 8, which 

outlines why  is considered contributory while number 17 is not. Specifically, I request this 

outlines: 

 A statement of significance, which complied with the PPN1 format;
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From:
To: AmendmentC172
Subject: Amendment C172
Date: Thursday, 3 March 2022 6:17:01 PM

Hi,

My name is  and I live at West Footscray VIC 3012,
Australia.

The 2018 survey that this amendment addresses had 80% of responses saying that they
support the draft neighbourhood plan without heritage overlays.

Our household does not want over-development and inappropriately located townhouses,
resulting in overcrowded streets parking wise and facilities. There should be other
overlays, not the heritage overlay, that covers a wider area to ensure not higher than 2
storeys are built and not creating eye sores, like overdeveloped 3 storey apartments. The
heritage overlay does not prevent this in a wide enough area, and it can reject positive
changes and modifications to houses, like modern front yard fences and solar panels if
needed. We want front yards to be used, not static die to rejections to use it as a book
library or community garden. It ruins this sharing nature for no purpose. Just to keep the
look of the place. Not practical at all.

Barkly street has such a difficult time for the bus going up and down due to the
overcrowded nature. The 4-6 storey apartments along Barkly street are terrible, along with
the 8 storey apartments near Whitten oval.

We do not want townhouses just to be built in masses outside the heritage overlays, which
will happen if this is approved.

I reject amendment c172 and suggest you take the above recommendations and concerns
into play when making your next decisions.

Family homes also are in a shortage. We don't need more 2-3 bedroom townhouses.

Kind Regards,
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From:
To: AmendmentC172
Subject: Heritage Precincts
Date: Tuesday, 8 March 2022 9:17:16 AM

Good morning,
 
Thank you for the opportunity.
 
I would like to support the West Footscray Inter-war and Post-war Heritage precinct Study 2021,
in particular the Laughton’s Precinct HO214.

 properties at 19 – 37 Creswick St, and believe they provide a relevant
historical contribution to the street and suburb.
 
Regards
 

 Footscray.
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From: Strategic Planning
To: AmendmentC172
Subject: RE: Maribyrnong Planning Scheme Amendment C172
Date: Tuesday, 8 March 2022 9:23:46 AM
Attachments: image001.jpg

Good morning,
 
Thank you for your email.
 
It appears from reviewing the documents provided that the scope of the Amendment is such that it presents a low risk
of harm to the environment and amenity as a result of pollution and waste.
 
If there are any specific concerns that fall within EPA’s remit then you are welcome to raise this with us; however, at
this time – we will not be making a submission on the Amendment.
 
Kind regards

Environment Protection Authority Victoria 
200 Victoria St, Carlton
(  
E  www.epa.vic.gov.au

From:  On Behalf Of AmendmentC172
Sent: Monday, 28 February 2022 11:31 AM
To: 
Subject: Maribyrnong Planning Scheme Amendment C172
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Please find attached correspondence from Maribyrnong City Council regarding Planning Scheme Amendment C172
 
 
 

This email (and any attachments) is confidential and intended to be accessed only by the person or entity to which it is
addressed. No use, copying, disclosure or forwarding of this message or any attachments is permitted without
authorisation. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately and delete or destroy all
copies of this message and any attachments. Any views or opinions presented are solely those of the author and not
that of Maribyrnong City Council. 

Maribyrnong City Council reserves the right to monitor all email communications through its networks. 

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail
This email (and any attachments) is for the intended recipient only and may contain privileged, confidential or
copyright information. If you are not the intended recipient, any use of this email is prohibited, please notify
the sender immediately or contact us on 1300 372 842 (1300 EPA VIC), or contact@epa.vic.gov.au and delete
the original. EPA does not warrant that this email or any attachments are error or virus free and accepts no
liability for computer viruses, data corruption, delay or interruption, unauthorised access or use. Any personal
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information in this e-mail must be handled in accordance with the Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 (Vic).



From:
To: AmendmentC172
Subject: Amendment C172 - Heritage Precinct
Date: Tuesday, 8 March 2022 12:13:28 PM

Hello 

 Laughton’s Precinct HO214 and I wanted to provide my support to the West
Footscray Inter-war and Post-war Heritage precinct Study 2021.

I support the position that the houses in the Laughton’s Precinct HO214 provide a relevant
historical contribution to the street and suburb and this history should be preserved.  

Regards

Footscray
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Your City Your Voice 

 28/2/22 

Support 

71 Hansen Street 

State the reasons why you support or oppose Amendment C172 

I think it is fantastic to preserve these pre and post war homes. We are getting inundated with 

developers who don't care a fig about our areas and just demolish and build whatever gets them 

big bucks 

Outline any changes (if any) you would like made to Amendment C172 

Any buildings left unbuilt after purchase for more than 1 year should lose their planning permit 

entitlements 
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Your City Your Voice 

1/3/22 

Support 

State the reasons why you support or oppose Amendment C172 

I support the amendment because the character of our local neighbourhoods is worth protecting. 
Many of these overlay precinct were developed as estates and have interesting local histories 
behind them. It's important we recognise and safeguard these aspects of our area's history. 

Outline any changes (if any) you would like made to Amendment C172 

No changes 

Justin Mansfield 
111 Eleanor Street 
Footscray 
 

No.10



Your City Your Voice

1/3/22 

Support 

State the reasons why you support or oppose Amendment C172 

I value the social and architectural changes over time that are reflected in the housing of the 
identified precincts and I support the heritage overlay as a mechanism to preserve the significant 
history of the local areas and the character of the neighbourhoods. I support the proposal 
because it’s clear — and identified in the proposal — that it takes time for people to recognise the 
value in more recent architectural periods and if there is no heritage overlay we risk losing the 
significant architectural and social value well before the significance is realised. As Joni Mitchell 
sings, ‘don’t it always seem to go that we don’t know what we’ve got ‘til it’s gone’. 

Outline any changes (if any) you would like made to Amendment C172 

Laura Kirkland 

22 Hope Street 

West Footscray 
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Your City Your Voice 

1/3/22 

Objection 

State the reasons why you support or oppose Amendment C172 

There are many houses in West Footscray worthy of protection that have simply been omitted. 
Beautiful inter way bungalows and cottages lined up along Robbs and Glamis road being ignored. 
Especially along Robbs, there are many cottages or bungalows lined up side by side or very close 
together that add to the streetscape. Without protection, these houses risk being torn down and 
developed for townhouses or modern builds destroying the streetscape in a beautiful historic 
area. 

Outline any changes (if any) you would like made to Amendment C172 

As above 

Aimee Thorpe 
29 Robbs Road 
West Footscray 
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Your City Your Voice 

1/3/22 

Support 

State the reasons why you support or oppose Amendment C172 

I support the amendment in principle as with the rising development in the area it is important 
that locations of significance maintain there heritage appeal and therefore also attract residents 
who value this. 

Outline any changes (if any) you would like made to Amendment C172 

I would like to see some clause or effortade to support existing home owners and residents adapt 
and maintain their heritage properties. 

Candice Halfpapp 
11D Deakin Street 
Maidstone 
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Your City Your Voice 

1/3/22 

Support 

State the reasons why you support or oppose Amendment C172 

West Footscray and Maidstone's streets are rapidly being taken over by expedient developers 
demolishing properties and replacing them with cheap, ugly, poorly designed, rendered brick 
shoeboxes with fake grass, dyed woodchips and poor amenities - often many on one small to 
medium sized block - and with NO consideration of tall habitat trees, gardens, sustainability, 
outdoor spaces, urban cooling, heritage considerations, endurance, unique/creative and solar 
passive designs, water tanks or even solar power. All of the developments are deeply depressing 
and look crap after a year, effectively turning into beige or grey contemporary slums. I can list just 
2 developments in the entire area that are well designed. Developers are being granted a quick 
buck with no consideration for the future of the area, aesthetics, or quality of amenity.  Well 
designed high density living is one thing- and a good idea - but what we are seeing in this area will 
make it barely liveable in 50 years. Who approves these hell boxes? 

Outline any changes (if any) you would like made to Amendment C172 

This approach to a shared concern in the community raises many questions. 
Sustainability MUST become a consideration for all future approved developments. 
Is a heritage overlay the best solution to this critically important issue? 
The issue isn't so much whether heritage is protected - rather a key problem is the *kind* of 
developments and demolitions being approved. 
Restricting people from renovating or improving existing properties may mean they don't take the 
opportunity to upgrade their old homes to align with more sustainable design principles. Many of 
our houses are falling apart, in need of significant repairs, or a reconfiguration of spaces to make 
them more liveable for 20thC living (I know this personally!) 
Is this really the best strategy for preventing profiteering developers from building junk 
developments? 
Is it more important to maintain some heritage aspects of the street facing front of a house - and 
prevent excessive subdivisions - but still allow any modifications internally and to the rear of 
properties (e.g open plan, decks, bifolds, skylights etc)? 

Also, I would like to see the same attention paid to identifying, protecting, maintaining, and 
adding to a list of significant trees in the area - on both public and privately held lands. Our natural 
heritage is in desperate need of attention in our community, as much as our built heritage. 

Natasha Mitchell 
21 Howard Street 
Maidstone 
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Your City Your Voice 

1/3/22 

Support 

State the reasons why you support or oppose Amendment C172 

I support Amendment C172 

Outline any changes (if any) you would like made to Amendment C172 

Please consider the addition of homes on Elphinstone Street which represents the evolution of 
housing in the Bottomley's Paddock precinct.  Containing an original pre-war federation home 
epitomising the homestead garden style of the pper Footscray subdivision.  Many of the original 
1920's house are still existing.  There are strings of period homes representing features of a 
common local builder from the intra-war period.  Whilst not all of these homes are in good 
condition, there is a risk that demolition of these properties will detract from the overall 
streetscape and historical significance.  Recent addition of double story townhouse developments 
have already began to erode the feel of this street. 

Jacob Littlepage 
56 Elphinstone Street 
West Footscray 
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Your City Your Voice 

2/3/22 

Support 

State the reasons why you support or oppose Amendment C172 

Retention of neighbourhood character is important. I would like to see also what Council will/can 
do via capital works on streetscape to enhance the character further. 

Outline any changes (if any) you would like made to Amendment C172 

Please consider to include all properties on the same stretch of streets, particularly those over 
300m2 currently not requiring planning permit process with Council to develop (ie 2x properties 
at the eastern end of Tucker Street are not part of the overlay while rest of the street is). Those 
bigger blocks with laneway access have added potential to be developed into unsightly 
Mcmanshions or multi unit developments. Properties that are already modified on each strip of 
street should still be included to control any further development that may not respect the 
neighbourhood character.  

There appears to be more streets with inter-war homes in garden settings in WeFo such as Clive 
Street, Khartoum Street etc. I enjoy walking. Why are these beautiful streets not part of it? 

Rui Seguchi-Vos 
14 Church Street 
West Footscray 
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Your City Your Voice 

2/3/22 

Support 

State the reasons why you support or oppose Amendment C172 

I support the amendment for aesthetic, historical and cultural reasons. 

The amendment seeks to preserve a very special and beautiful area from the inevitable 
development that occurs in a growing city. The history of the area is fascinating and highly 
important to the local identity, and the houses within the area serve as a physical reminder of 
this. 

Outline any changes (if any) you would like made to Amendment C172 

I would like to see the definition of a 'non-contributory property' expanded to ensure that all 
'contributory properties' are bordered by other properties that are protected under the Heritage 
Overlay (HO). This will preserve not only the characteristics of the contributory property itself, but 
also its immediate surrounds (which play a large role in its aesthetic and historic feel). 

For example, my property (33 Wallace Street, Maidstone) sits on the end of the proposed HO 
area, and the properties bordering it to both the south and to the west are not in the proposed 
HO area. If development were to occur at either of these bordering properties that is inconsistent 
with the proposed HO restrictions, it would greatly impact the characteristics of 33 Wallace 
Street, which the Maribyrnong Council is trying so admirably to preserve. 

Jonte Shaw 
33 Wallace Street 
Maidstone 
 

No.17



Your City Your Voice 

2/3/22 

Oppose 

State the reasons why you support or oppose Amendment C172 

The overlay really needs to prioritising climate emergency eg: allow for sustainable retrofits & 
energy upgrades, as well as verticals extensions for  smaller properties - much more sustainable 
than back yard building & loss of green space/trees. Many of these timber properties need 
bringing up to minimum code for keeping cool in summer & warm in winter, & decoupling from 
fossil fuels eg: remove wood burning stoves & gas. The overlay should not hinder upgrades in a 
climate emergency. This is all part of a sustainable & resilient residential building stock for West 
Footscray 

Outline any changes (if any) you would like made to Amendment C172 

Prioritise: 
1. passive design (winter sun spaces, summer shading devices, maximising natural light) and active
technologies (solar panels, heat pumps etc)
2. upgrades that prioritise performance
3. extensions that do not result in a loss of private open space eg: vertical extensions, dormer
windows & roof space activation
4. Reduction in thermal bridging
5. Removal of flat roofs & replace with mono/dual pitches
6. Car parking minimums removed
7. Transit orientated design principles should preside over heritage, upto max of 5 storey (if tops 2
floors contain duplex units with setbacks or mansard roofs to minimise height impact
8. Mechanisms to deal with vacant properties. Vacant buildings (residential or no residential)
decay at faster rates than occupied buildings & need to be dealt with, particularly speculative
vacancy, 2nd homes, empty air bnbs
9. Any mechanism should not result in barriers to environmental performance of existing buildings
10. Mechanisms to prevent NIMBY attitudes when social housing is proposed or buildings for
community use

Gillian Armstrong 
32 Highbury Street 
West Footscray 
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Your City Your Voice 

3/3/22 

Support 

State the reasons why you support or oppose Amendment C172 

I am currently living in 28 Rivervalley Boulevard, Sunshine North VIC 3020 but I have a house in 
West Footscray area. The address is 168 Rupert Street, West Footscray VIC 3012. I absolutely 
support the Amendment C172 Required because I believe we must preserve the residential 
architecture during Inter-war and Post-war periods as a tangible marker of cultural change, 
reflecting the story of waves of settlement in the City of Maribyrnong for the future generations. 

Outline any changes (if any) you would like made to Amendment C172 

Thach Bao Nguyen 
28 Rivervalley Boulevard 
Sunshine North 
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Your City Your Voice 

3/3/22 

Support 

State the reasons why you support or oppose Amendment C172 

I am currently living in 28 Rivervalley Boulevard, Sunshine North VIC 3020 but I have a house in 
West Footscray area. The address is 168 Rupert Street, West Footscray VIC 3012. I absolutely 
support the Amendment C172 because I believe we must preserve the residential architecture 
during Inter-war and Post-war periods as a tangible marker of cultural change, reflecting the story 
of waves of settlement in the City of Maribyrnong for the future generations. 

Outline any changes (if any) you would like made to Amendment C172 

Quyen Bui 
28 Rivervalley Boulevard 
Sunshine North 
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