
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Planning and Consultation Committee 
Meeting 
to be held at the Civic Centre, Civic Drive, Greensborough  
on Tuesday 13 September 2022 commencing at 7:00pm. 

Attachments 
 

 

 

Carl Cowie 
Chief Executive Officer 

Thursday 8 September 2022 

 

 

Distribution: Public  

Civic Drive, Greensborough 
PO Box 476, Greensborough 3088 
Telephone  9433 3111 
Facsimile  9433 3777 
Website  www.nillumbik.vic.gov.au 
Email  nillumbik@nillumbik.vic.gov.au 

 

 

 

http://www.nillumbik.vic.gov.au/
mailto:nillumbik@nillumbik.vic.gov.au


Planning and Consultation Committee Meeting Attachments 13 September 2022 

 

Nillumbik Shire Council 

 Attachments 

 
COM.001/22 Confirmation of Minutes Planning and Consultation Committee 

Meeting held Tuesday 9 August 2022 

Attachment 1 Minutes of the meeting held Tuesday 9 August 2022 ................................. 1  

PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 

Attachment 1 Eltham Gateway - Draft Concept Plan as presented for consulation ........ 13 

Attachment 2 Eltham Gateway - Overview Report - 8 August 2022 ............................... 15 

Attachment 3 Eltham Gateway - Project survey report with graphs 8 August 2022 ........ 21 

Attachment 4 Eltham Gateway - Survey Responses 8 August 2022 .............................. 53 

Attachment 5 Eltham Gateway Feedback - Summary of Survey Responses ............... 325 

Attachment 6 Eltham Gateway - Additional Submissions Received - Redacted ........... 353 



 
COM.001/22 Confirmation of Minutes Planning and Consultation Committee Meeting held Tuesday 9 

August 2022 
Attachment 1. Minutes of the meeting held Tuesday 9 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 1 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Planning and Consultation Committee 
Meeting 
held at the Civic Centre, Civic Drive, Greensborough  
on Tuesday 9 August 2022 commencing at 7:00pm. 

Minutes 
 

 

 

Carl Cowie 
Chief Executive Officer 

Friday 12 August 2022 

 

 

Distribution: Public  

Civic Drive, Greensborough 
PO Box 476, Greensborough 3088 
Telephone  9433 3111 
Facsimile  9433 3777 
Website  www.nillumbik.vic.gov.au 
Email  nillumbik@nillumbik.vic.gov.au 

 

 

 



 
COM.001/22 Confirmation of Minutes Planning and Consultation Committee Meeting held Tuesday 9 

August 2022 
Attachment 1. Minutes of the meeting held Tuesday 9 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 2 

  
Planning and Consultation Committee Meeting Minutes 9 August 2022 

 

Nillumbik Shire Council 

Contents 

1. Welcome by the Chair 1 

2. Acknowledgement of Country 1 

3 Apologies 1 

4 Disclosure of conflicts of interest 1 

5. Confirmation of Minutes 1 

6. Officers’ reports 2 

Planning Matters 

PCC.028/22 Construction of a second dwelling (double storey) to the rear of 
the existing dwelling at 2 Kirwin Avenue, Eltham 2 

7. Supplementary and urgent business 9 

8. Confidential reports 9 

9. Close of Meeting 9 

 



 
COM.001/22 Confirmation of Minutes Planning and Consultation Committee Meeting held Tuesday 9 

August 2022 
Attachment 1. Minutes of the meeting held Tuesday 9 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 3 

  
Planning and Consultation Committee Minutes 9 August 2022 

1 

Nillumbik Shire Council 

Minutes of the Planning and Consultation Committee Meeting held  
Tuesday 9 August 2022. The meeting commenced at 7:00pm. 

Councillors present: 

Cr Richard Stockman Blue Lake Ward 
Cr Karen Egan Bunjil Ward  
Cr Natalie Duffy Edendale Ward 
Cr Peter Perkins Ellis Ward (Chairperson Planning Matters) 
Cr Ben Ramcharan Sugarloaf Ward (Deputy Mayor) (attended virtually) 
Cr Frances Eyre Swipers Gully Ward (Mayor)  
Cr Geoff Paine Wingrove Ward (Chairperson Consultation Matters) 

Officers in attendance: 

Carl Cowie Chief Executive Officer 
Vince Lombardi Chief Financial Officer 
Sally Johnson Acting Executive Manager Governance, Communications and 

Engagement 
Corrienne Nichols Executive Manager Communities 
Jeremy Livingston Executive Manager Business Transformation and Performance 
Rosa Zouzoulas Executive Manager Planning and Community Safety 
Katia Croce Governance Lead 
Renae Ahern  Manager Planning Services 
Kamal Hasanoff Statutory Planning Coordinator 

1. Welcome by the Chair 

2. Acknowledgement of Country 

Acknowledgement of Country was read by the Chairperson, Cr Peter Perkins. 

3 Apologies  

 Nil 

4 Disclosure of conflicts of interest  

Nil 

5. Confirmation of Minutes 

Confirmation of the minutes of the Planning and Consultation Committee Meeting held on 
Tuesday 12 July 2022. 

Committee Resolution 

MOVED: Cr Karen Egan 
SECONDED: Cr Geoff Paine  

That the Committee (acting under delegation from Council) confirms the minutes of the 
Planning and Consultation Committee Meeting held on Tuesday 12 July 2022 
(Attachment 1). 

  CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY   
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6. Officers’ reports 

PCC.028/22 Construction of a second dwelling (double storey) to the rear of the 
existing dwelling at 2 Kirwin Avenue, Eltham 

Item: Planning Matter 

Distribution: Public 

Manager: Rosa Zouzoulas, Executive Manager Planning and Community Safety  

Author: Renae Ahern, Manager Planning Services 

 

Application summary 

Address of the land 2 Kirwin Avenue, Eltham 

Site area 833 square metres 

Proposal Construction of a second dwelling (double storey) to the 
rear of the existing dwelling 

Application number 839/2021/03P 

Date lodged 31 August 2021 

Applicant J Alexander 

Zoning General Residential Zone (Schedule 1) 

Overlay(s) None 

Reason for being reported Called in by Ward Councillor 

Number of objections 25 

Key issues  Strategic location and mandatory requirements 

 Response to Neighbourhood Character 

 Private Open Space 

 Amenity impacts 

 Car parking and vehicle access 
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The following people addressed the Committee with respect to this item: 

1 John Alexander  - Madison & Co (Permit applicant on behalf of the applicant) 

2 John Fecondo 

3 John Fecondo on behalf of Ken Titman 

4 Joanne Fecondo 

5 Emma Sampson 

6 Stephen Guest 

7 Elizabeth Guest 

8 Lauri Widdup 

9 Lauri Widdup on behalf of Hedley Widdup 

Recommendation 

That the Committee (under delegation from Council) issue a Notice of Decision to Grant 
a Permit to the land located at 2 Kirwin Avenue, Eltham for the construction of a second 
dwelling (double storey) to the rear of the existing dwelling, in accordance with the 
submitted plans and subject to the following conditions: 

1. Before the development commences amended plans to the satisfaction of the 
Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible 
Authority. When approved, the plans will be endorsed and will then form part of this 
permit. The plans must be generally in accordance with the plans submitted with the 
application but modified to show: 

a) The existing vehicle crossing to Leane Drive retained or reconstructed at the 
same grade and location under the supervision of the project arborist to protect 
Council owned tree number 2. 

b) A notation to state that excavation for the retaining wall posts must be 
undertaken with the supervision of the project arborist so as to not damage 
significant roots within the Structural Root Zone of Council owned tree numbers 
5 and 6. 

c) Tree protection measures in accordance with Section 8.3 and 8.4 of the 
arborist report by Taylors dated 26 November 2021, to protect Council owned 
tree numbers 1, 2, 5, 6, 7 and 8. 

d) A landscape plan in accordance with Condition 3. 

2. The development as shown on the endorsed plans must not be altered unless with 
the prior written consent of the Responsible Authority. 

3. Before the development commences, a landscape plan to the satisfaction of the 
Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible 
Authority.  When approved, the plan will be endorsed and will then form part of this 
permit.  The plan must show: 
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a) A survey of all existing vegetation and natural features; 

b) The area or areas set aside for landscaping; 

c) A schedule of all proposed trees, shrubs/small trees and ground cover.  This 
schedule shall include a mixture of selected from the Council document ‘Live 
Local Plant Local’ showing the botanical and common name of each plant, the 
quantity to be planted, the pot size and spacing; 

d) The location of each species to be planted and the location of all areas to be 
covered by grass, lawn or other surface material; 

e) Paving, retaining walls, fence design details and other landscape works 
including areas of cut and fill; 

f) Appropriate irrigation systems; 

g) Appropriate maintenance details; and 

h) The provision of four canopy trees to be planted throughout the development. 
The trees must be substantial canopy species and selected from ‘Live Local 
Plant Local – A guide to planting in Nillumbik’. 

4. Unless with the prior written consent of the Responsible Authority, before the 
occupation of the development, the landscaping works shown on the endorsed plans 
must be carried out, completed and maintained to the satisfaction of the Responsible 
Authority. 

5. No trees on site (unless specified on the endorsed plans) shall be removed, 
destroyed, felled, lopped, ringbarked, uprooted or otherwise damaged except with 
the prior written consent of the Responsible Authority. 

6. The Council owned nature strip trees must not be damaged during construction and 
must be protected in accordance with the tree protection measures shown on the 
endorsed plans.  

7. Prior to development commencing (including any demolition, excavations, tree 
removal, delivery of building/construction materials and/or temporary buildings), the 
trees marked on the endorsed plans as being retained must have a Tree Protection 
Fence (TPF) to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. The fencing associated 
with this TPZs must meet the following requirements: 

a) Extent  

The tree protection fencing (TPF) is to be provided to the extent of the TPZ, 
calculated as being a radius of 12 x Diameter at Breast Height (DBH – 
measured at 1.4 metres above ground level as defined by the Australian 
Standard AS 4970.2009)  

Fencing may be reduced directly adjacent to the works area only to allow 
access during construction (i.e. no more than 1 metre away from the works/ 
construction area) 
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b) Fencing 

All tree protection fencing required by this permit must be erected in 
accordance with the approved TPZ.  

The TPF must be erected to form a visual and physical barrier and must be a 
minimum height of 1.5 metres and of chain mesh or similar fence. 

c) Signage 

Fixed signs are to be provided on all visible sides of the TPF clearly stating 
“Tree Protection Zone – No Entry”, to the satisfaction of the Responsible 
Authority. 

d) Provision of Services 

Unless with the prior written consent of the Responsible Authority, all services 
(including water, electricity, gas and telephone) must be installed underground, 
and located outside of any TPZ, to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. 

e) Access to TPZ 

Should temporary access be necessary within the Tree Protection Zone during 
the period of construction, the Responsible Authority must be informed prior to 
relocating the fence (as it may be necessary to undertake additional root 
protection measures such as bridging over with timber). 

8. Prior to the commencement of the approved works (including any demolition, 
excavations, tree removal, delivery of building/construction materials and/or 
temporary buildings), the erected tree protection fences must be inspected and 
approved by the Responsible Authority. Once erected to the required standard, the 
tree protection fencing shall be maintained in good condition and may only be 
removed upon completion of all development works, to the satisfaction of the 
Responsible Authority. 

9. The following actions must not be undertaken in any tree protection zone as 
identified in this permit, to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority: 

a) Materials or equipment stored within the zone;  

b) Servicing and refuelling of equipment and vehicles;  

c) Storage of fuel, oil dumps or chemicals;  

d) Attachment of any device to any tree (including temporary service wires, nails, 
screws or any other fixing device);  

e) Open cut trenching or excavation works (whether or not for laying of services);  

f) Changes to the soil grade level;  

g) Temporary buildings and works; and  

h) Unauthorised entry by any person, vehicle or machinery.  
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10. The materials to be used in the construction of the buildings and works hereby 
permitted shall be of non-reflective type and finished in muted tones, to the 
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. 

11. Air-conditioning and other plant and equipment installed on the subject buildings 
shall be so positioned and baffled so that noise disturbance is minimised, to the 
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. 

12. Stormwater must not be discharged from the subject land other than by means of 
an underground pipe drain to the nominated point of stormwater discharge. 

13. No polluted stormwater, effluent and/or sediment laden runoff from the development 
site is to be discharged directly or indirectly into Council’s drains, Melbourne Water’s 
drains or watercourses or adjoining private property during any stage of the 
construction.  Sediment fencing and/or pollution/litter traps must be installed on site 
and serviced accordingly to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. 

14. The vehicular driveway must be properly formed and constructed meeting the ramp 
grades specified in the Nillumbik Planning Scheme and to such levels to ensure that 
it can be utilised at all times. Appropriate transitions with a maximum change in 
grade of 1 in 8 should be provided to enable access by all types of vehicles. The 
driveway must be drained, constructed in concrete, asphalt or similar surface and 
maintained in a continuously useable condition.  All works are to be carried out to 
the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. 

Stormwater from the driveway must be collected using 225mm wide trench-grates 
across the driveway at property boundary where it meets road reserve and 
connected to the on-site detention device/legal point of stormwater discharge. 

A minimum pipe diameter of 225mm must be used for all underground drains, within 
the internal drainage system underneath the driveway. 

15. Stormwater from the roof of existing and new dwelling must be directed, via the 
internal drainage system, to an underground detention storage system with must be 
directed to the on-site detention system.  The overflow from the on-site detention 
system must be directed to the nominated point of discharge. 

Each dwelling must be provided with an independent underground drainage 
discharge system. Both systems are to be connected to the nominated point of 
stormwater discharge. 

The detention storage shall be provided underground and the stormwater drainage 
system from the existing dwelling must be located outside of the footprint of the 
proposed dwelling. 

Water in the holding tanks may be used for one or more of the following purposes: 
toilet flushing; property irrigation; vehicle washing and any other purpose approved 
by the Responsible Authority. 

16. The on-site detention device must be designed by a qualified engineer and plans 
submitted must be to the Responsible Authority for approval, prior to the 
commencement of the development (except with the prior written consent of the 
Responsible Authority). 



 
COM.001/22 Confirmation of Minutes Planning and Consultation Committee Meeting held Tuesday 9 

August 2022 
Attachment 1. Minutes of the meeting held Tuesday 9 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 9 

  
Planning and Consultation Committee Minutes 9 August 2022 

6. Planning Matters 

PCC.028/22 Construction of a second dwelling (double storey) to the rear of the 
existing dwelling at 2 Kirwin Avenue, Eltham 

7 

The engineer that is designing the on-site detention device must obtain tc and tso 
figures from Council.  The permissible site discharge must be restricted to a pre 
development flow rate for a 20% Average Exceedance Probability (AEP) and 
detained for a 10% (AEP) event.  

17. An on-site detention device must be constructed, at no cost to Council, in 
accordance with the endorsed plans and connected to the Council nominated point 
of stormwater discharge.  

18. Construction of the on-site detention device must be carried out under Council 
supervision, in accordance with the approved plans and specifications and under an 
Infrastructure Works Permit. 

19. This permit will expire if one of the following circumstances applies: 

a) The development is not commenced within 2 years of the date of this permit.  

b) The development is not completed within 4 years of the date of this permit.  

The Responsible Authority may extend the periods referred to if a request is made 
in writing before the permit expires, or within 6 months afterwards if the development 
has not commenced, or 12 months after if the development has commenced but is 
not yet completed. 

Motion 

MOVED: Cr Frances Eyre 
SECONDED: Cr Natalie Duffy 

That the Committee (acting under delegation from Council) issue a Notice of Decision to 
Refuse to Grant a permit to the land located at 2 Kirwin Avenue, Eltham for the 
‘Construction of a second dwelling (double storey) to the rear of the existing dwelling’ at 2 
Kirwin Avenue, Eltham on the following grounds: 

1. The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of Clause 16.01-1L (Location of 
medium density residential development) of the Nillumbik Planning Scheme due to 
the site’s distance from the Eltham Major Activity Centre. 

2. The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of Clause 15.01-5L (Neighbourhood 
Character – Nillumbik) of the Nillumbik Planning Scheme due to:  

a) Building bulk, massing and scale. 

b) Insufficient landscaping opportunities. 

3. The proposal does not meet the following objectives of Clause 55 of the Nillumbik 
Planning Scheme: 

 Clause 55.02-1 Neighbourhood character  

 Clause 55.03-8 Landscaping 

 Clause 55.06-1 Design detail 

4. The proposal is an overdevelopment of the site. 
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THE MOTION WAS PUT TO THE VOTE AND CARRIED AND BECAME THE 
COMMITTEE RESOLUTION AS FOLLOWS: 

Committee Resolution 

MOVED: Cr Frances Eyre 
SECONDED: Cr Natalie Duffy  

That the Committee (acting under delegation from Council) issue a Notice of Decision to 
Refuse to Grant a permit to the land located at 2 Kirwin Avenue, Eltham for the 
‘Construction of a second dwelling (double storey) to the rear of the existing dwelling’ at 2 
Kirwin Avenue, Eltham on the following grounds: 

1. The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of Clause 16.01-1L (Location of 
medium density residential development) of the Nillumbik Planning Scheme due to 
the site’s distance from the Eltham Major Activity Centre. 

2. The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of Clause 15.01-5L (Neighbourhood 
Character – Nillumbik) of the Nillumbik Planning Scheme due to:  

a) Building bulk, massing and scale. 

b) Insufficient landscaping opportunities. 

3. The proposal does not meet the following objectives of Clause 55 of the Nillumbik 
Planning Scheme: 

 Clause 55.02-1 Neighbourhood character  

 Clause 55.03-8 Landscaping 

 Clause 55.06-1 Design detail 

4. The proposal is an overdevelopment of the site. 

CARRIED  

Cr Frances Eyre called for a division 

For: Cr Natalie Duffy, Cr Frances Eyre, Cr Geoff Paine, Cr Peter Perkins, 
Cr  Ben  Ramcharan, and Cr Richard Stockman,  

Against: Cr Karen Egan 

The Chairperson, Cr Peter Perkins declared the Motion Carried. 
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7. Supplementary and urgent business 

Nil 

8. Confidential reports 

Nil 

9. Close of Meeting 

The meeting closed at 8.23pm. 

 

 

 

 

Confirmed:        _______________________________ 

               Cr Geoff Paine, Chairperson Consultation Matters 
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  Participate Nillumbik
Report Type: Project
Project Name: Eltham Gateway Project
Date Range: 13-07-2022 - 07-08-2022
Exported: 08-08-2022 12:33:30

  Performance Summary
  Information regarding key visitation and utilisation metrics for your Site or projects.

 

3,320
 Views

2,311
 Visits

2,045
 Visitors

151
 Contributions

146
 Contributors

24
 Followers

Views - The number of times a Visitor views any page on a Site.
Visits - The number of end-user sessions associated with a single Visitor.
Visitors - The number of unique public or end-users to a Site. A Visitor is only counted once, even if they visit a Site several times in one day.
Contributions - The total number of responses or feedback collected through the participation tools.
Contributors - The unique number of Visitors who have left feedback or Contributions on a Site through the participation tools.
Followers - The number of Visitors who have ‘subscribed’ to a project using the ‘Follow’ button.

Conversions
Information regarding how well your engagement websites converted Visitors to perform defined key actions.

Feedback

Percentage of visits where at least 1
contribution was made.

Attention

Percentage of visits that lasted at least 1 active
minute.

Actions

Percentage of visits where at least 2 actions
were performed.

Participate Nillumbik - Project Report (13 Jul 2022 to 07 Aug 2022) Page 1 of 5
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Participation
Information regarding how people have participated in your projects and activities.

Contributions by Activity
Contributions by Activity is a breakdown of contributions across each tool

Activity Contributions %

Form 151 100%

Top Activities
Top Activities is the top 5 tools that received the highest contributions

Activity Page Name Contributions Contributors

Form Eltham Gateway Project survey 132 128

Form Eltham Gateway Project 19 15

Projects
The current number and status of your Site's projects (e.g. engagement websites)

Engagement Time

3 13 33
Days Hours Minutes

Aug 2nd 2022
Peak Visitation Date

Tuesday
Peak Visitation Day

Top Visited Pages
Summary information for the top five most visited Pages.

Page Name Visitation % Visits Visitors

Eltham Gateway Project 96.71% 2,233 1,744

Eltham Gateway Project survey 17.32% 400 314

Participate Nillumbik - Project Report (13 Jul 2022 to 07 Aug 2022) Page 2 of 5
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People
Information regarding who has participated in your projects and activities.

Follower Activity
Information regarding the activity of registered Members who have 'followed' or subscribed to one or more projects.

24
 Total Followers

24
 New Followers

24
 Total Follows

24
 New Follows

Total Followers - The number of unique Members who have 'followed' at least one project.
New Followers - The number of new unique Members who have 'followed' at least one project within the specified reporting date range.
Total Follows - The number of total 'follows' performed by all Followers across all projects. Each Follower may record multiple Follows.
New Follows - The number of new total 'follows' performed by all Members across all projects within the specified reporting date range.

Visitor Profile
Visitor Profile is a comparison between new visitor and returning over the selected period

First Time - The number of Visitors that are visiting a Site for the first time within the reporting date range.
Returning - The number of Visitors that have made more than one Visit to a Site within the reporting date range.

• 1st Time: 1,601 - 90.40%

• Returning: 170 - 9.60%

Participate Nillumbik - Project Report (13 Jul 2022 to 07 Aug 2022) Page 3 of 5
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Acquisition
Information regarding the method by which Visitors arrived to your Site or projects.

Referral Types
Referral traffic is the segment of traffic that arrives on your website through another source, like through a link on another domain.

Direct - Visitors who have arrived at a Site by entering the exact web address or URL of the page.
Search Engine - Visitors who have arrived at a Site via a search engine. Such as Google, Yahoo, etc.
Websites - Visitors who have arrived at the Site after clicking a link located on an external website.
Social Media - Visitors who have arrived at a Site by clicking a link from a known social media site such as Facebook, Twitter, LinkedIn, etc.
Campaigns - Visitors who have arrived through a campaign (using a UTM). See your email campaign report for more details on campaigns sent from this platform.

• Social Media: 780 - 42.81%

• Direct: 701 - 38.47%

• Websites: 254 - 13.94%

• Search Engine: 87 - 4.77%

• Campaigns: 0 - 0.00%
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Downloads
Information regarding your downloads, the total set of unique documents downloaded, total downloads of all files, and your top downloads.

15
Total Documents

438
Total Downloads

Top Downloads
Top file downloads in your selection, ordered by the number of downloads.

File Title File Type Downloads

Rendered Draft Landscape Plan - Eltham Gateway.pdf PDF 438

Eltham Gateway 4.jpg JPG 0

Eltham Gateway- Area C.jpg JPG 0

Eltham Gateway- Area B.jpg JPG 0

Eltham Gateway- Area A.jpg JPG 0

Email Campaigns
Information regarding your email campaigns, your total campaigns, the total number of recipients, and your top campaigns by click-through rate (clicks as

a percentage of total recipients).

0
Email Campaigns Sent

0
Total Recipients

0%
Click-through Rate

No Data Available

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)
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  Participate Nillumbik
Report Type: Form Results Summary
Date Range: 13-07-2022 - 07-08-2022
Exported: 08-08-2022 12:38:43 

Closed

Eltham Gateway Project survey
Eltham Gateway Project

128
Contributors

132
Contributions

Contribution summary

1. In a few words what do you like most about the Eltham Gateway conceptual master plan?
Short Text | Skipped: 44 | Answered: 88 (66.7%)

Sentiment

No sentiment data

Tags

No tag data

Featured Contributions

No featured contributions
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2. Within Area A, which parts of the conceptual master plan appeal to you the most for you/your family? Rank in order of
preference
Ranking | Skipped: 46 | Answered: 86 (65.2%)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Count Score Avg
Rank

Looped
pathwa
y

22.73%
15

21.21%
14

13.64%
9

15.15%
10

10.61%
7

1.52%
1

7.58%
5

7.58%
5

66 4.28 3.42

Meetin
g circle

9.23%
6

9.23%
6

7.69%
5

18.46%
12

21.54%
14

13.85%
9

15.38%
10

4.62%
3

65 3.33 4.60

Spiral
Path

3.39%
2

6.78%
4

22.03%
13

10.17%
6

15.25%
9

20.34%
12

13.56%
8

8.47%
5

59 2.85 4.85

Seating 9.59%
7

15.07%
11

17.81%
13

19.18%
14

10.96%
8

16.44%
12

5.48%
4

5.48%
4

73 4.20 4.05

Indigen
ous /
edible
garden

20.00%
15

32.00%
24

10.67%
8

10.67%
8

5.33%
4

5.33%
4

8.00%
6

8.00%
6

75 4.91 3.37

Log ste
ppers/b
alance
logs

6.45%
4

1.61%
1

11.29%
7

11.29%
7

20.97%
13

14.52%
9

19.35%
12

14.52%
9

62 2.65 5.32

The
structur
ed indig
enous

47.44%
37

17.95%
14

12.82%
10

3.85%
3

2.56%
2

8.97%
7

3.85%
3

2.56%
2

78 5.88 2.51
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planting

Mix of s
teel/tim
ber
fence

0%
0

10.34%
6

15.52%
9

5.17%
3

8.62%
5

10.34%
6

13.79%
8

36.21%
21

58 2.16 5.79

Score - Sum of the weight of each ranked position, multiplied by the response count for the position choice, divided by the total contributions. Weights are
inverse to ranked positions.
Avg Rank - Sum of the ranked position of the choice, multiplied by the response count for the position choice, divided by the total 'Count' of the choice.
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3. Area A proposes a looped circuit path. Please select your preferred option
Select Box | Skipped: 11 | Answered: 121 (91.7%)

Answer choices Percent Count

A looped path as presented 19.83% 24

A linear path from north to south (rather than a loop) 21.49% 26

A looped path similar to that presented, that also has an entry point to the north out to Main Road 42.15% 51

Other 16.53% 20

Total 100.00% 121
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4. Area A proposes an indigenous (Wurundjeri) garden. Would you like this included?
Select Box | Skipped: 12 | Answered: 120 (90.9%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Yes 71.67% 86

Unsure 9.17% 11

No 19.17% 23

Total 100.00% 120
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5. Please select which is your preferred option for an indigenous (Wurundjeri) garden (with informative signage)
Select Box | Skipped: 37 | Answered: 95 (72%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Planted around the proposed spiral path 12.63% 12

Planted around the wider path and meeting circle 15.79% 15

Planted / spread throughout the site, rather than in one specific area 67.37% 64

Other 4.21% 4

Total 100.00% 95
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6. Please provide any additional comments
Short Text | Skipped: 107 | Answered: 25 (18.9%)

Sentiment

No sentiment data

Tags

No tag data

Featured Contributions

No featured contributions
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7. Area A proposes a meeting circle with seating types. Would you like the meeting circle to part of the final design?
Select Box | Skipped: 11 | Answered: 121 (91.7%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Yes 43.80% 53

Unsure 24.79% 30

No 31.40% 38

Total 100.00% 121
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8. Please provide any additional comments
Long Text | Skipped: 68 | Answered: 64 (48.5%)

Sentiment

No sentiment data

Tags

No tag data

Featured Contributions

No featured contributions

Participate Nillumbik - Form Results Summary (13 Jul 2022 to 07 Aug 2022) Page 9 of 32



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 3. Eltham Gateway - Project survey report with graphs 8 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 30 

  

9. Area A proposes a steel and mixed timber fence along Main Road, separating an improved Area A from the Diamond
Creek trail bicycle path. Would you like the proposed fence along Main Road to be a part of the final design?
Select Box | Skipped: 15 | Answered: 117 (88.6%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Yes 45.30% 53

Unsure 21.37% 25

No 33.33% 39

Total 100.00% 117
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10. The proposed fence in the landscape concept design is for a mixed construction, using milled timber from the site pine
trees, with steel sections, rock sections, and is, in itself, a piece of art. Do you support the proposed style of fence?
Select Box | Skipped: 52 | Answered: 80 (60.6%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Yes 78.75% 63

Unsure 10.00% 8

No 11.25% 9

Total 100.00% 80
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11. Please provide any additional comments
Long Text | Skipped: 126 | Answered: 6 (4.5%)

Sentiment

No sentiment data

Tags

No tag data

Featured Contributions

No featured contributions
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12. Area A proposes re-use of timber from the removed pine trees, recycled as a combination of log steppers, balance
beams, tee pees and sculptured play items. Do you support the inclusion of these items in Area A as presented on the
proposed conceptual master plan?
Select Box | Skipped: 12 | Answered: 120 (90.9%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Yes 54.17% 65

Unsure 11.67% 14

No 34.17% 41

Total 100.00% 120
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13. Provide any additional comments
Long Text | Skipped: 57 | Answered: 75 (56.8%)

Sentiment

No sentiment data

Tags

No tag data

Featured Contributions

No featured contributions
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14. Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps in situ
as legacy carvings, seats or other items?
Select Box | Skipped: 12 | Answered: 120 (90.9%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Yes 73.33% 88

Unsure 9.17% 11

No 17.50% 21

Total 100.00% 120
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15. What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 36 | Answered: 96 (72.7%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Seats 43.75% 42

Carvings 50.00% 48

Signs 0% 0

Other 6.25% 6

Total 100.00% 96
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16. Any comments on Area B
Long Text | Skipped: 59 | Answered: 73 (55.3%)

Sentiment

No sentiment data

Tags

No tag data

Featured Contributions

No featured contributions

Participate Nillumbik - Form Results Summary (13 Jul 2022 to 07 Aug 2022) Page 17 of 32



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 3. Eltham Gateway - Project survey report with graphs 8 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 38 

  

17. Any comments on Area C
Long Text | Skipped: 63 | Answered: 69 (52.3%)

Sentiment

No sentiment data

Tags

No tag data

Featured Contributions

No featured contributions
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18. First Name Required
Short Text | Skipped: 0 | Answered: 132 (100%)

Sentiment

No sentiment data

Tags

No tag data

Featured Contributions

No featured contributions
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19. Last Name Required
Short Text | Skipped: 0 | Answered: 132 (100%)

Sentiment

No sentiment data

Tags

No tag data

Featured Contributions

No featured contributions
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20. Email Required
Email | Skipped: 0 | Answered: 132 (100%)

Contribution 132 of 132 | 7 August 2022

Contribution 131 of 132 | 7 August 2022

Contribution 130 of 132 | 7 August 2022

Contribution 129 of 132 | 7 August 2022

Contribution 128 of 132 | 7 August 2022

Contribution 127 of 132 | 7 August 2022

Contribution 126 of 132 | 6 August 2022

Contribution 125 of 132 | 6 August 2022

Contribution 124 of 132 | 6 August 2022

Contribution 123 of 132 | 6 August 2022

Contribution 122 of 132 | 6 August 2022

Contribution 121 of 132 | 5 August 2022
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Contribution 120 of 132 | 5 August 2022

Contribution 119 of 132 | 5 August 2022

Contribution 118 of 132 | 5 August 2022

Contribution 117 of 132 | 5 August 2022

j
Contribution 116 of 132 | 4 August 2022

Contribution 115 of 132 | 3 August 2022

Contribution 114 of 132 | 3 August 2022

Contribution 113 of 132 | 3 August 2022

Showing 20 latest contributions only. Please see the data results for all contributions to this question.
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21. Gender
Multi Choice | Skipped: 0 | Answered: 132 (100%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Female 62.88% 83

Male 29.55% 39

Prefer not to say 6.82% 9

Other 0.76% 1

Total 100.00% 132
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22. Township
Select Box | Skipped: 5 | Answered: 127 (96.2%)
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Answer choices Percent Count

Arthurs Creek 0% 0

Bend of Islands 0% 0

Christmas Hills 0.79% 1

Cottles Bridge 0% 0

Diamond Creek 3.94% 5

Doreen 0% 0

Eltham 72.44% 92

Eltham North 7.87% 10

Greensborough 1.57% 2

Hurstbridge 1.57% 2

Kangaroo Ground 1.57% 2

North Warrandyte 0% 0

Nutfield 0% 0

Panton Hill 0.79% 1

Plenty 0.79% 1

Research 5.51% 7

Smiths Gully 1.57% 2

St Andrews 0.79% 1

Strathewen 0% 0

Watsons Creek 0% 0

Wattle Glen 0.79% 1

Yan Yean 0% 0
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Yarrambat 0% 0

Total 100.00% 127
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23. Relationship to Nillumbik
Multi Choice | Skipped: 0 | Answered: 132 (100%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Live 84.09% 111

Work 2.27% 3

Play 7.58% 10

Other 6.06% 8

Total 100.00% 132
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24. Are you responding as part of a community group?
Select Box | Skipped: 1 | Answered: 131 (99.2%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Yes 9.16% 12

No 90.84% 119

Total 100.00% 131

Participate Nillumbik - Form Results Summary (13 Jul 2022 to 07 Aug 2022) Page 29 of 32



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 3. Eltham Gateway - Project survey report with graphs 8 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 50 

  

25. Which community group?
Short Text | Skipped: 120 | Answered: 12 (9.1%)

Sentiment

No sentiment data

Tags

No tag data

Featured Contributions

No featured contributions
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26. Are you? (Tick all that apply)
Multi Choice | Skipped: 4 | Answered: 128 (97%)

Answer choices Percent Count

A person with a disability (inclusive of mental illness) 9.38% 12

A person identifying as LGBTIQ (Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Intersex, Queer ) 5.47% 7

A person of Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander decent 1.56% 2

A person speaking English as a second language 2.34% 3

None of the above 70.31% 90

Prefer not to say 14.06% 18
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27. How did you hear about this consultation?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 1 | Answered: 131 (99.2%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Facebook 26.72% 35

Instagram 1.53% 2

Word of Mouth 24.43% 32

Poster 3.05% 4

Postcard 2.29% 3

Email 40.46% 53

Other 13.74% 18
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Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Most of these sound alright, but I don't know what you mean by tee-pees. If this is some form of appropriating North
American (Turtle Island) First Nations designs, that would be a hard no. Some wooden play equipment sounds like fun, but I
would prefer the overall focus of the area be on vegetation and nativa flora/fauna.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

The map image provided is too low-resolution to make out any of the labels, so I can't comment, but as with the rest of this,
please focus more on revegetation with native plants, and less on making it a landscaped area.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Same as for Area B.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Unsure

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Revegetation of indigenous plants is of paramount importance. Again the plan is too contrived and doesn’t allow for natural
habitat

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

As above

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

I am very keen on a sizeable sculpture, but it must be beautiful. I would really l ke for the public to be able to vote on
possible designs. Please consider local metal sculptor Tim Read. I think it is should reflect something typically Eltham...
maybe the copper butterfly.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Why isn’t the florist tent apart of the design? Money is going to be spent on the Gateway to Eltham but you will have an old
tent as the focus . it doesn’t make sense.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Unfortunately there is no wow factor with the conceptual drawings and the area will look very similar to what is already
there. The money needs to be spent on the bridge going over the Diamond Creek. This bridge should be the focal point to
Eltham’s Gateway.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  confused by 'indigenous'. If you mean that the plants used will all be indigenous to the area, then, Yes. If you mean an
artificial garden of indigenous plants, maybe edible, that were used by aboriginal people then, No. Reusing the felled timber
is good but not sure about play equipment in that area. If the area is purely trees and plants with meandering paths then I
don't see the need for a fence which would only cause more maintenance costs re whippersnipping.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Unsure

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

As much planting of indigenous canopy trees and shrubs as possible. Low maintenance. A natural treed entry to Nillumbik.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

As much planting of indigenous canopy trees and shrubs as possible. Low maintenance. A natural gateway to
Eltham/Nillumbik.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email
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 Gender
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Multi Choice
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Q24
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 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I don't think this should be a play area, I think it should be a bushy space with ground covers, mid story and tall plantings,
encouraging birds and insects not people.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I think it should include more indigenous planting of all levels.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box
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 Are you responding as part of a community group?
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 Which community group?
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 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27
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 How did you hear about this consultation?
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Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I am for the idea of the fence as it gives emphasis to the meeting circle and spiral and general area as a special almost
sacred space. But I am concerned that it should have a northerly opening in the fence to give access to people walking from
the north. I am also concerned about the durability of re-using the pine from cut down trees for fencing or for log steppers,
balance beams, tee pees or sculpted play items, unless there was some way of preserving the wood without having to use
any nasty chemicals like the copper chrome arsenic used in treated pine logs. Perhaps the wooden components of these
items could be made from the harder wearing wood of the removed older eucalypts?

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18
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 First Name
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 Email
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 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I think it would be great to include the dead trees in some form in the design. It supports recycling and most importantly
respect for the local environment

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

It doesn't matter what the trees are used for but so important to include them in the design and construction. There is a
Carver in Eltham on the main road. Has some nice carvings.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Aboriginal art here please
Near the entrance with the Acknowledgement to land. Would be great to have the Local Aboriginee
commissioned to create a piece for the entrance

Q18
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 Email
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Leave as is

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Leave as is

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

This is not a proposal you have decided already

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Great place for graffiti

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24
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 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Please have Leigh the chainsaw carver create some carvings from these stumps

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Could the stone car park where the florist stall sits be made of a better surface

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box
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Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik
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 Are you responding as part of a community group?
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 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

See above comments. The timber will not be not fit for this purpose.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Unsure

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Area B should have some significant multi-layered revegetation and tree choice should reflect the flood plain.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Area C is of major visual interest. It should have plantings to restore the presence of large eucalypts over the coming
decades. It also has scope for visibly flowering understorey vegetation.

Q18
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 Email
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 Are you responding as part of a community group?
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 Are you? (Tick all that apply)
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 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

As above I belive that the further addition of hard landscaping such as fences, play items, scupltures etc is in the wrong
location. It will take away from the oppotunity to create more depth to the vegetation around the creek and would be far
better suited to hohnes park area

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

This seems like a good proposal and will improve the area around the florist - a local landmark :)

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

This area also seems fine, however if there is to a future sculpture I would argue that it needs to be a high quality
commission and sympathetic to the surrounds. Eltham and Nillumb k has a proud and rich artistic culture and yet rarely
does this translate well to the public art around the shire, particularly Eltham.
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 Email
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 Are you? (Tick all that apply)
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 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I think we should have both seats and a carving (see below).

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I think the area could be better "enclosed" with tree planting along the western border including at he back of the Flower
Seller area. Does the business require access from the back when they have access to a circular driveway in the front?

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

I think the plans for a sculpture in this area are excellent; it may also be possible to have a reference to the sculpture on the
other side of the road. The sculpture should only be lit by unobtrusive lighting if at all.

Q18
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Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender
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Multi Choice
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 Are you? (Tick all that apply)
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Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I think the use of rocks is unwise and would prefer the planting of shrubs, plants and grasses.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

I really l ke the use of “White Trunk Trees” as part of “The Gateway” and the inclusion of a “Major Piece of Art”

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender
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 Township
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Multi Choice
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Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?
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Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Unsure

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

In keeping with a natural surrounding

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I’m not sure why that area has to be kept for the florist. While that use to be the ugliest section of the gateway, it is so sad
that now that is actually the first bit of greenery that we see…. So devastatingly sad. So why not green up that car park area
and plant a lot more trees and create a garden … a real green gateway.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

You guessed it….. more TREES!

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22
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 Township

Q23

Multi Choice
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 Are you responding as part of a community group?
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 Which community group?
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Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I would like the fence to be minimal & as natural as possible, just to keep cyclists & pedestrians on the outer path.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I would like to see an avenue of trees along the side of the road. Gums with white trunks featured, with gums behind having
darker trunks - this was a suggestion at the pop - up information session & sounds attractive.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

As for area B, would be good to have a leafy green gateway to Eltham after that bare intersection.
I applaud the idea of the Eltham Gateway project & appreciated the opportunity to speak with people at the pop - up session
in front of Eltham Lower Park on the Sunday morning - it was very helpful.

Q18

Short Text
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Short Text
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Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box
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 Are you responding as part of a community group?
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 Are you? (Tick all that apply)
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Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?
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Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Please plant trees to replace those taken during the construction project

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Please plant trees to replace this taken during the construction project. I'd rather retain the gum forest feel of entering
Eltham rather than including a feature sculpture. If the latter goes ahead I would appreciate consultation of the actual
sculpture to be erected.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name
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Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21
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 How did you hear about this consultation?
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Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

The proposed wood carvings are rather small and suited to pedestrians which this area is not conducive to. Pedestrians are
moire prominent on the other side of the Main Rd as they walk, run and ride to the river. Efforts should be put into a
substantial large sculpture rather than a scattering of smaller ones.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

It's unclear form this plan where this is located.

Q18
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Short Text
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email
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Multi Choice
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 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Support for plan

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

The art work selected should not only be a decision for art experts. Too many times artwork selected for the public is judged
as quality art but is not considered enjoyable by the public.
Please show the public of Eltham the options and take note of their choice.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

There's no mention that there will be any prioritisation of habitats for native species. I love that indigenous planting is being
included to attract native fauna, and it would be good for tree hollows and nesting boxes to be included in the design.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

It's not clear where area C is located. I'd like to echo the need to incorporate nesting hollows, boxes and insect hotels within
this space.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

There is a playground nearby already

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Great idea: plantings to screen house

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

I like the idea of a sculpture here

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Florist is well known landmark as entering Eltham. Would like it maintained and blended with safe access

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q12

Select Box

 Area A proposes re-use of timber from the removed pine trees, recycled as a combination of log steppers, balance
beams, tee pees and sculptured play items. Do you support the inclusion of these items in Area A as presented on
the proposed conceptual master plan?

Yes

Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Milling timber onsite for reuse should be completed wherever possible. Turning weedy trees into non-structural timber
elements in the landscape is not only creative and very Eltham, a cost saving to the project.

Plaques mentioning 'I was made from 50yr old trees from this site' has a good ring to it...

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Structured colour and texture in the indigenous plantings with large rock boulders placed in a natural way.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Structured colour and texture in the indigenous plantings with large rock boulders placed in a natural way to be viewed from
the car driving past.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)
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  Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I consider Area A should not include the detailed spiral design depicted in the concept plan and should predominately be a
low key informal area to encourage and allow passive relaxation. I don't support provision of features to support active play
in Area A as there are already two established playgrounds close by in Eltham Lower Park as well as extensive open space
areas there for a range of other activities. Area A should retained as a bushy environment continuing the greened wildlife
corridor along the Diamond Creek.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

If there needs to be any active elements or a structured meeting space and indigenous/ edible gardens within this precinct
these could be on a smaller scale within Area B. I consider the small section of land on the corner of Main Road and
Falkiner Street could have dense multilevel indigenous planting to help screen the open gravel surfaced area used part time
by the florist. Additional planting could be introduced into this leased area, with agreement of the tenant/florist, which I
would imagine would also improve the immediate appearance of their operations.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Area C may be the appropriate area for a sculpture and/or a structured meeting space and indigenous/ edible gardens, with
pathway access.

I encourage Council to have a detailed access evaluation undertaken of this total project, by an independent accredited
access consultant, to ensure access opportunities are maximised for all users, including people with disabilities.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?
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  Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?

Eltham Gateway Project surveyPage 79 of 270



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 4. Eltham Gateway - Survey Responses 8 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 132 

  



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 4. Eltham Gateway - Survey Responses 8 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 133 

  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I support the re-use of timber from the removed pine trees, to be recycled as a combination of log steppers, balance beams,
tee pees and sculptured play items if these are incorporated along /into the looped pathway with minimal loss of ground /
vegetation / trees/ habitat.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I'm concerned any removal of dead trees may remove or severely reduce nesting /breeding opportunities for birds/
mammals provided by the hollows in the trees. In the event that none of the dead trees can be retained for this purpose (of
breeding sites) I would like assurances that suitable and sufficient nesting /breeding boxes will be provided so there is not a
detrimental impact on our wildlife.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

I'm concerned any removal of dead trees may remove or severely reduce nesting /breeding opportunities for birds/
mammals provided by the hollows in the trees. In the event that none of the dead trees can be retained for this purpose (of
breeding sites) I would like assurances that suitable and sufficient nesting /breeding boxes will be provided so there is not a
detrimental impact on our wildlife.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)
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  Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

The art sculpture should be one that that says welcome to people and is the Eltham style.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

The great contribution we can do to our inhabitants and Melbourne in general is to plant trees, include native vegetation.
This area is Me bourne lungs. We have lent of playgrounds. We don’t need more of those but to recover trees that are
being lost.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Do not remove trees. Relocate them or plant new. Do not include any fence in any area A, B or C. Please plant trees to
have a huge canopy for future generations . Start now.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Plant trees and native vegetation and leave it as much as possible to appear a bush which is the original landscape of the
area. This will be really a contribution and the real acknowledgment for Wurundjery people who would not be cutting trees
to include a playground or a path.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Unsure

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Only if the trees actually MUST be removed.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

A shed like structure sympathetic to the new works would be great. Opportunity for two tenants.
e.g Coffee Van and Florist.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

An art sculpture that is natural in material use yet contemporary in form. We've seen enough carvings of birds and koalas to
last a lifetime. Think JB Blunk, Mono-Ha – be more ambitious.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?

Eltham Gateway Project surveyPage 96 of 270



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 4. Eltham Gateway - Survey Responses 8 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 149 

  



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 4. Eltham Gateway - Survey Responses 8 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 150 

  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

This area should also be re-vegetated with indigenous plants of canopy trees and bushes.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

This is the most appropriate area to include some artwork with a theme influenced by Aboriginal history/culture, also
potentially using the wood from the lopped cypress pines, and more seating.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Until the house and the boring car park and temporary florist tent are removed from the Gateway it wont improve

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

As above

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?

Eltham Gateway Project surveyPage 106 of 270



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 4. Eltham Gateway - Survey Responses 8 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 159 

  



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 4. Eltham Gateway - Survey Responses 8 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 160 

  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Why does the flowers space trump all other considerations? If like to see some of that ugly, unkempt and barren space
returned to greenery. When the flower sellers permit is up surely the space the use can be reduced. They don’t need that
entire wedge.
I don’t want to kick them out, but they seem to be given undue weight in terms of what they want ( I.e. more ugly space
than they need).

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Nope

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q12

Select Box

 Area A proposes re-use of timber from the removed pine trees, recycled as a combination of log steppers, balance
beams, tee pees and sculptured play items. Do you support the inclusion of these items in Area A as presented on
the proposed conceptual master plan?

Yes

Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

but why have a play area so close to two other play areas in Eltham Lower park and why have it so close to a main
thoroughfare.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

have you considered fire resistant species for the future

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

not keen on artwork at the entrance. It is supposed to be natural, native, eucalypts etc, according to your findings from your
previous survey.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)
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  Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Unsure

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Other (please specify): What are they? Pines or Cypress? I dont believe they are Cypress Pines, which are native trees.

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

i would like to see more white trunk native trees , more avenue trees and indigenous plants along here.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

i would like to see a scultpture using large basalt rock / timber and steel. more Eltham like.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I love that the timber is being reused

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

It would be great to have seating, gardens and maybe mobile food trucks to compliment the florist

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

native gardens to compliment the sculpture

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Nil

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Nil

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Love this type of play area for kids and adults with dogs alike.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Great to see more trees and bush around that naked area

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Love moving the fire warning sign and putting art there

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Jane

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Area B has plenty of area to incorporate area A's design into it and leave Area A for a natural corridor. Human intervention
in Nature is not necessary please leave some area for the birds and animals. People will complain of snakes near the river -
it is their & the lizards & frogs home and needs to be revitalised but in a sensitive environmental manner and kept as wild
indigenous not structured

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

This are could have low growing grasses that attract insect and birds beneath the Art sculpture

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Would l ke seating added here too

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Would l ke seating added here too

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

As above

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Again I am unsure why this area cannot be used for just planting a very natural bush landscape - something we all want as
the gateway to Eltham.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Indigenous artwork is a good idea here together with signage honouring our indigenous heritage

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Be inspired by Bruno’s sculpture garden in Marysville

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Prefer bush trees than sculpture
Again putting man first
Let’s put trees and fauna first
Animals can’t reside in sculpture

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  wildlife - which are already struggling to survive. I am a resident who has lived in this area for over 59 years.-and strongly
object

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

The use of milled timber from existing pine trees, especially cypress pine is a great idea. Any large rocks used should be
representative of local geology if manageable. Sedimentary mudstone similar to Castella Stone would work well.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Please no grass on area B. Prefer Just full plant out with indigenous planting please.
If it’s absolutely insisted to be grass - please make all native grass which can be mowed. No non native grass.
The whole feeling of Eltham is about coming come to bush. That’s why we are different to the rest of suburbia.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Art sculpture to be large and some sort of rusted metal. An additional wooden piece by Leigh would also be nice.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Why does everything this Council plans have to have an Indigenous stamp on it - Cr Duffy at large here clearly. This area
was not an important Indigenous gathering/ meeting area - that focus should be directed more at the confluence of the
Diamond Creek and Yarra River at Lenister Farm where the sculpture 'Not just a pretty place' is situated. Besides, Main
Road is busy and noisy with car traffic which would make it unpleasant and clearly MRPV has design intentions to rip the
heart out of the gateway with a 4 lane divided road right up through the Avenue of Honour. Why else would they build a
ridiculous 11 lane wide intersection that funnels directly into a 2 lane road in one direction and 4 lanes the other. Anything
done in Areas B and C will be temporary.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

As per Area B

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Area B "not" including trader should be presented for consideration. Alternatively include multiple traders or as a potential
location for art installation.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

If Area C is the favoured site for a major art installation, it should be a civil/civic collaboration, not the vision of an individual
artist. A good example of such is 'Seeds Of Change' https://www.wyndham.vic.gov.au/venues/seeds-change-2004-designer-
thompson-berrill-landscape-architects

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I am happy with the plan for Area B, with more tree plantings and use of rocks/beams.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

I am relatively happy with the plan of Area C, with more tree plantings and a simple sculpture.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?

Eltham Gateway Project surveyPage 165 of 270



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 4. Eltham Gateway - Survey Responses 8 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 218 

  



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 4. Eltham Gateway - Survey Responses 8 August 2022 

 

Attachments - 219 

  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

There is already a playground not too far away. This space could be more reflective, contemplative, quiet place. Prefer
more emphasis on the garden and plantings.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Unsure

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Other (please specify): Please avoid kitschy carvings / sculptures. Seats might be okay, maybe.

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Can't read the small print on this. Hope it includes some upgrading of indigenous Nillumbik planting in this area.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Hope you get some good designs for the proposed art sculpture

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

its great to supply kids with a nature play space.
the use and design of a fence should consider whether it could prevent invasive pest species from entering the area and
causing damage.
the use of materials for the fence should should only use recycled and natural materials, and not use steel unless recycled.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Other (please specify): all of the above - utilise as much on-site as possible

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I don't think the fence and rock should be a piece of art (this seems forced upon the artist), just make it fencing instead.
Keep it simple.
I strongly support materials being recycled.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Unsure

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I strongly support indigenous plants being included in Area B.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

I would strongly encourage an indigenous public artwork that can educate the community and make the entrance to Eltham
welcoming for First Nations peoples.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

The area should just include additional planting to compensate for the VAST number of trees removed for this project. This
is vital for environmental reasons and renewal of habitat which has been sadly lost.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

As much large, medium and low level native planting as is possible in this area.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Area C also requires far more planting.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Why would a Piece of Art (I assume meant to be looked at) be positioned at a point in the road where traffic is merging?
This is point where attention should be on the road environment not the surroundings.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I like this plan but needs to include Indigenous shrubs and ed ble Indigenous garden.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Impossible to read. Too boring and empty. Flower Stall should remain. It is very popular with locals and travellers.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  WORSE... it spoils the opportunity to heal the land by returning it to a pre-European typology. Better-informed briefing to the
consultants is required in this instance. Nillumbik is not, surely, trying to produce a post-modernist landscaping (or similar),
but endeavouring to create a bush-GATEWAY. Get landscapers out, unless the brief can be directed at being less
contrived.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Consulting Area B Plan cost me my previous comments... so frustrating the process needs revision.
Area B (as I am not able to consult the plan in mid survey) should contain. at least, a few more canopy trees, if the flower
stall needs to be retained. Again, we are trying to design a GATEWAY, which demands a presence from Main and the
tracks.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Any sculpture needs a Wurundjeri theme... but I would like to respectfully explore with the Wurundjeri, if they would feel
comfortable with a First-nations theme, in conjunction with a 'European' theme... a Culture Mix???

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Unsure

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Other (please specify): If they must be cut down, then they should be re-used - but the preference would be for large trees
to remain as they are. We are losing too many large trees as it is.

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Fine

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Fine

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I prefer this area to be a green and natural space of indigenous plants with a simple path & a few seats for passive
enjoyment of a revegetated ecological sensitive part of the habitat link along the Diamond Creek.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

My prefer this site to be landscaped with trees and bushes leaving the flower seller’s lease site as it is.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

My suggestion for this site is to have subtle artwork including recognition local indigenous history/culture and indigenous
flora & fauna.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

See above comment - focus on revegetation - there is a huge park adjacent already.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Other (please specify): all good ideas

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

No, as long as there is plenty of vegetation, and not too much grass - we already have plenty of that nearby.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

No, as long as there is plenty of vegetation.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Would love to see this come to life- filling the space in with plants rather than lawn sounds l ke a great plan to me

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

This would also be a lovely area to put some low-lying vegetation if plausible

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Unsure

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Landscape this with natives

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Aboriginal art area, include native plants

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Yes the pines should be removed and fantastic if the timber can be reused locally, however this area should be used for
fauna and biodiversity rather than a focus on ‘human activity’ features.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

This area is better suited for ‘human activity’ features such as some of those proposed for area A.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

This area is better suited for ‘human activity’ features such as some of those proposed for area A.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Reusing what has been removed is a great idea.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Very happy with the number of trees being planted and I think the rocks will look great.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Unsure if balance beams are safe as per see saws?

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Area B should be landscaped with safe designated parking if still used for floristry sales.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

The more plants the better.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

The more plants the better

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

A 4G or 5G cell tower would be fantastic in this location. Reception here is terr ble and as residents on Souter St, Eltham
this impacts us everyday. We would love to share the beautiful landscapes and indigenous aspects of this gateway and
having fast internet and phone reception will make this space more appealing.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Again a 4G or 5G tower to increase signal strength here would be fantastic as local residents on this street.
Thank you for all your efforts with this masterplan, it looks amazing so far.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  show what we have, and what we are slowly losing.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Other (please specify): Mulch, and replace them with She-oaks (Casuarinas) to attract a greater diversity of Australian
wildlife.

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

As with A.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

As with A.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Am very happy for the florist to be there and the site needs indigenous revegitation as an improvement for the gateway to
Eltham. The new intersection is so ugly and badly designed that we need an inspriational avenue and entry to Eltham at this
site.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

We don't need an art sculpture here - I would prefer a manna gum please. There is such a huge footprint on the
environment here with the road and existing footpaths - less is more.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Leave all the trees as they are. Too much damage has been done already.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Plant trees.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Planting is not enough. We need a visible sculpture on the north side of Main Rd in the triangle at the corner of Falkiner St
that speaks to or symbolises what Eltham represents. The existing stump denoted as a black spot in "B North" appears to
be a coolamon carved tree and if confirmed I would object strongly "in a possible sculpture being made from it". I would
expect that Wurundjeri people have input to this whole project.
I would suggest that this carved tree should be recognised and become the basis for the design of all items intended to
compliment the natural environment. Concentric circles are indigenous symbols meaning a place to settle, a camping place.
I envisage a rusty iron sculpture of concentric rings symbolising life here over the ages to the present meaning a welcoming
family oriented community.
The elevated grassed area in "B North" could then become a garden of tree sculptures in a part circle illustrating the history
of Eltham with space for future additions.
In that way the gateway becomes a living entity.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I don't believe you need the fence along Main Rd. I like the path to be open, But you do need a wire fence around the drain.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I am so pleased that you are working with Vicki Ward and MRPV on this project. Vicki was talking about this idea from the
beginning of the Roundabout project. Whilst community groups were still debating the design of the intersection she was
trying to garner support for this idea. It is terrific that Nillumb k have got onboard to make this happen.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Unsure

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I'm inclined to think this should be more about nature than humans

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

none

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

none

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

More native trees to be planted

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

More .native plants to be planted

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

I like the use of “white trunk” trees to create the visual effect of a gateway.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  I believe there is an existing natural path around the outside of the miniature trains (east and north sides of the train area)
which goes through this area. is it going to be fenced off due to the redevelopment of Area A?

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I object to the criteria being used for tree removal throughout the project. Dead trees are important habitat and should only
be removed if they cannot be made safe (ie prune them and leave the main stump with hollows for habitat).

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

I object to the criteria being used for tree removal throughout the project. Dead trees are important habitat and should only
be removed if they cannot be made safe (ie prune them and leave the main stump with hollows for habitat).

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

less tarmac and concrete is good - the major road project is a disaster - I think of this project every time Dan Andrews
extends the "state of disaster" declaration to support public health orders

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

less tarmac and concrete is good - the major road project is a disaster - I think of this project every time Dan Andrews
extends the "state of disaster" declaration to support public health orders

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

less tarmac and concrete is good - the major road project is a disaster - I think of this project every time Dan Andrews
extends the "state of disaster" declaration to support public health orders

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Leave some decaying timber to rot down, providing specialised habitat.

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Perhaps go for seasonal colour in species.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

'Timeless' and accessible sculpture, and one that acknowledges the massive change posed by changing climate. Nods to
younger children.

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

I would rather the pine trees not be removed

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

No

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

It would be preferable to re-work the bus stop so that a stopped bus doesn't block one of the two lanes. Also some nice
deciduous trees would be preferred over eucalyptus.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Looks good to me

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Looks good to me

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I’m pleased the long standing Florist is being allowed to continue trading from the same place

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

I would need to see a detailed landscaping plan to comment

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

I would need to see a detailed landscaping plan to comment

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q13

Long Text

 Provide any additional comments

Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Seats

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)

Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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  Q14

Select Box

 Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large stumps
in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items?

Yes

Q15

Multi Choice

 What is your preference for the re-use of these stumps?

Carvings

Q16

Long Text

 Any comments on Area B

This is obviously a secondary area due, in part, to the lease to florist & associated parking. I do feel this does not lend itself
to the best design for the area - causes fractured planting visibly & physically & will look out of place in thie premium area
as a gateway into Eltham. I have long wondered how this lease occurs & why it has been allowed to exist for so long, how
much they pay, how they get their electricity etc. I also feel that their need to make a living should not be held above the
plans a council has in a chance of a generation to achieve the look we want for Eltham for the next 10 years or so. Difficult
to bring it into the plan at a later date. Additionally I think the allocation of parking space if way too generous! There are
usually only a couple of cars in the area at most times. This lease size, if it must be honoured, needs to be justified on more
grounds than the fact it assists their business! Is the amount they pay for the lease commensurate with a parking area more
typical of medium sized business? If not, then they either need to pay the going rate or the number of places needs to be
renegotiated.
So ideally I would like to see a continuation of the planting in this area to include the floris/carpark area, perhaps with a
small scale commercial lease area for a coffee cart, food van or similar.

Q17

Long Text

 Any comments on Area C

Area C seems to be more typical of other road-side plantings by necessity. I think a prominant art work visible on entering
Eltham would be good - to set the tone. I would like to see something reference
sustainability/upcycling/repurposing...maybe something linking to Montsalvat heritage with large timbers/metal...could be
made with items from Montsalvat or Matcham Skipper's old place?

Q18

Short Text

 First Name

Q19

Short Text

 Last Name

Q20

Email

 Email

Q21

Multi Choice

 Gender

Q22

Select Box

 Township

Q23

Multi Choice

 Relationship to Nillumbik

Q24

Select Box

 Are you responding as part of a community group?

Q25

Short Text

 Which community group?

Q26

Multi Choice

 Are you? (Tick all that apply)
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Q27

Multi Choice

 How did you hear about this consultation?
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Attachment 5. Eltham Gateway Feedback - Summary of Survey Responses 

Attachments - 325 

Question 
Number QUESTION 1

Response 
No. In a few words what do you like most about the Eltham Gateway conceptual master plan?

1 I like the inclusion of native plants and edibles, and the acknowledgement of the traditional owners of the land and indiginous 
culture in general, but I worry that the overall design is too cultivated/landscaped, and will look too man-made.

3 I am glad there is thoughts being given to this design. General emphasis should be on vegetation and artwork. However, there 
is no space for comments on section a, What happens to DV Railway?

4 I don’t like much of it at all. It does not reflect the majority view of the respondents to Vicky Wards survey. The plan is too 
artificial formal and contrived.

5 I am very keen on a sizeable sculpture, but it must be beautiful. I would really like for the public to be able to vote on possible 
designs. Please consider local metal sculptor Tim Read.

6 I like the fact that the idea of an Eltham Gateway is being addressed and discussed.

7 Indigenous revegetation

9 That it appears to be making some commitment to retaining a bushy welcome to the gateway to the green wedge shire

10 Respects the Indigenous custodial ownership and vegetation, level of awareness of environment and art as strong features of 
the Eltham community.

11 Good plan, can't wait to see it being initiated

12 I don't like the plan. The current gateway represents Eltham perfectly. There are enough kids parks and manicured gardens 
existing already

15 I like that something is being done.

16 The indigenous planting on either side of the road, over time this will contribute to a sense of immersion within the
vegetation - which is so important to the place of Eltham

17 I like the emphasis on a treed landscape with low impact features interspersed along a path through the large Area A. The
treatment of the other areas is sympathetic with a sculpture as a defining feature.

18 The use of “White Trunk Trees” defining the verges of “The Gateway”. The removal of and replacement if non indigenous
vegetation.

19 Natural looking vegetation and other features

20 I want less paths, steps and sculptures and MORE TREES!!!

21 Creation of a well treed gateway, both sides of the road. Suggestion of white trunk gums sounds attractive.

24 The planting proposed. The proposed use as a place to sit and dwell is inappropriate due to traffic noise.

25 An attempt to restore the lost natural gateway to Eltham

29 The removal of non-indigenous growth to allow for regeneration and planting of indigenous plants and trees

31 I think it has been very well thought out and is comprehensive in its scope

32 Green space

33 The natural feeling of it.

34 As an entry to eltham- planting and access

35 Seems effective in flow of traffic HOWEVER where are the bike lanes

1
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Attachments - 326 

Question 
Number QUESTION 1

Response 
No. In a few words what do you like most about the Eltham Gateway conceptual master plan?

36 Planting of indigenous vegetation and beautifying of public space on both sides of MainRoad

38 An opportunity to green the entrance into the Eltham Gateway to try to offset some of the environmental impact of the 
extensive infrastructure works involving removing the treed areas and roundabout close by

39 The looped pathway and meeting circle

40 The removal of weeds and non native vegetation; the retention (and hopefully the enhancement) of the green space

42
Please leave the trees and plant more. This is the only real contribution to a healthy environment for us , Melbourne and future 
generations. Don’t include playground, paths, monuments. Threes are the monuments and places to play as
aboriginal di

43 nothing. why is it necessary to urbanise this bushland?

45 the intention to create a green gateway

46 Meeting circle and indigenous garden

47 Only the tree replacement plans.

50 Bird life habitat

51 Promoting and maintaining the bush feel of Eltham and the Green Wedge, the indigenous plkantings and the use of natural 
materials.

52 Too extravagant - less wank and more trees

54 indigenous edibles

56 It looks great , lots of new plantings and public spaces to experience

58 Indigenous planting and artwork

59 It is really interactive with interesting areas

62 Wonderful to see a indigenous planting as a gateway to Eltham

63 That some replacement of lost trees & shrubs will be made

65 The variety of features

66 More trees, less hard surfaces

67 The planting of indigenous plants and restoring of a green canopy of trees to replace the unnecessary removal of trees for
the Fitzsimons Lane Main Road development

69 Nothing really Do not want area a. Stop humanising everything

70 It is trying to rectify the appalling damage to the environlent created by the Labour government

71 Lots of trees, a lovely entry plan to such a wonderful suburb!!!

72 I and my family have lived in Antoinette Boukevard for over 50 years and worked tirelessly to protect the wildlife and flora and 
unique character of this area. I most certainly object strongly to area A being used for congregating. It must be kept bushy
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Attachments - 327 

Question 
Number QUESTION 1

Response 
No. In a few words what do you like most about the Eltham Gateway conceptual master plan?

73 The removal of non native trees/vegetation. The opportunity for passers-by to stop and get a snapshot of what Nillumbik 
means and feels like.

76 Looks great, a "welcome gateway" would be a lovely addition to the area.

77 Nothing - the questions are contrived to illicit specific responses

78 Revegitation, landscaping

80 Decent number of new native tree plantings

81 Helps to ameliorate the tragic loss of our beautiful Eltham roundabout. We do need a new gateway. Need lots of additional 
planting to balance the loss of so many trees.

84 I like the indigenous elements incorporated in the master plan

85 It will help to soften the concrete monstrosity that has replaced the old roundabout

86 Any removal of weeds and non native plants. The planting of new Australian native plants

87 Vegetation for wildlife corridor

91 The section on the plan that do not alter... including the indigenous trees and shrubs.

92 Area B and C

94 revegetation with indigenous flora

95 Replanting But Not destroying significant trees.

96 Greening the parcels as much as possible.

97 Extra plants, seating, walking path

98 It’s fine, but disappointing to see community once again not listened to

100 That an underused space will be utilised.

102 The Art Precinct as part of the Gateway, and that some dangerous trees will be pruned so they do not overhang the road or 
shared pathways.

103 The native plants and recognition of First Nations.

104 The indigenous elements

105 A fitting tribute to 'where the bush meets the city'.

106 Indigenous planting

108 Nothing at all

109 Indigenous planting as a counter to the sea of bitumen and concrete that is now the gateway to Eltham
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Attachments - 328 

Question 
Number QUESTION 1

Response 
No. In a few words what do you like most about the Eltham Gateway conceptual master plan?

112 That is will create a feeling of returning home to the beautiful GreenWedge.

114 An attempt to repair the damage done

115 The incorporation of indigenous planting

116 The possibility that it will stave off any plans to duplicate the bridge

117 That the Gateway is finally being restored with native planting

120 the attempt to replace trees removed for the concrete entry to Eltham

121 it attempts to mitigate the disaster that is the fitzsimmons lane concrete and tarmac abomination project

122 Layout & Indigineous planting generally good

126 There are trees being replanted

127 Will make a a much better look getting into Eltham

131 The re-greening of the 'gateway' and the proposed public artworks.

132 Range of natives, active use of area as opposed to just plantings; visual elements of rocks, sculpture, steppers, could be a 
destination point rather than an area to be bypassed

87

4
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Attachments - 329 

Question 
Number QUESTION 3

Response No.
Area A proposes a looped circuit path. Please select your preferred option. These are the responses for anyone 
who elaborated on their selection 'Other':

4 Other (please specify): No looped path. Area A should be a natural revegetated area with indigenous plants to provide the 
continuous wildlife corridor along the creek. Canopy trees need to be replaced in this area.

8 Other (please specify): A path that meanders through from south to north, not straight and not circling/spirally to an 
artificial 'destination'. A simple path.

13 Other (please specify): none

16

Other (please specify): Whilst I appreciate the intent of the garden and looped path I strongly believe this is the wrong 
location, the focus should be on revegetation of this zone to help bring back a sense of immersion and place through 
planting - not the addition of further hard landscaping elements, sculptures and fences which add to a sense of 
urbanisation. For pedestrians, cyclists and road users this is essentially a transitory area, to increase the planting would 
really add to this experience. This kind of space would be a great addition to Lower park where people spend time, there 
are a number of areas adjacent to other activity spaces that are in need of landscaping.

23
Other (please specify): I support the design that will allow for the highest concentration of trees, to recreate the original 
feel of the treed roundabout signalling the gateway to Eltham. If a path is included, suggest it have entrances on both 
sides

38 Other (please specify): A looped all access (width/ surface treatment) pathway connecting at the eastern and western 
ends with the Diamond Creek Trail

42 Other (please specify): None of the above, only native vegetation to have a bush like entrance to the shire

47 Other (please specify): Just a simple pathway leading to a simple seating area.

63 Other (please specify): We would prefer that the area is cleared of weeds, old trees and logs etc left as they sit for wildlife 
habitat

66 Other (please specify): Trees and dense bush, there is plenty of open space in the park

74 Other (please specify): Area A doesn’t need any paths or other built form landscaping. Simply just remove all non
native/indigenous plants/trees and plant with indigenous planting. Save the money please.

77
Other (please specify): Leave area A alone - the only thing required is to control the weeds. No need to pretend to replace 
trees cut down at the roundabout by cutting more down to put in a contrived path. Why do we constantly have to destroy 
the natural bush?

80 Other (please specify): I do not believe there should be a pathway, meeting circle or spiral pathway at all.

81 Other (please specify): a meandering path running north/south and connecting to the spiral path

88 Other (please specify): No non natural content. The car park is enough tarmac and concrete.

98 Other (please specify):Keep it green, planmt natives, simple path, limited seating.

101 Other (please specify): A very limited pathway to pass the area that should aim to keep human traffic away from this area
so it can be regenerated for animal and bird use undisturbed

106 Other (please specify): No path

111 Other (please specify): A simple path only

19
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Question 
Number QUESTION 5

Response No.
Area A proposes an indigenous (Wurundjeri) garden. Would you like this included? These are 
the responses for anyone who elaborated on their secton 'Other':

7 Other (please specify): In as many places as possible

81 Other (please specify): Hard to know what would work best without knowing plants and maybe this is 
best decided on what works best

83
Other (please specify): Indigenous plants to be spread throughout the site with edible Indigenous plants 
around meeting
circle and spiral pathway

87 Other (please specify): separate area

4
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Attachments - 333 

Question 
Number QUESTION 6

Response No.
Additional comments for indigenous (Wurundjeri) garden (with informative signage)?  These are the responses for 
anyone who added additional text:

13 This is a great way to change the look of Eltham this whole proposal is terrible

15 It is important that as close as possible to the ground and natural vegetation be restored to preserve a sense of the area.

16
This could be a valuable resource for the community, but it is in the wrong location, it is too close to the road to be peaceful 
and encroaches further into the vegetation band of the creek. Perhaps more adjacent to the park at Hohnes Rd Playhouse, 
within

17 A sign showing the plants in the area would be good

18 Expensive to maintain and doesn’t add to a new visual “Gateway”

20 I just want as much planting as possible to help drown out the noise of what is now a highway at my door

21 Would need to be drought resistant

24 An indigenous garden is a lovely idea but not in this location. Anything in this location will be drowned out by traffic noise. 
Fabio's paddock or another quieter more tranquil location is better suited for a garden.

38 If this is required I would suggest it is placed in Area B

42 Only plant native vegetation to have a bush like entrance

43 please don't do this. native trees, native bush, a path through it. what could be better? certainly not this proposal.

47 This was NOT part of the community's feedback

52 Let’s just have simple, native flora that is perennial and encourages wildlife

63 This should be located behind the flower seller area and Area A left as a wildlife refuge/sanctuary

66 The garden won’t be maintained and just become weed infested, or dry out and become a dust bowl

67 I do not feel this is the most suitable area for an indigenous garden. The concept is a great idea but not in this location. 

74 Nothing formal in this area of the plan please. As per above comment. Save the money. Not needed. Eltham gateway should 
just be about feeling like you’re coming home to the bush.

77 Per my comments above. Area A is completely wrong focus. If anything, attention should be directed to Areas B and C on the 
north western side of Main Road on the outer radius where one's eyes are naturally drawn to either arriving or leaving

80 The pathways only result in reduced vegetation space and habitat for animals. I believe the pathways will detract from the 
vegetation space.

92
The general consensus from the community was that Area A should be a green and natural space that will revegetate the 
habitat along Diamond Creek. This proposed design has too many features and should be simplified so that this revegetation 
can take place

101 Put one on the other side and leave A as an indigenous corridor

111 I would like to see a green and natural space of indigenous plants with a simple path & a few seats for passive enjoyment of a 
revegetated ecological sensitive part of the habitat link along the Diamond Creek.

119 I support the indigenous planting but not in a separate area - we have done too much segregating! Just plant and regenerate 
the area with some edible plants scattered along the loop path

120 Renovate the nearby picnic area and provide an indigenous garden there 

126 I would prefer the look of some non-natives, especially some deciduous trees.

7
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25
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Question 
Number QUESTION 8

Response No.
Area A proposes a meeting circle with seating types. Would you like the meeting circle to part of the final design? 
These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

3 I don't think there would be space for this (refers to meeting circle). Would like emphasis to be on indigenous revegetation
in this area.

9 I think the area should largely be planted out there are plenty of other places for people to gather. Whenever there are
gathering places the plants are subject to trampling and inevitably there is rubbish left behind.

10
I think it is important to also have a northerly access path to the meeting circle so people walking in both directions have a 
ready access path to the meeting circle and spiral. Otherwise I suspect people walking from the north will tread a path 
through the vegetation regardless, rather than walk the extra distance via the existing proposed pathway.

11 I think the Aboriginal and white settlement should be included. It would be great to incorporate Local artists and Aboriginal
artists pieces around the gateway and or along the paths. Would be awesome community engagement

13 Again this is a terrible idea

15 Would rather the vegetation was the primary element here

16 The same comments as above, even more so this feels like a really marginal area to locate a meeting circle which surely
deserves a more serene and generous location away from the road

17
I think the "creek side" path is good but the loop back near the shared path beside Main Road is not needed. Instead, there
should be a connection back to the shared path near the northern end.
I also think the spiral pathway is too busy and should be deleted.

18 I would prefer a less structured area that has wooden seating (with backs) for resting and enjoying the natural environment.

20 No one is going to sit and meet along a main busy road… just plant more trees to muffle the sound of the cars and give us
back our green gate which is why we live here.

21 The area is relatively small so a meeting circle would mean more gravel area rather than keeping things green

22 We would prefer the indigenous plants to be dispersed in a natural fashion as they would be in nature. The spiral concept
would be our least preferred planting.

23 It would be OK to have a meeting circle further inside the park in areas that did not originally have trees, but it should not
impact the view from main road which I would prefer to focus on recovering lost trees

24 I pass this location daily on my way to the river and it is very noisy and definitely not conducive to sitting and spending time
at. There are far better locations for this kind of activity. This should simply be planted with native vegetation.

25 I prefer the whole area to be as natural as possible.Restoration of native tree cover my priority.

26 Total support for the plan

28 I appreciate the concept, however it would be better situated closer to a waterway than main rd. It would be unlikely that
people would choose to meet there and gather, but rather move through this space to access the park.

32 Noise abatement is an issue

37
Local preschools and schools to congregate and learn about the area or learn in an outside classroom. Friends of Groups 
to meet for lunch or a cuppa whilst attending to the maintenance of the surrounds. Family and friends to gather in a secure 
site near a busy road safe a secluded

38
I consider Area A should primarily be a passive creek side environs. If a meeting circle is to be provided I feel this should 
be a very informal space that includes a couple of seats with backs and arms to provide support for all users. Appropriate 
room adjacent to these seats should enable access for people using wheelchairs or other mobility equipment.

40
I would prefer to maximise the green space and vegetation as much as possible to promote bird and insect life I would 
prefer Area A to only have the looped walking track with seating /rest areas and not lose space to features such as the 
spiral path and meeting circle. At the exit /entrance points to the looped path I would like to see bins and access to water 

41 With a speakers dias please. And banked seating like at the bottom of the Warrandydte Bridge

42
Please only plant native vegetation particularly trees to grow a canopy entrance and a bush like environment which no 
human intervention. That would be very appreciated to future generations and provide relax and oxygen, a place to play 
and learn. No building, seats, paths, monuments. Leave it as virgen as possible. Have a huge canopy. This is what we love 

43 There are enough humanized, urban parks already. This urban development is not needed.
I can't rationalise "improved" with this proposal.

47 An area of seating is welcome, with benches separated at least 1.5m apart. This should be accessed by just a simple
pathway in a grassy area with views of new treed and grassed areas only.
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Question 
Number QUESTION 8

Response No.
Area A proposes a meeting circle with seating types. Would you like the meeting circle to part of the final design? 
These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

49 Ability to comment is too restricted. Not clear how many and which trees to be removed.

52 Takes up space that could otherwise be greenery

54
This is supposed to be a welcoming gateway. The steel/timber fences will make "a block", so not be welcoming. I guess 
you want the fences due to the play areas. But why have play areas here? There are two play areas in Eltham Lower park 
already. This is close to a main road, not an ideal meeting and play site. Do we really need or want a meeting area next to 

56 The meeting circle is a fantastic idea , including rocks and timber steppers. I could see my daughters school class even
going there for indigenous education and learning / play oportunities

59 A great place for people to congregate for catch ups

61 The spiral seems unnecessary and overkill

62 It seems too close to a noisy road for me to want to sit and meet for any length of time. A short sit to watch kids climb
maybe

63 The meeting circle is a fine idea but it should be located away from Area A at Site B Please leave Area A as a natural area
and not pretty it up for human use. There is plenty of area on the other side - B that can be used for these valid ideas.

66 Because it would attract foot traffic, should be dense bush and trees

67
I am unsure as to why council feels the need to overdevelop this area. Most people who live in Eltham come here for the 
green spaces and natural Bush look. This is gradually being eroded and overdeveloped. The gateway to Eltham should 
remain as natural as possible. Development doesn’t have to mean destruction. Also with the poor record Australia now 

70 Not sure how to attract people to the circle area

74 As per both above comment

77 As above - leave it alone

80 As above, this feature only serves to reduce space for vegetation from the area and turn it into more meaningless gravel.

83 rather than seating as a bench, rocks or logs should be used. no plants other than Indigenous plants to the Eltham area
should be used (im assuming Edendale will be the main source of plants)

84 Yes in consultation with Wurundjeri Woi wurrung. Would they like a meeting circle? Check how they would like it to be
installed.

89
I think the Flower Stall should be incorporated in all the designs. It is popular with locals and people travelling through. To 
me it is an integral part of the Gateway into Eltham. I am a customer with no financial interest in this business but use it 
very regularly.

92 Area A needs to prioritise revegetation with a simple path and seating

94
Given the amount of trees and vegetation removed for the recent road works, I think the focus of this area should be on 
revegetation, both from an aesthetic, 'welcome to Eltham' perspective and from and environmental perspective. A meeting 
circle is a great idea and could be placed on the grass area left on the other side of the road or in the extensive adjacent 

98 So many trees destroyed for this “necessary” upgrade. Plant trees, this is supposed to be the Green Wedge after all.

99
I would like to see more indigenous planting and old native trees retained to provide habitat and wildlife corridor. Under the 
tree removal section the text is:
Older and larger trees are more likely to drop branches, or cause root conflicts beneath the surface. How do you think 

100 Meeting circle is a great spot for cyclists to use as a meeting point.

101 The meeting circle is a good idea but behind the flower seller area NOT where the vegetation needs weed removal and to
be a wildlife corridor

103 This question is poorly written - I suggest rewriting it to make your point clear.

105 This will become an area for young to loiter at night.

10



PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 5. Eltham Gateway Feedback - Summary of Survey Responses 

Attachments - 337 

Question 
Number QUESTION 8

Response No.
Area A proposes a meeting circle with seating types. Would you like the meeting circle to part of the final design? 
These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

106 There is already too much built environment. The path just adds more construction. We need more natural grass and
indienous planting.

109 I see this as a meeting area for quiet contemplation.

110 I d on't believe you need the spiral path, it takes away from the natural habitat

115 Consider shade and water fountains for this area. Could it be used for markets perhaps? Similar to Warrandyte?

116 I'm inclined to think this should be more about nature than humans 

117 Add a wooden plaque stating Eltham Gateway and welcome to wurundgeri country somewhere where it's visible

119 I would prefer a smaller / intimate circle for smaller groups

120 move the meeting circle to the nearby picnic area

121 circle means more concrete/tarmac (i.e. makes the fitzsimmons lane disaster worse) and less green wedge

122 Edible garden not appropiate in this area.

124 Mine are second guesses after a career in countryside planning in England & Wales,,,

127
Meeting area can be getting very busy, and it might be too small for a lot of people. I would include seating so people can 
enjoy the pathway and the garden. The area can be a focus to walk around and look at the plants and flowers but not put 
the aim on a meeting point, people can meet up in a park.

128
feel it’s an odd place to put such a concept. I agree the area could use tidying up, especially around the bus stop, some 
extra planting/sculptures etc & new bike & walking paths but, is Area A really a good use of taxpayers money? Wouldn’t 
this concept be better placed over near the current Eltham Lower Park playground area away from a busy main Rd? I don’t 
see visually what it adds to the Gateway to Eltham

132 I think this helps to become a destination rather then just an area to be bypassed on the way to somewhere else.

64
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Attachment 5. Eltham Gateway Feedback - Summary of Survey Responses 

Attachments - 338 

QUESTION 11

Response No./ 
Submitter

Area A proposes a steel and mixed timber fence along Main Road, separating an improved Area A from the Diamond Creek 
trail bicycle path. Would you like the proposed fence along Main Road to be a part of the final design? These are all of the 
submitted, worded responses:

9 I think all materials should be sourced as locally as possible.

15

Pine trees (Pinus radiata) do not produce timber suitable for fencing unless it is deeply penetrated by pressure treatment with 
preservatives. Some of the trees I recall are Cypress, but this is also not particularly durable and is also difficult to treat. This would be 
expensive and inappropriate use of funds unless the work is donated. If this goes ahead it may be that the Timber Preservers 
Association of Australia and Forest and Wood Products Australia Limited (FWPA - the industry funded promotion body) might find the 
cash as a way to promote timber. Even above ground, the untreated pine timbers will not last a decade and will create a safety hazard 
as they fragment and rot.

35 Need a bike lane from Bolton Street thro Main Roas Eltham

47 A low cost and low maintenance project is required. Fences are unnecessary and would be difficult for mowers to access properly.

55 The wall as suggested is too prominent. I would prefer a curving mudbrick wall that blends in material and colour with the vegetation, 
with eg colourful tiles illustrating native flora and fauna,

78 Do not include pine.

6
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Attachment 5. Eltham Gateway Feedback - Summary of Survey Responses 

Attachments - 339 

QUESTION 13

Response No./ 
Submitter

Area A proposes re-use of timber from the removed pine trees, recycled as a combination of log steppers, balance beams, tee pees and 
sculptured play items. Do you support the inclusion of these items in Area A as presented on the proposed conceptual master plan? These 
are all of the submitted, worded responses:

1
Most of these sound alright, but I don't know what you mean by tee-pees. If this is some form of appropriating North American (Turtle Island) First 
Nations designs, that would be a hard no. Some wooden play equipment sounds like fun, but I would prefer the overall focus of the area be on 
vegetation and nativa flora/fauna.

3 I have no idea of the scale or height of the proposed fence or its design or purpose. What is its purpose? Don’t want to keep people out? Would not 
want it any higher than necessary . Would not want it to obstruct views of vegetation Where is the DV Railway in relation to this fence, design?

4 The recycled timber should be used but not for the above items and certainly not in Area A.

6 I believe the design is trying too hard to please everyone especially close to a busy main road.

7 I am generally supportive of this but not of the construction of tipi structures specifically. This is culturally appropriative of First Nations Americans 
cultures and is not in spirit with the respect due to Indigenous peoples.

8

My understanding was that this 'new gateway' was to be a way to revegetate the area on both sides of Main Road with canopy trees to try and replace 
the homecoming feel that we had lost and to enhance the wildlife corridor along the creek. Something simple and natural! It takes a lot of skill to design 
a 'garden/landscape' that looks as if it has always been there. Gordon Ford could. The design we are commenting on is too artificial, too 'organised.'. 
We just want trees, bushes, ground cover to walk through. Like the nature walk along the creek in Eltham Lower Park. Nothing more omplicated. I am 
confused by 'indigenous'. If you mean that the plants used will all be indigenous to the area, then, Yes. If you mean an artificial garden of indigenous 
plants, maybe edible, that were used by aboriginal people then, No. Reusing the felled timber is good but not sure about play equipment in that area. If 
the area is purely trees and plants with meandering paths then I don't see the need for a fence which would only cause more maintenance costs re 
whippersnipping.

9 I don't think this should be a play area, I think it should be a bushy space with ground covers, mid story and tall plantings, encouraging birds and insects 
not people.

10

I am for the idea of the fence as it gives emphasis to the meeting circle and spiral and general area as a special almost sacred space. But I am 
concerned that it should have a northerly opening in the fence to give access to people walking from the north. I am also concerned about the durability 
of re-using the pine from cut down trees for fencing or for log steppers, balance beams, tee pees or sculpted play items, unless there was some way of 
preserving the wood without having to use any nasty chemicals like the copper chrome arsenic used in treated pine logs. Perhaps the wooden 
components of these items could be made from the harder wearing wood of the removed older eucalypts?

11 I think it would be great to include the dead trees in some form in the design. It supports recycling and most importantly respect for the local 
environment

12 There are an abundance of children's playgrounds existing. Do not cut down existing trees to make play items.

13 The termites would love this, and the rot would be great

14 Please have Leigh the chainsaw carver create some carvings from these stumps

15 See above comments. The timber will not be not fit for this purpose.

16 As above, I believe that the further addition of hard landscaping such as fences, play items, sculptures etc is in the wrong location. It will take away from 
the opportunity to create more depth in the vegetation around the creek and would be far better suited to hohnes park area

17 I think we should have noth seats and a carving (see below)

18 I don’t believe a structured play space is suitable for this area.

21 I would like the fence to be minimal and as natural as possible, just to keep cyclists and pedestrians on the outer path.

22 We really don't see this area as a type of playground. There's the whole of Eltham South Parklands for recreational play.

23 It would be OK to have a play area in areas that did not originally have trees, but it should not impact the view from main
road which I would prefer to focus on recovering lost trees

24
Reuse of materials is an excellent idea, but these activities are already supported in nicer locations. There is an excellent playground nearby and also a 
sitting area overlooking the river as well as wetlands with a range of seating. Having grown up exploring this section of the Diamond Creek this is not a 
nice place to dwell and in my opinion won't be utilised in this way.

29 There is a playground nearby already

32 Plenty of structured playgrounds nearby. Keep it passive

37
Milling timber onsite for reuse should be completed wherever possible. Turning weedy trees into non-structural timber elements in the landscape is not 
only creative and very Eltham, a cost saving to the project.
Plaques mentioning 'I was made from 50yr old trees from this site' has a good ring to it...
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PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 5. Eltham Gateway Feedback - Summary of Survey Responses 

Attachments - 340 

QUESTION 13

Response No./ 
Submitter

Area A proposes re-use of timber from the removed pine trees, recycled as a combination of log steppers, balance beams, tee pees and 
sculptured play items. Do you support the inclusion of these items in Area A as presented on the proposed conceptual master plan? These 
are all of the submitted, worded responses:

38
I consider Area A should not include the detailed spiral design depicted in the concept plan and should predominantly be a low key informal area to 
encourage and allow passive recreation. I don't support provision of features to support active play in Area A as there are already two established 
playgrounds close by in Eltham Lower Park as well as extensive open space areas there for a range of other activities. Area A should retained as a 
bushy environment continuing the greened wildlife corridor along the Diamond Creek.

39 I support the re-use of timber from the removed pine trees, to be recycled as a combination of log steppers, balance beams, tee pees and sculptured 
play items if these are incorporated along/into the looped pathway with minimal los of ground / vegetation / trees / habitat.

42 The great contribution we can do to our inhabitants and Melbourne in general is to plant trees,include native cegetation. This area is Melbourne lungs. 
We have lent of playgrounds. We don't need more of those but to recover trees that are being lost.

47
Reuse the timbers elsewhere, perhaps for a carved feature/figure. Play items, log steppers and balance beams were NOT proposed or suggested in 
Vicky Ward MP's survey responses. We just want grassy and indigenous treed areas. Almost 80% of the 370 respondents indicated their preference for 
a natural re-vegetated area.

50 Small bird habitat should be the priority. Eastern Spinebills , wrens etc Dense spiky planting .  Need to keep fox numbers down. Don't want habitat that 
noisy minors and larger native birds will dominate

54 but why have a play area so close to two other play areas in Eltham Lower park and why have it so close to a main
thoroughfare.

55 There is a play area nearby. This area is too close to the road, There is no reason for anyone to linger there.

56
This would be a great way to include the history of the site and use the existing trees and create sculptures from them and double as play spaces for 
kids and adults alike which is so needed at this time, so important to have more interactive outdoor spaces in nillumbik and educate us on indigenous 
bush tucker foods.

59 I love tha the timber is being reused

62 Love this type of play area for kids and adults with dogs alike.

63 As above - none of this "Development" is appropriate for Site A it should be part of Area B

64
Area A.
With our State of the Environment in mind, Please remove all the weeds (Pines are weeds) Cover the area with Indigenous Plants — those species 
which would have been there before Settlement. Continue removing weeds and caring for the plants. ( There will be a seed bank, with some weed 

66 Just nature, so you can house the animals from the destroyed roundabout vegetation.

68
Main concern is provision of clear signage for cyclists and walkers through from Westerfolds Park onto miniature railway on to and through the creek 
parkland which in my experience were a maze for the visitor who wanted to reach Eltham central area.no signs or inconsistent style of signs was a 
problem The new trail will draw people from all over east and provide visitors all along 

69

Leave it all as bush.
Build up the bush
No fences, be inclusive
Stop blocking people
Humanising
Have only trees
Be inspired by Bruno’s sculpture garden in Marysville

72

This survey is restrictive and manipulative with no option to disagree. Especially area A should NOT be used by people. It is imperative that the banks of 
the creek and adjoining areas be kept undusturbed for the preservation of wildlife and nesting birds. MUST be bushy and not disturbed by people 
walking or congregating This end of Duamond creek and the banks and land adjoining the creek are the last refuge for our eunique wildlife - which are 
lready struggling to survive. I am a resident who has lived in this area for over 59 years.-and strongly
object

73 The use of milled timber from existing pine trees, especially cypress pine is a great idea. Any large rocks used should be representative of local geology 
if manageable. Sedimentary mudstone similar to Castella Stone would work well.

74
As per above comments nothing formal is needed.
If council is set in wasting money on an area that is unlikely to be used (given the two other playgrounds already there) then yes, fine. Use the wood 
from the cut down pines.

77 Leave Area A alone

78 Repurposed pine does not age well and looks cheap very quickly. Using it as mulch would be putting it to better use.

81 There is already a playground not too far away. This space could be more reflective, contemplative, quiet place. Prefer more emphasis on the garden 
and plantings.

83
its great to supply kids with a nature play space. the use and design of a fence should consider whether it could prevent invasive pest species from 
entering the area and causing damage.
the use of materials for the fence should should only use recycled and natural materials, and not use steel unless recycled.

84 I don't think the fence and rock should be a piece of art (this seems forced upon the artist), just make it fencing instead. Keep it simple.
I strongly support materials being recycled
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PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 5. Eltham Gateway Feedback - Summary of Survey Responses 

Attachments - 341 

QUESTION 13

Response No./ 
Submitter

Area A proposes re-use of timber from the removed pine trees, recycled as a combination of log steppers, balance beams, tee pees and 
sculptured play items. Do you support the inclusion of these items in Area A as presented on the proposed conceptual master plan? These 
are all of the submitted, worded responses:

87 Keep it simple

88 The removal of the roundabout and trees has urbanised the landscape enough. The natural barrier between urban growth and Eltham has been 
destroyed. Addition of steel barriers and engineered pathways will further undermine the transition.

89
Could you please also consider placing a large art wall and Indigenous trees and bushes at the southern end of Porter Street ELTHAM. The noise level 
of the traffic has increased substantially since removal of the dense plant life on roundabout. Feel like Im living on a noisy freeway rather than a side 
street. Major Road Projects Vic tell me via email that "trees do not block noise".

91

My last comments disappeared when I referred to the plans attached. Frustrating!!! The plan demonstrates what happens when a Landscape 
Consultant is given the opportunity to promote themselves with
articles in Landscaping journals. They are trying too hard, and the plan is over-contrived in design. The plan needs to prioritise habitat, Indigenous 
planting including canopy trees, and acknowledgement of Wurundjeri. If Wurundjeri expressly WANT a chat room, then include it. Likewise, if 
Wurundjeri expressly want edible plant materials, include these with an information plaque. An under-maintained veg garden will be great for the initial 
centrefold, and embarrassing after that...
WORSE... it spoils the opportunity to heal the land by returning it to a pre-European typology. Better-informed briefing to the consultants is required in 
this instance. Nillumbik is not, surely, trying to produce a post-modernist landscaping (or similar), but endeavouring to create a bush-GATEWAY. Get 
landscapers out, unless the brief can be directed at being less contrived.

92 Space needs to be given to proper revegetation; if the fence does not hinder this, then fine, but the space it takes up should be minimised.

93 I prefer the area to be a green and natural space of indigenous plants with a simplae path and a few seats for passive enjoyment of a revegetated 
ecological sensitive part of the habitat link along the Diamond Creek.

94 See above comment - focus on revegetation. There is a huge park adjacent already

95
Why are we denying our historical side? Pioneers of Eltham should be valued. They planted European trees of which some are now significant. Why are 
they being denied any recognition? Keep significant trees of all types. Replacements will take 100 years. Loss of oxygen & habitat is significant already 
by loss of trees to date. Eltham is diverse. Whilst appreciating indigenous -it’s a lot more maybe entrance to Eltham should display artistic creative side 
and a welcome.

96 Happy with the idea to remove and replace pine trees

99 Yes the pines should be removed and fantastic if the timber can be resused locally, however this rea should be used for fauna and biodiverity rather 
than a focus on 'human activity' features.

100 Resusing what has been removed is a great idea.

101 All of these items are valid but are in the wrong area. Move them to B

102 Unsure if balance beams are safe as per see saws?

105

The biggest issue from a garden/wildlife perspective in Eltham that remains unchecked, and is becoming a bigger issue with every passing day is the 
skyrocketing population of Noisy Miners. Tall trees with wide expanses of cleared bush habitat in between provide them with their ideal habitat, 
particularly when mixed in with peoples love of nectar producing plants such as Grevilleas and Callistemons. I have watched them drive away our 
existing local population of Rosellas, Pardalotes and Thornbills, to the point that the only bird left in our yard is the Noisy Miner. Populations of Noisy 
Miners and other birds remain at a balanced level in any bush setting where the bush remains uncleared. My #natureinnillumbik posts in Instagram 
show what we have, and what we are slowly losing.

106 Am happy these trees are being removed. Its not a great spot for a play park.

108 This is a ridiculous survey designed for positive responses only - which I cannot give. You appear to have been taking instruction from Sir Humphrey 
Appelby (BBC).

110 I don't believe you need the fence along Main Rd. I like the path to be open, But you do need a wire fence around the drain.

116 I'm inclined to think this should be more about nature than humans

119 I think Area A should be strictly for passive uses with the focus on regeneration/revegetation - there are plenty of play possibilities in Eltham Lower park. 
Certainly use the timber for the boardwalks and store for later repurposing for art works or protective fencing along the drain and Diamond Creek

120

I object to the criteria being used for tree removal throughout the project. Dead trees are important habitat and should only be removed if they cannot be 
made safe (ie prune them and leave the main stump with hollows for habitat). I object to this area being renovated for higher human use. It's value as 
habitat within the Eltham Gateway should be preserved and enhanced, rather than increasing infrastructure for humans. The nearby picnic area could 
instead be renovated to be more natural, with meeting circle, stepping logs and sculpture etc. I like the idea of re-use of timber from removed pine trees, 
but not for it to be used where proposed.

121 less tarmac and concrete is good - the major road project is a disaster - I thhink of this project every time Dan Andrews extends the "state of disaster" 
declaration to support public health
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PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 5. Eltham Gateway Feedback - Summary of Survey Responses 

Attachments - 342 

QUESTION 13

Response No./ 
Submitter

Area A proposes re-use of timber from the removed pine trees, recycled as a combination of log steppers, balance beams, tee pees and 
sculptured play items. Do you support the inclusion of these items in Area A as presented on the proposed conceptual master plan? These 
are all of the submitted, worded responses:

124 Leave some decaying timbver to rot down, providing specialised habitat

126 I would rather the pine trees not be removed

129
There is not a suitable place for this comment - so have used this section. We think the priority is to create a two lane bridge in both directions over the 
river. This is incredibly risky in fire season as people will be get stuck here and not be able to escape in the event of an emergency.

132 I like the idea of using as much of what is already there as possible 

71
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Attachment 5. Eltham Gateway Feedback - Summary of Survey Responses 

Attachments - 343 

QUESTION 15

Response No./ 
Submitter

Two of the trees to be removed are large cypress pines. Would you support the repurposing of their large 
stumps in situ as legacy carvings, seats or other items? These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

55
Other (please specify): What are they? Pines or Cypress? I dont believe they are Cypress Pines, which are native 

trees.

81 Other (please specify): Please avoid kitschy carvings / sculptures. Seats might be okay, maybe.

83 Other (please specify): all of the above - utilise as much on-site as possible

105
Other (please specify): Mulch, and replace them with She-oaks (Casuarinas) to attract a greater diversity of 

Australian wildlife.

4
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PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 5. Eltham Gateway Feedback - Summary of Survey Responses 

Attachments - 344 

Question 
Number QUESTION 16

Response No. Any comments on Area B? These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

1 The map image provided is too low-resolution to make out any of the labels, so I can't comment, but as with the 
rest of this, please focus more on revegetation with native plants, and less on making it a landscaped area.

4 Revegetation of indigenous plants is of paramount importance. Again the plan is too contrived and doesn't allow 
for natural habitat.

6 Why isn’t the florist tent apart of the design? Money is going to be spent on the Gateway to Eltham but you will 
have an old tent as the focus . it doesn’t make sense.

8 As much planting of indigenous canopy trees and shrubs as possible. Low maintenance. A natural treed entry to 
Nillumbik.

9 I think it should include more indigenous planting of all levels.

11 It doesn't matter what the trees are used for but so important to include them in the design and construction. 
There is a Carver in Eltham on the main road. Has some nice carvings

12 Leave as is

13 This is not a proposal you have decided already

14 Could the stone car park where the florist stall sits be made of a better surface

15 Area B should have some significant multi-layered revegetation and tree choice should reflect the flood plain.

16 This seems like a good proposal and will improve the area around the florist - a local landmark :)

17
I think the area could be better "enclosed" with tree planting along the western border including at he back of the 
Flower Seller area. Does the business require access from the back when they have access to a circular 
driveway in the front?

18 I think the use of rocks is unwise and would prefer the planting of shrubs, plants and grasses.

20
I’m not sure why that area has to be kept for the florist. While that use to be the ugliest section of the gateway, it 
is so sad that now that is actually the first bit of greenery that we see…. So devastatingly sad. So why not green 
up that car park area and plant a lot more trees and create a garden … a real green gateway.

21 I would like to see an avenue of trees along the side of the road. Gums with white trunks featured, with gums 
behind having darker trunks - this was a suggestion at the pop - up information session & sounds attractive.

23 Please plant trees to replace those taken during the construction project

24
The proposed wood carvings are rather small and suited to pedestrians which this area is not conducive to. 
Pedestrians are moire prominent on the other side of the Main Rd as they walk, run and ride to the river. Efforts 
should be put into a substantial large sculpture rather than a scattering of smaller ones.

26 Support for plan

28
There's no mention that there will be any prioritisation of habitats for native species. I love that indigenous 
planting is being included to attract native fauna, and it would be good for tree hollows and nesting boxes to be 
included in the design.

18



PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 5. Eltham Gateway Feedback - Summary of Survey Responses 

Attachments - 345 

Question 
Number QUESTION 16

Response No. Any comments on Area B? These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

29 Great idea: plantings to screen house

34 Florist is well known landmark as entering Eltham. Would like it maintained and blended with safe access

37 Structured colour and texture in the indigenous plantings with large rock boulders placed in a natural way.

38

If there needs to be any active elements or a structured meeting space and indigenous/ edible gardens within 
this precinct these could be on a smaller scale within Area B. I consider the small section of land on the corner 
of Main Road and Falkiner Street could have dense multilevel indigenous planting to help screen the open 
gravel surfaced area used part time by the florist. Additional planting could be introduced into this leased area, 
with agreement of the tenant/florist, which I would imagine would also improve the immediate appearance of 
their operations.

40
I'm concerned any removal of dead trees may remove or severely reduce nesting /breeding opportunities for 
birds/ mammals provided by the hollows in the trees. In the event that none of the dead trees can be retained for 
this purpose (of breeding sites) I would like assurances that suitable and sufficient nesting /breeding boxes will 
be provided so there is not a detrimental impact on our wildlife.

42 Do not remove trees. Relocate them or plant new. Do not include any fence in any area A, B or C. Please plant 
trees to have a huge canopy for future generations . Start now.

43 Only if the trees actually MUST be removed

45 A shed like structure sympathetic to the new works would be great. Opportunity for two tenants.
e.g Coffee Van and Florist.

47 This area should also be re-vegetated with indigenous plants of canopy trees and bushes.

49 Until the house and the boring car park and temporary florist tent are removed from the Gateway it wont improve

52
Why does the flowers space trump all other considerations? If like to see some of that ugly, unkempt and barren 
space returned to greenery. When the flower sellers permit is up surely the space the use can be reduced. They 
don’t need that entire wedge. I don’t want to kick them out, but they seem to be given undue weight in terms of 
what they want ( I.e. more ugly space than they need).

54 have you considered fire resistant species for the future

56 would like to see more white trunk native trees , more avenue trees and indigenous plants along here.

59 It would be great to have seating, gardens and maybe mobile food trucks to compliment the florist

62 Great to see more trees and bush around that naked area

63
Area B has plenty of area to incorporate area A's design into it and leave Area A for a natural corridor. Human 
intervention in Nature is not necessary please leave some area for the birds and animals. People will complain 
of  snakes near the river - it is their & the lizards & frogs home and needs to be revitalised but in a sensitive 
environmental manner and kept as wild indigenous not structured 

65 Would like seating added here too

19
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Attachment 5. Eltham Gateway Feedback - Summary of Survey Responses 

Attachments - 346 

Question 
Number QUESTION 16

Response No. Any comments on Area B? These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

66
Don’t chop anymore trees down. The trees removed for the massive over the top intersection have not been 
replaced, where are the replacements ?, Mildura ?..?

67 Again I am unsure why this area cannot be used for just planting a very natural bush landscape - something we 
all want as the gateway to Eltham.

74
Please no grass on Area B. Prefer Just full plant out with indigenous planting lease. If it's absolutely insisted to 
be grass- please make all native grass. The whole feeling of Eltham is about coming home to bush. That's why 
we are different to the rest of suburbia.

77

Why does everything this Council plans have to have an Indigenous stamp on it - Cr Duffy at large here clearly. 
This area was not an important Indigenous gathering/ meeting area - that focus should be directed more at the 
confluence of the Diamond Creek and Yarra River at Lenister Farm where the sculpture 'Not just a pretty place' 
is situated. Besides, Main Road is busy and noisy with car traffic which would make it unpleasant and clearly 
MRPV has design intentions to rip the heart out of the gateway with a 4 lane divided road right up through the 
Avenue of Honour. Why else would they build a ridiculous 11 lane wide intersection that funnels directly into a 2 
lane road in one direction and 4 lanes the other. Anything done in Areas B and C will be temporary.

78 Area B "not" including trader should be presented for consideration. Alternatively include multiple traders or as a 
potential location for art installation.

80 I am happy with the plan for Area B, with more tree plantings and use of rocks/beams.

81 Can't read the small print on this. Hope it includes some upgrading of indigenous Nillumbik planting in this area.

84 I strongly support indigenous plants being included in Area B.

86 As much large, medium and low level native planting as is possible in this area.

89 I like this plan but needs to include Indigenous shrubs and edible Indigenous garden.

91
Consulting Area B Plan cost me my previous comments... so frustrating the process needs revision. Area B (as I 
am not able to consult the plan in mid survey) should contain. at least, a few more canopy trees, if the flower
stall needs to be retained. Again, we are trying to design a GATEWAY, which demands a presence from Main 
and the tracks. 

92 Fine

93 My prefer this site to be landscaped with trees and bushes leaving the flower seller’s lease site as it is.

94 No, as long as there is plenty of vegetation, and not too much grass - we already have plenty of that nearby.

96 Would love to see this come to life- filling the space in with plants rather than lawn sounds like a great plan to 
me

98 Landscape this with natives

99 This area is better suited for ‘human activity’ features such as some of those proposed for area A.

100 Very happy with the number of trees being planted and I think the rocks will look great.
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Attachments - 347 

Question 
Number QUESTION 16

Response No. Any comments on Area B? These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

102 Area B should be landscaped with safe designated parking if still used for floristry sales 

103 The more plants the better.

104
A 4G or 5G cell tower would be fantastic in this location. Reception here is terrible and as residents on Souter 
St, Eltham this impacts us everyday. We would love to share the beautiful landscapes and indigenous aspects 
of this gateway and having fast internet and phone reception will make this space more appealing.

105 As with A.

106
Am very happy for the florist to be there and the site needs indigenous revegitation as an improvement for the 
gateway to Eltham. The new intersection is so ugly and badly designed that we need an inspriational avenue 
and entry to Eltham at this site.

108 Leave all the trees as they are. Too much damage has been done already.

109

Planting is not enough. We need a visible sculpture on the north side of Main Rd in the triangle at the corner of 
Falkiner St that speaks to or symbolises what Eltham represents. The existing stump denoted as a black spot in 
"B North" appears to be a coolamon carved tree and if confirmed I would object strongly "in a possible sculpture 
being made from it". I would expect that Wurundjeri people have input to this whole project. I would suggest that 
this carved tree should be recognised and become the basis for the design of all items intended to compliment 
the natural environment. Concentric circles are indigenous symbols meaning a place to settle, a camping place. 
I envisage a rusty iron sculpture of concentric rings symbolising life here over the ages to the present meaning a 
welcoming family oriented community. The elevated grassed area in "B North" could then become a garden of 
tree sculptures in a part circle illustrating the history of Eltham with space for future additions. In that way the 
gateway becomes a living entity.

110
I am so pleased that you are working with Vicki Ward and MRPV on this project. Vicki was talking about this 
idea from the beginning of the Roundabout project. Whilst community groups were still debating the design of 
the intersection she was trying to garner support for this idea. It is terrific that Nillumbik have got onboard to 
make this happen.

117 More native trees to be planted

120
I object to the criteria being used for tree removal throughout the project. Dead trees are important habitat and 
should only be removed if they cannot be made safe (ie prune them and leave the main stump with hollows for 
habitat).

121 less tarmac and concrete is good - the major road project is a disaster - I think of this project every time Dan 
Andrews extends the "state of disaster" declaration to support public health orders

124 Perhaps go for seasonal colour in species.

126 It would be preferable to re-work the bus stop so that a stopped bus doesn't block one of the two lanes. Also 
some nice deciduous trees would be preferred over eucalyptus.

127 Looks good to me

128 I’m pleased the long standing Florist is being allowed to continue trading from the same place

130 I would need to see a detailed landscaping plan to comment
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Question 
Number QUESTION 16

Response No. Any comments on Area B? These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

132

This is obviously a secondary area due, in part, to the lease to florist & associated parking. I do feel this does 
not lend itself to the best design for the area - causes fractured planting visibly & physically & will look out of 
place in thie premium area as a gateway into Eltham. I have long wondered how this lease occurs & why it has 
been allowed to exist for so long, how much they pay, how they get their electricity etc. I also feel that their need 
to make a living should not be held above the plans a council has in a chance of a generation to achieve the 
look we want for Eltham for the next 10 years or so. Difficult to bring it into the plan at a later date. Additionally I 
think the allocation of parking space if way too generous! There are usually only a couple of cars in the area at 
most times. This lease size, if it must be honoured, needs to be justified on more grounds than the fact it assists 
their business! Is the amount they pay for the lease commensurate with a parking area more typical of medium 
sized business? If not, then they either need to pay the going rate or the number of places needs to be 
renegotiated. So ideally I would like to see a continuation of the planting in this area to include the floris/carpark 
area, perhaps with a small scale commercial lease area for a coffee cart, food van or similar.

71
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Attachments - 349 

Question 
Number QUESTION 17

Response No. Any comments on Area C? These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

1 Same as for Area B.

3 This looks like a very good site for proposed artwork

4 Revegetation of indigenous plants is of paramount importance. Again the plan is too contrived and doesn't 
allow for natural habitat.

5
I am very keen on a sizeable sculpture, but it must be beautiful. I would really like for the public to be able to 
vote on possible designs. Please consider local metal sculptor Tim Read. I think it is should reflect something 
typically Eltham, maybe the copper butterfly...

6
Unfortunately there is no wow factor with the conceptual drawings and the area will look very similar to what is 
already there. The money needs to be spent on the bridge going over the Diamond Creek. This bridge should 
be the focal point to Eltham’s Gateway.

8 As much planting of indigenous canopy trees and shrubs as possible. Low maintenance. A natural gateway to 
Eltham/Nillumbik.

11 Aboriginal art here please near the entrance with the Acknowledgement to land. Would be great to have the 
Local Aboriginee commissioned to create a piece for the entrance

12 Leave as is

13 Great place for graffiti

15 Area C is of major visual interest. It should have plantings to restore the presence of large eucalypts over the 
coming decades. It also has scope for visibly flowering understorey vegetation.

16
This area also seems fine, however if there is to a future sculpture I would argue that it needs to be a high 
quality commission and sympathetic to the surrounds. Eltham and Nillumbik has a proud and rich artistic 
culture and yet rarely does this translate well to the public art around the shire, particularly Eltham.

17 I think the plans for a sculpture in this area are excellent; it may also be possible to have a reference to the 
sculpture on the other side of the road. The sculpture should only be lit by unobtrusive lighting if at all.

18 I really like the use of “White Trunk Trees” as part of “The Gateway” and the inclusion of a “Major Piece of Art”

20 You guessed it….. more TREES!

21
As for area B, would be good to have a leafy green gateway to Eltham after that bare intersection. I applaud 
the idea of the Eltham Gateway project & appreciated the opportunity to speak with people at the pop - up 
session
in front of Eltham Lower Park on the Sunday morning - it was very helpful.

23
Please plant trees to replace this taken during the construction project. I'd rather retain the gum forest feel of 
entering Eltham rather than including a feature sculpture. If the latter goes ahead I would appreciate 
consultation of the actual sculpture to be erected.

24 It's unclear form this plan where this is located.

26
The art work selected should not only be a decision for art experts. Too many times artwork selected for the 
public is judged as quality art but is not considered enjoyable by the public.
Please show the public of Eltham the options and take note of their choice.

28 It's not clear where area C is located. I'd like to echo the need to incorporate nesting hollows, boxes and insect 
hotels within this space.
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Question 
Number QUESTION 17

Response No. Any comments on Area C? These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

29 I like the idea of a sculpture here

37 Structured colour and texture in the indigenous plantings with large rock boulders placed in a natural way to be 
viewed from the car driving past.

38
Area C may be the appropriate area for a sculpture and/or a structured meeting space and indigenous/ edible 
gardens, with pathway access. I encourage Council to have a detailed access evaluation undertaken of this 
total project, by an independent accredited access consultant, to ensure access opportunities are maximised 
for all users, including people with disabilities.

40
I'm concerned any removal of dead trees may remove or severely reduce nesting /breeding opportunities for 
birds/ mammals provided by the hollows in the trees. In the event that none of the dead trees can be retained 
for this purpose (of breeding sites) I would like assurances that suitable and sufficient nesting /breeding boxes 
will be provided so there is not a detrimental impact on our wildlife.

41 The art sculpture should be one that that says welcome to people and is the Eltham style

42
Plant trees and native vegetation and leave it as much as possible to appear a bush which is the original 
landscape of the area. This will be really a contribution and the real acknowledgment for Wurundjery people 
who would not be cutting trees to include a playground or a path.

45 An art sculpture that is natural in material use yet contemporary in form. We've seen enough carvings of birds 
and koalas to last a lifetime. Think JB Blunk, Mono-Ha – be more ambitious.

47 This is the most appropriate area to include some artwork with a theme influenced by Aboriginal history/culture, 
also potentially using the wood from the lopped cypress pines, and more seating.

49 Until the house and the boring car park and temporary florist tent are removed from the Gateway it wont 
improve

54 have you considered fire resistant species for the future

56 I would like to see a scultpture using large basalt rock / timber and steel. more Eltham like

59 native gardens to compliment the sculpture

62 Love moving the fire warning sign and putting art there

63 This are could have low growing grasses that attract insect and birds beneath the Art sculpture

65 Would like seating added here too

66 Retain all the vegetation and add more trees to replace the destruction of the original gateway

67 Indigenous artwork is a good idea here together with signage honouring our indigenous heritage

69
Prefer bush trees than sculpture
Again putting man first
Let’s put trees and fauna first
Animals can’t reside in sculpture
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Question 
Number QUESTION 17

Response No. Any comments on Area C? These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

74 Art sculpture to be large and some sort of rushed metal. An additional wooden piece by Leigh would also be 
nice.

77 As per Area B

78
If Area C is the favoured site for a major art installation, it should be a civil/civic collaboration, not the vision of 
an individual artist. A good example of such is 'Seeds Of Change' 
https://www.wyndham.vic.gov.au/venues/seeds-change-2004-designerthompson-berrill-landscape-architects

80 I am relatively happy with the plan of Area C, with more tree plantings and a simple sculpture.

81 Hope you get some good designs for the proposed art sculpture

84 I would strongly encourage an indigenous public artwork that can educate the community and make the 
entrance to Eltham welcoming for First Nations peoples.

86 Area C also requires far more planting.

88 Why would a Piece of Art (I assume meant to be looked at) be positioned at a point in the road where traffic is 
merging? This is point where attention should be on the road environment not the surroundings.

89 Impossible to read. Too boring and empty. Flower Stall should remain. It is very popular with locals and 
travellers

91 Any sculpture needs a Wurundjeri theme... but I would like to respectfully explore with the Wurundjeri, if they 
would feel comfortable with a First-nations theme, in conjunction with a 'European' theme... a Culture Mix???

92 Fine

93 My suggestion for this site is to have subtle artwork including recognition local indigenous history/culture and 
indigenous flora & fauna.

94 No, as long as there is plenty of vegetation.

96 This would also be a lovely area to put some low-lying vegetation if plausible

98 Aboriginal art area, include native plants

99 This area is better suited for ‘human activity’ features such as some of those proposed for area A.

103 The more plants the better.

104 Again a 4G or 5G tower to increase signal strength here would be fantastic as local residents on this street.
Thank you for all your efforts with this masterplan, it looks amazing so far.

105 As with A.
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Question 
Number QUESTION 17

Response No. Any comments on Area C? These are all of the submitted, worded responses:

106
We don't need an art sculpture here - I would prefer a manna gum please. There is such a huge footprint on 
the
environment here with the road and existing footpaths - less is more.

108 Plant trees.

117 More native trees to be planted

119 I like the use of “white trunk” trees to create the visual effect of a gateway.

120
I object to the criteria being used for tree removal throughout the project. Dead trees are important habitat and 
should only
be removed if they cannot be made safe (ie prune them and leave the main stump with hollows for habitat).

121
lless tarmac and concrete is good - the major road project is a disaster - I think of this project every time Dan 
Andrews
extends the "state of disaster" declaration to support public health orders

124
Timeless' and accessible sculpture, and one that acknowledges the massive change posed by changing 
climate. Nods to
younger children.

127 Looks good to me

130 I would need to see a detailed landscaping plan to comment

132

Area C seems to be more typical of other road-side plantings by necessity. I think a prominant art work visible 
on entering
Eltham would be good - to set the tone. I would like to see something reference
sustainability/upcycling/repurposing...maybe something linking to Montsalvat heritage with large 
timbers/metal...could be
made with items from Montsalvat or Matcham Skipper's old place?

66
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CC: Southern Gateway Renewal Group

This master plan does not deliver a bushy or natural gateway; it is too manicured and encourages activity

on a sensitive riparian zone (Site A).

Please listen to community sentiment and focus on indigenous planting and enhancing passive bushland.

This will save you money and support the local wildlife / health of the creek.

It is unlikely drivers will stop to engage in the space and therefore the focus should be more on the

overall feel of the gateway as drivers pass through. We want to know we’ve come home and this means

more trees, less infrastructure.

Regards

Submission #1
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RE: Southern Gateway Renewal Group

I echo the sentiments of many people in Eltham, who believe the area is gradually losing its
unique bush feel. This gateway project is an opportunity to regenerate the landscape and give
people a reason to sigh with relief as they enter Nillumbik.

Looking over this proposed master plan, it’s clear that Site A is overdeveloped and does not
deliver a natural gateway. It also proposes too much activity on a sensitive riparian zone critical
to local wildlife.

I would rather see a focus on indigenous planting and passive bushland. This will lead to a
smaller budget required and more positive community feedback.

More vegetation, less infrastructure.

Regards

Submission #2
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RE: Southern Gateway Renewal Project

This gateway project is an opportunity to turn a new leaf for Nillumbik. The Community sees this as an
opportunity to reconnect with what has historically been a key part of Eltham’s identity - the natural
environment.

Let’s not overcomplicate things. The new gateway needs to retain as much existing canopy as possible -
notably what is indigenous to the area - and focus on new planting and informal bushscape. We won’t
want to pull over as we’re driving into town and walk around in circles.

Site A is a sensitive riparian zone and needs protecting. Invest the budget on revegetation and creek
restoration, not activity zones inappropriate for the site. If people want to play and congregate, they can
do so in the generous space provided by Eltham Lower Park.

I do hope Council seizes the opportunity to restore what people love about the area.

Regards

Submission #3
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ELTHAM GATEWAY PROPOSAL  

Submission from 29 July 2022. 

A single issue at this stage. The plan must be highly fire aware with plantings, given this is one of few 

late escape routes for fire evacuation from Eltham. 

No large trees near the roadway which could be blown across the road. No highly flammable lower 

storey plantings which if burning adjacent to the carriageway, would present a high radiant load to 

passing traffic. 

 

Unfortunately, the concept plan couldn’t be ‘blown up’ sufficiently on my computer screen to 

discern detail of plantings proposed. 

Submission #4
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We have reviewed the proposal for improvements in the area and are mostly OK with what has been 
proposed. 
 
Just one item concerns us – the placement of rocks  to 
“remove (the) ability to drive through here…”. 
 
This tract of land is occasionally used by various utility and council vehicles to access the park and 
utilities mains (gas) for maintenance and other purposes, often unloading their equipment at the 
flower seller’s lot, as well as the tractor which cuts the grass in the park. We are concerned that 
these vehicles would need to use driveway entrance from the Main Road, which is 
precarious at times with all lanes merging to a single land at that point or, worse, driving along the 
bitumen footpath.  
 
There are also several Telstra pits which require maintenance from time to 
time. The rock placement appears to be directly on these pits. 
 
I would also feel safer if vehicle access through this area was possible in the event of an emergency 

 
 
Whilst this track was abused on many occasions during the works at the roundabout by cars seeking 
to avoid the traffic delays, I can confirm that it is mostly used in a respectful manner. 
 
Your consideration of this matter is appreciated. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 

 
 

Submission #5
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31 July 2022 

To whom it may concern, 

Below is my feedback concerning the new Gateway entrance into Eltham: 

The community voiced through a survey that they would like Site A to be a 
green and a natural space of indigenous plants with a simple path and a few 
seats for passive enjoyment of a revegetated ecological sensitive part of the 
habitat link along the Diamond Creek. 

The concept design for site A looks to be much more structured than the 
community was looking for, reducing the environmental benefits of the habitat 
link close to the Diamond Creek. I envisaged a much more peaceful space that 
would be for quiet contemplation rather than an area encouraging larger 
gatherings, and likely displacing the animals that currently inhabit the area. It 
reminds me more of a nature playground, that kids will be riding bikes through. 
I would prefer to see the area less developed, and a place for quieter activities 
such as a stroll or bird watching. Any dead or dying trees that are deemed safe 
should remain in the area as a home for local wildlife. 

I would be happy to see edible indigenous plants in Area A, but I would like to 
see them in a much more unstructured way…not with an expensive spiral 
garden. Small signs to educate about the plants would be great, but a 
structured Wurundjeri garden isn’t what I would be looking for in Area A. 

I would be happy to see a fence that separates the bike path from Area A, 
however, the proposed fence looks to be extremely costly. I would be happy to 
see the pine trees that are to be removed, used in the fence or seating in Area A. 
I don’t believe log steppers/balance beams are necessary in Area A, as there are 
multiple playgrounds very close to this natural space.  

I don’t believe this space needs a meeting circle, with a quieter natural space 
preferred. 

I like the plans for both Area B and Area C. 

Yours sincerely, 

Submission #6
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Response to Eltham Gateway Project - Draft Conceptual Master Plan. 

 

The philosophy determining the approach to the three areas designated as the Southern 
Gateway Renewal Project is to create a sense of the entrance to Eltham as being the beginning of 
the Green Wedge. The essential parts of this are to replace the large numbers of canopy trees 
lost and to restore the continuous habitat link along the Diamond Creek corridor. 

Both of these objectives are best met by the use of indigenous plantings.  

It appears from the proposed design that the results of the survey (conducted by Vicky Ward 
MP) were not adequately conveyed to the designers within the Council brief. Almost 80% of the 
370 respondents indicated their preference for a natural revegetated Area A with minimal 
intrusive elements. There was no mention of formalised meeting circles, indigenous edible 
garden, formal looped spiral paths, fencing or stone seating. 

Area B should also be revegetated with indigenous plants of canopy trees and bushes; leaving 
the flower seller’s lease site as it is. 

Area C is the most appropriate to include some artwork with a theme influenced by Aboriginal 
history/culture, also potentially using the wood from the lopped cypress pines, and more 
seating. 

 

Overall Costs & Maintenance 

The project is to be one of low maintenance and low cost. The current proposal does not meet 
these criteria. The proposed landscaping appears to be costly; mowing between paths, fence 
posts, rocks and logs would be difficult and time consuming. So too would be constantly 
checking the deterioration of logs on the ground and stability of rocks. 

Further, a simple walking pathway towards simple spaced seating areas would suffice.  

The overall design as proposed is too artificial and contrived. 

 

respectfully suggests that the existing proposed design be amended to more closely 
reflect the wishes of the community. 

Submission #7



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 6. Eltham Gateway - Additional Submissions Received - Redacted 

 

Attachments - 360 

  

NILLUMBIK COUNCIL - ELTHAM GATEWAY PROJECT  
 

Submission/response  

August 2022 

 
 

 

TREES 

The character of Eltham is bound to the presence of mature, indigenous trees, a diverse understorey, and 
all life they sustain.  
 
Any proposed gateway must be protective of all the indigenous plants.  
 
The two-lane bridge must be protected and maintained as a two-lane bridge with its wonderful qualities; 
the bridge and the curving road that follows were carefully designed with the particular purpose of 
bringing about a change of pace, a slowing, calming entry into Eltham.  
 
The new gateway should be respectful and humble. It should embody the conservation qualities that 
residents value most – those that are also tied to Nillumbik being a Conservation Shire.  
Rather than create yet another structure imposing itself upon the landscape, a clever design will simply 
revegetate the areas that have been disturbed and/or neglected for too long, creating dynamic shape, 
contrast, flow, movement, colour, and more,  through the natural qualities of indigenous vegetation – from 
diverse groundcovers to tall trees.  
 
It is unreasonable to dig the earth, build structures, bring in resources from other places (destroying those 
places as well, and also going against Nillumbik’s Climate Emergency Declaration), when we can 
powerfully celebrate what is naturally occurring here, and which brings life and vitality to the area, 
creating health benefits for all.  

 
CONCERNS REGARDING COUNCIL’S ONLINE SURVEY 
The first question in the online survey asks, ‘In a few words what do you like most about the Eltham 
Gateway conceptual master plan?’  
This makes the assumption that a person filling out the survey actually likes at least one aspect of it. It is 
a leading question, and not great for receiving clear feedback from a community. It limits possible 
outcomes by offering prescriptive/pre-defined options. 
 
The same approach is applied to the second question asking people to rank in order of preference, 
‘Within Area A, which parts of the conceptual master plan appeal to you the most for you/your family?’.  
 
The list provided does not include natural bush/revegetation. We need an option that is respectful of THIS 
place, and the particular ecosystems/biodiversity.  

 
COMMUNITY VOICE – THE TREES SPEAK CLEARLY 
When the Eltham Roundabout/Fitzsimons lane roadworks were carried out, the community suffered a 
great loss. The distress was palpable within our community, and we were interested in enabling ways for 
people to express their feelings. We created the opportunity for people to drop letters off to various 
locations around Eltham. We received hundreds, and they were ALL dominated by the same sentiment: it 
is the TREES that we love, that create this place called home, that nourish our hearts, minds, friends, 
families, and the bustle of life in birds, insects, frogs, possums and so much more. 
 
Here are some examples of the many hundreds of letters received. These clearly describe the desire for 
trees and other indigenous vegetation to be the focus of the gateway: 
 

Submission #8
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I felt saddened & devastated as I drove towards our beloved roundabout on my way to work on Monday, 15th Feb 2021. The violent destruction of 
mature trees that have probably been home to birds, insects etc & sheltered us from the sun & of course welcomed myself & fellow residents home 
from work at the end of the day or any journey. When I have been to the city or other concrete destination, for example, like Footscray. When I see our 
special green gateway, our special roundabout with the cockatoos racing around the roundabout & among the trees, I felt refreshed & relieved to be 
back among the trees. But now all that life giving beauty has gone. I was dreading it as I neared the roundabout. I was shocked by the devastation, 
caused in a few hours to the green gateway. No more will I feel refreshed, relieved, & of course entertained by the cockatoos as I reach, home. I will be 
met by traffic lights & concrete. There will be no welcoming shade from the trees. It became a sterile, lifeless place in a matter of hours. That special 
place will be just a monstrous intersection like any other in Melbourne. All I have is memories. I mourn the loss of this beautiful place. I now dread that 
empty, lifeless place. It has also made me feel disillusioned by the illusion of democracy.  
- - -  
What can l do? Am so upset at the destruction of trees at roundabout. Heartbroken. Can we do anything to stop the further destruction of the lovely 
trees. Am now think of leaving Eltham after many years as this is just too much to endure. Thankyou for giving me the chance to have a say. 
Broken hearted.  
- - -  
It is very difficult to see how removal of the trees is defined as "essential work". While thousands of children suffered through further disruption to the 
new school year, many people's workplaces where shut, all of a sudden this work was urgent enough to carry out during a stage 4 lockdown? And risk 
the possibility of spreading COVID by the workers as there was little social distancing. (if the risk was high enough to shut down a city, it was high 
enough to defer non urgent works like this). Or was it specifically timed given the protest HAD to be cancelled on the Saturday and the council saw this 
as an opportunity to go ahead with cutting the trees before a protest could be held and further attention brought to this issue? Was this even within the 
rules of stage 4 lockdown? Surely this isn't classified as 'urgent' roadworks?  
- - -  
I'm scared to go to the roundabout and witness the scene of this sheer and unwarranted vandalism. I know this type of destruction is happening 
every minute somewhere across the globe. It’s all awful. Do they realise the implications of this desecration? Probably not.  
- - -  
Simply disgusting, but look our major parties don't care for the environment anymore and haven't for a long time. As a result i have voted informal 
Since 2014 in the lower house Federally and State. On climate change in Victoria we have a government that is putting in renewable solar and wind 
and now hydrogen but at the same time it is cutting down trees which store carbon. So therefore what is its policy on climate change? It does not have 
one. And offsets what a load of bullshit, Many animals are territorial do they think a Magpie can live in a new area? And besides the trees are 
seedlings, and due to our increasing hot days will they survive? And how much carbon do they have? This state is seeing neighbourhoods destroyed 
by the State Government's massive projects, and still we have traffic congestion. Some i agree with but most are just to big and unjsutifed. The excuse 
for this project is that it is unsafe, well once traffic builds up at Eastern End of Lower Park where the bridge over the Diamond Creek is where their will 
be two lanes will this be unsafe as well? More congestion and the answer is more roads. Warrandyte bridge thousands spent is still a bloody mess! To 
finish our members of parliament leave with good incomes and pensions we instead have to endure the mess and destruction of our living standards 
that they leave us. We don't get the pensions they get. Time their perks were reduced it has gone to far. The previous Labor member for the area 
cared so much for the suburb that he moved to the Macedon area. Will the current member do the same?  
- - -  
Bloody destructive and sad.
- - -  
This is environmental vandalism! There has been no genuine consultation; only the push-polling of the MRPV preferred solution, based on out of date 
data used for modelling which they refuse to make available to the community. This mindless bureaucracy touts numbers of interactions with the 
quality of "consultation". Genuine consultation means reaching common ground on the issues followed by co-development of the solution with the 
community and experts. The bias is in the name. For them, a more modest solution won't do - it must be a major roads project to justify it as theirs. 
- - -  
The roundabout is a dreadful project. So much money is being spent to destroy the very things that make Eltham and its environs special. It's a 
lovely gateway to the area with trees. It will look much more industrial - a loss of the very nature we need as COVID has demonstrated. Future 
generations will wonder why such vandalism was not only permitted but promoted. We will mourn the loss of those trees and the current amenity of 
the roundabout. 
- - -  
Devastating to see the destruction of our beautiful Eltham Gateway. When I first came to Eltham nearly 20 years ago, I was so captivated by the 
beautiful trees at the entrance to our suburb, that I decided I wanted to come and live here. So we did. For the past 18 years, driving past all the trees 
at the round about has always been a source of joy. So very sad to see the trees demolished. 
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Submission for Eltham Gateway Project (due 11.59pm, 7 August 
2022) 

 
I am a member of the Friends of Diamond Creek and the Friends of 
Edendale Farm, and have been actively involved in native vegetation 
regeneration projects for many years. I am also the convenor of a 
local climate group, Nillumbik Climate Action Team (NCAT). I have 
lived in Eltham for 33 years. 
 
Along with other community members, I provided feedback to the 
initial community consultation phase of the Eltham Gateway Project 
(survey conducted by Vicki Ward in 2021). This feedback from the 
community mostly supported some landscaping, structured planting 
and artwork on Sites B and C, but the majority preference for Site A 
was to avoid excessive structured intervention (apart from some 
paths and perhaps unobtrusive seating) and instead to undertake the 
ecological restoration of this area to allow indigenous vegetation to 
flourish, after the weeds and dead trees had been removed. 
 
In the current proposed plan, this has largely been ignored. A 
number of higher impact structures have now been proposed for this 
site, including an extensive pathway complex (looped pathway, spiral 
path), meeting circle, indigenous/edible garden, log 
steppers/balance logs, structured indigenous planting and 
steel/timber fencing. 
 
In a time of climate crisis, it is essential that we use opportunities like 
these to protect the environment from damaging climate impacts. 
The latest State of the Environment report has revealed that the 
environment is in dire straits due to the combined effects of climate, 
bushfires, land clearing (including logging), and ineffective 
government regulation and protection.  
 
The current project offers an opportunity to restore some of the 
damage done by earlier inappropriate planting, and years of neglect. 
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A resilient biodiverse ecosystem is the best bulwark against climate 
catastrophe. It is an opportunity to actively rehabilitate a degraded 
area in an environmentally sensitive, non-structured way, and by so 
doing encourage the return of some of the biodiversity that this part 
of Nillumbik once supported. The Diamond Creek is the main habitat 
link from the Yarra River to the Kinglake National Park. By 
regenerating the indigenous vegetation in this area and keeping 
human impact to a minimum, the movement of wildlife along the 
creek can be facilitated. 
 
For the above reasons, I am strongly in favour of the focus for Site A 
being away from human-based activities, and squarely on ecological 
restoration and revegetation, to enhance biodiversity and mitigate 
against climate damage. 
 

3095 
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Submission on “The Eltham Gateway Project” 

 

The “Eltham Gateway Project” demonstrates exceptional collaboration between Major Road 
Projects Victoria, Vicki Ward MP, the Southern Gateway Renewal Group and Nillumbik 
Council, who now offer this “Conceptual Draft Plan” for community feedback. Thank you for 
this opportunity. 

The Gateway Project offers a truly a great opportunity to give Eltham and Nillumbik a 
welcoming, renewed, green gateway and to affirm that Eltham and Nillumbik are indeed 
“leafy”.  It will be our legacy for the generations to come. 

We hope the Wurrundjeri elders been consulted about any historical and cultural 
significance of the sites of the “Gateway Areas” and about the design in general.  

 

GATEWAY PROJECT SITE A 

In the community survey of 2021, the words “nature/natural”, “vegetation”, 
“plants/planting”, “indigenous vegetation”, “bushy/bushland” and “trees” frequently 
recurred in survey responses to describe what people wanted at Site A.  These words reveal 
what the community felt was lost when trees were removed to make way for the new 
intersection at Fitzsimons Lane/Main Road. 

At the moment Site A looks vegetated and bushy from a distance, but we are told that two 
thirds of the plants there are weeds including woody weeds, suckering elm trees, and dead, 
dying and hazardous conifers.  The area is in need of restoration and planting. 

The “Conceptual Draft Master Plan” shows a great many options for Site A.  In fact it is very 
“busy” and does not have the simple plan and natural look that the survey results demand 
and we would prefer. 

Hard Landscaping on Site A 

We are concerned that there are too many “hard landscaping” options which will prove very 
expensive and divert most of the budget away from the planting of trees and indigenous 
vegetation. 

The area will look bare and hard landscaping will look prominent in the interval after the 
area is weeded and the old trees removed.  So there is even more reason to keep it simple 

Submission #10



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 6. Eltham Gateway - Additional Submissions Received - Redacted 

 

Attachments - 372 

  

and only include essential hard landscaping.  Information signs using QR codes to link with 
“Progress on the Gateway Project” would be useful on Site A 

• We query using so many basalt rocks and rock seating instead of wooden seats (with 
backs). 

• We would prefer a looped gravel pathway, without a spiral, which should extend as 
far as possible towards the road bridge over the Diamond Creek before returning to 
the entrance near to Eltham Lower Park’s Main Road carpark.  The path should keep 
well clear of the shared path along Main Road. 

• The fence running parallel to the shared path along Main Road is unnecessary, and 
sends a message of “Keep Out” rather than “Welcome”. 

• On the other hand, we recommend some fencing along the top of the banks of the 
Diamond Creek where they are hazardous: to protect the public from tumbling 
down, and also to protect the banks from erosion. 

• Site A would be a good meeting place for small groups, with pairs of seats (with 
backs) angled towards each other – as shown at the top of the circular pathway on 
the plan.  We believe that traffic noise would make it too noisy for larger groups to 
communicate so would discard the gathering space idea. 

• One or two signs to help people identify the plants in Site A would make walks more 
enjoyable.  Rather than individual signs next to each featured plant, use larger signs 
saying “Look out for: …” with photographs of a number of plants that are on site, 
and a QR code to more information.  How about using a miniature sketch of the 
artwork/sculpture as a logo for the “Gateway Renewal” on the signs? 

• We suggest any stepping and balancing logs should be well away from the road.   
Too many logs and stumps make the space look cluttered. 

• We support the use of board walks to allow for drainage of the boggy areas, 
especially near the rain garden (a welcome element).  Board walks enhance amenity.  

• We prefer seating with backs, and this was the preference shown in the survey. 

Planting on Site A 

• Prickly wattles like Acacia genistifolia, or Acacia brownii  could be used to keep 
people away from Main Road and also to form barriers to the steep banks of the 
creek. 

• There are many indigenous wattles which would make a colourful addition to the 
plant selection. 

• We assume that sedges and other water-loving plants such as Prostanthera 
lasianthos would feature in the Rain Garden. 

• We like the idea of the Allocasuarina littoralis forest – a nice reference to the 
conifers that were once on this site. 

• Mixing edible food plants with other planting along the pathway will be more natural 
than having a designated “edible food garden”. 

• The very general headings like “white trunked trees”, “black trunked trees” and 
“structured indigenous planting” make it very hard for us to provide feedback! 
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GATEWAY PROJECT SITE B 

The survey results proposed there be less landscaping here than at Site A.  The conceptual 
plan reflects this in the main, although trees could be planted parallel to Falkiner Street as a 
backdrop to the carpark and the flower seller’s stall. 

Hard landscaping 

• The rocks close to the asphalt shared path parallel to Main Road at Site B South 
appear to be dangerously close to the path.  Are they necessary? 

• Could the embankment at B North be retained by a mix of rocks and cut logs from 
Site A? 

 

GATEWAY PROJECT SITE C NORTH 

This is an excellent site for a sculpture, providing that the CFA sign is removed to another 
location. 

 

ELTHAM LOWER PARK 

Nillumbik Council’s Agenda (12 July) “Planning and Consultation” PCC.027/22 Concept Plan 
for Eltham Gateway Open Space referred to Eltham Lower Park in the following clause: 

“In conjunction and aligned with this concept [ie the Eltham Gateway Project] Nillumbik has 
hazardous tree management and replanting work planned to be undertaken within Eltham 
Lower Park.” 

In December 2018 a number of conifers were removed from the “Council Managed Land” at 
the front of the park.  The area has remained fallow since then.  By now the pH balance of 
the soil, and issues with ground water draw-up should have settled in that area.  

strongly recommend that it is revegetated as a priority in the next 
planting season.  The community need to see Council’s promise of replanting work in the 
park made real, especially since a further nine trees are to be removed from the front of the 
park “in conjunction with this concept.” 

 

5 August 2022 
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Eltham Gateway Project Response 

 

Initially I was just going to respond via the survey, but after attending one of the Pop-up information 
sessions I felt that more could be achieved by writing a submission. 
 
 
To start by responding in a survey-styled format……. 
 
Area A comments 
To include a spiral path would make the area appear cluttered with too many paths and not enough 
plants.  This could be a problem in regard to upkeep of the area.  The log steppers and balance logs 
seem unnecessary and/or dangerous.  There are already a number of play areas for children in the 
park.  The proposed inclusion of teepees (indigenous American style?) and sculptured play items also 
seem to be an overabundance of structured child play areas rather than just letting children explore.  
The looped path, meeting circle, and seating are all positive ideas.  Perhaps some of the legacy 
carvings could be a tribute to the “Pioneer Pines” that would be destroyed as part of this proposed 
development.  These pines were planted in around 1910 when the government proclaimed the land 
as a public park at the request (in 1876) of the Eltham Shire Council. 
 
Area B comments  
What is not shown on the plans for this area is the vehicle “shortcut” from Falkiner Street through the 

florist parking area to Main Road.  A drain culvert and bitumen driveway has been installed in Falkiner 
Street and, during peak traffic times, drivers will cut through the car park to exit onto Main Road near 
the bus stop rather than waiting at the Falkiner/Main Road intersection.  This should be blocked at 
Falkiner Street for safety reasons, perhaps in the same style of rock work and planting in the rest of 
that area.  The double tree stump that is marked as “existing stump, possible sculpture made from it” 

could be carved to pay tribute to the area pioneers and show an image of the Eltham Park Tea 
Rooms that used to be located in that area.  A carving would be less likely to be vandalized than a 
timber sculpture.  
 
 
To ramble on a bit more....... 
 
My history in relation to the park goes back to the mid 60’s when as a 7 year old I was taken by my 
parents to what was then classed as “the country” and went to the park to enjoy the miniature railway.  
I remember being so impressed by the silence when the train went under the pine trees that I later 
absconded from the care of my mother to seek out the trees.  The branches in those days were close 
to the ground and I vividly remember crawling under those branches and into a magical world.  I felt 
that, if I was quiet enough, magic would happen.  So I sat, and I listened to the trees for awhile.  
Some years later, in 1981, I moved into my home in   
I am still in that home, and I still sit under the trees and wait for the magic to happen.  I still listen.  So, 
am I an ageing tree-hugging hippy?  You betcha!  A person who cares about wildlife?  That also.  
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In 1927 “The Advertiser” newspaper described the park, including “the large pine trees growing there 

(giving) grateful shelter from the heat of the sun, besides adding greatly to the beauty of the 
surroundings.”  In the 1950’s the park attracted 3,000 visitors for the Easter Gymkhana, dog 

competition and goat show.  Imagine the relief of the contestants in the 1965 Miss Eltham Show Girl 
as they reached the shade of the pines after walking (in high heels) from Eltham township to the park 
for judging (hopefully not alongside the goats!). 
 
Eltham has commemorated the losses in the 1914-18 war by planting over 100 non-indigenous trees 
in the heritage listed Avenue of Honour in Main Road.  There were protests in 1944 over the removal 
of pine trees from Eltham Cemetery.  The Shillingaw pencil pines still stand at their original site.  The 
pines at Eltham Lower Park were planted at the turn of last century by Eltham pioneers.  
Acknowledging and respecting the traditional owners of the land is essential – many councils are 
doing so.  Could we be a little different, a little unique, and acknowledge the pioneers of the area as 
well?  Perhaps establish a living history in some form?  Could we also pay tribute to our pioneers by 
retaining some of the pioneer pines at the park?  
 
The proposal talks of “rehabilitating and enhancing areas on both sides of Main Road…….and is a 

response to the construction of the new intersection at Fitzsimons Lane”  Prior to the construction of 

the new intersection, I could see the roundabout trees from my bedroom window.  I mourn their loss.  
It seems that the proposed plan is compensating for the loss of mature trees ……. by removing more 
mature trees.  Yes, some of the pines are dead.  It was stated that the rest are “at the end of their 

life”.  Enlightened communities revere old trees.  These trees have heritage value, create habitat, 
provide nesting hollows, filter traffic noise and pollution and form a cooling gateway to our park and 
local area. What has also not been considered is that these pines are part of the aerial pathway for 
wildlife.  Remove them and we run the risk of wildlife being killed by the large fox population in the 
area.  The pines are also a source of food for native insectivores.  Surely a good proportion of the 
pines can be retained, even to act as interim “nursemaid trees” for the small native saplings to be 

planted.  You can’t attach possum boxes to saplings, nor can wildlife use saplings as aerial pathways.  

Artificial aerial pathways, such as the one over Wattletree Road bridge, need to be provided if a 
significant number of trees are felled.  
 
The proposal also talks of “revegetating underutilized roadside areas”.  The area described as “sub 

area A” is currently well populated with blackberries, wandering jew/spiderwort and periwinkle – 
especially near the imaginatively named Eltham Park Drain area.  During a recent walk in Alistair 
Knox Park these same weeds are enjoying themselves in the nether regions of that park.  A lack of 
maintenance is contributing to the scruffy appearance and underutilized roadside areas of the 
Gateway and our parks.  Will the completed project be adequately maintained? 
 
I imagine the future, if this proposal goes ahead in its entirety, would be something like this….. 
Instead of trains traveling under the silence of the pines with small voices saying “look, mummy, a 

bird” we could hear “look, mummy, half a possum”.  We will also need to change the sign at Pine 

Creek Station…perhaps to The Station Formally Known for Pines.   
 
I also feel that, as I could also be considered to be near the end of my life, it would not be wise for me 
to open my door to some council members.  Especially if they are toting chainsaws.  
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Conceptual Plan for 

the Gateway Project.  

 

Area A 

The idea of a circular pathway is a good one but I envisage a slightly different 

circle. I believe the pathway should extend as far as possible towards the road 

bridge over the creek taking into consideration the precipitous nature of the 

creek bank on the approach to the bridge.  This would enable walkers to 

wander through a pleasant, revegetated area before rejoining the bitumen 

footpath and making their way back towards the Eltham township.  It would 

also allow those who had parked their cars to walk back along the footpath 

and gain a different view of the revegetation.  There is already a similar much-

used pathway in the park where people diverge from the bitumen footpath 

near the railway sheds and remerge near the Pony Club fence line having 

wandered through 300 metres of natural vegetation. 

 I query the use of too much hard landscaping as the responses to the 

survey showed that people wanted the area to be kept as natural as 

possible.   

 The basalt rocks are not in keeping with the area and do not fit with the 

requests from respondents for wooden seats with backs.  

 The meeting circle with its carved stone seat seems to be a fairly 

expensive piece of hard landscaping and also, as mentioned above, does 

not provide seats with backs as requested by Eltham residents. 

 The fence beside the bitumen footpath gives the appearance of fencing 

off the area and certainly does not give a welcoming feel. Given the 

request by respondents for a green, leafy approach to Eltham, prickly 

plants such as Bursaria spinosa, Acacia verticillata, Acacia genistifolia and 

Acacia brownii could be dotted about instead to provide a barrier along 

the bitumen footpath. 

 The carved tree stumps could appear rather kitsch but the use of logs for 

steppers and balance would be great for children. 

 Edible food plants with informative signage could be spread out along 

the pathway rather than in a spiral which seems rather contrived. 
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 The boardwalk leading to a rain garden is a lovely idea. I assume that 

sedges and other moisture-loving plants such as Prostanthera lasianthos 

would feature here. 

 The idea of the Allocasuarina littoralis forest echoing the conifers which 

will mostly be removed, would create a pleasant area. 

 But more information on the names of the plants to be used in the 

structured indigenous planting would be useful. 

 

Areas B and C 

 Names of the eucalypt species to be used in the white trunk planting and 

those to be used in black trunk planting would better enable the 

community to make informed comments. 

 The current profusion of wattles coming into flower encourages me to 

make a plea for the inclusion of some of Nillumbik’s many wattles in the 

planting scheme 

 The flower seller’s leased area appears to be just as bald and uninviting 

as it currently is.  Would it not be possible to squeeze in a few trees 

along Falkiner Street while still allowing truck access?  (Subject to 

leaseholder and Melbourne Water approval, of course.)  
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From:
To: Nillumbik
Subject: Entrance to Eltham
Date: Tuesday, 16 August 2022 4:45:55 PM
Attachments:

Dear Council,
 
I am a resident living  and would like to comment
on the entrance to Eltham.
I am sorry I didn’t reply to your survey but I was away and only read it on my
return.   I am quite concerned
about the plans for the entrance.  We live a few doors from the parking area behind
Eltham Primary and
have to contend with this every time we walk towards Eltham.  I have witnessed
three incidents, one
involved a women who just missed being hit by a gum tree branch, another an elderly
lady tripped up
the concrete slab at the entrance to the school but managed to grab the gate – the edge
of the concrete
was covered by leaves which prevented her from seeing the ragged concrete.  I now
remove the leaves
to make sure people can see it.  Another problem is the huge gum tree that loses
bark constantly.
I have removed this often because there is an elderly gentleman who has a mobile
chair and he has
great difficulty circumnavigating the debris from this giant of a tree.  The car park
itself needs work.
I am enclosing photographs taken today after the rain.  People dropping their
children off at school
use this car park every day and again at night to pick up.  The school is also used
for other occasions
by many people – an example is election time.  Not a good look for our lovely
community. 
As you turn the corner into Eltham our curb appeal is appalling.  The embankment
behind the
School is a perfect backdrop for a tiered garden with natives to attract our wonderful
bird life.
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A few autumn trees there for colour would look amazing.  They need not be big and
please, no more
gum trees dropping their branches on the cars and visitors to the school.  Gum trees
are fine for
large open spaces but definitely not a car park.  I did complain recently about the
footpath and
gutters.  The gutters are full of mud growing grass and the footpath could not be seen.
The bridge curbs are a mess.  I complained about the footpath and you responded,
great.
A lovely man from your council has cleaned the path so that we can now actually see
it, but in time
it will go back to what it was because nothing has been done to stop the mud.  The
area needs topdressing
with something sensible.  You are going to spend a lot of money on the entrance to
Eltham which will
be admired by many I am sure, but how about doing something for the rate payers. 
We actually
use these areas every day and we would like to see some action on this car parking
area.  It is a
great asset to the school to relieve some of the congestion at the main entrances and
also a
bonus for the ratepayers who can use it for visitors coming to our area, as we seem to
be getting
quite a few units with limited car spacing.  Many people walk their dogs on our
wonderful
walking tracks and many walk to the traffic lights near the school to cross the road,
so this
footpath is in daily use.  Please consider this area when planning the improvements.
 
Yours sincerely,
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1

From:
Sent: Tuesday, 19 July 2022 4:38 PM
To:
Subject: eltham Gateway restoration

Thank you for the chance to comment on this important matter. 
 
We would like restoration of the 'bush', no built form except for some seating, and regular maintenance to 
collect rubbish and eliminate weeds. 
Everyone felt the peace as they passed the lovely stand of white trunked eucalypts in the centre of the 
roundabout.  Restoration of this cant be done, so planting of native trees where possible  
may help compensate for the loss we have felt. 
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1

From:
Sent: Tuesday, 19 July 2022 4:58 PM
To:
Subject: Eltham gateway project (mobile reception consideration)

Hi   
 
My partner and I have submitted ideas for this proposed project and we love the plans thus far.  
 
We live on and are very supportive of a refresh of that area.  
 
One consideration we're unsure where to best direct is about the very poor mobile reception. This extends 
along Souter, through the gateway project area and into Barak Bushands. We speak specifically of 4G and 
5G data access. Sitting in Barak Bushlands I am barely able to listen to my streamed audiobook let alone 
browse a website or catch up on footy highlights.  
 
For such an affluent and populated area this is quite poor service provision. Perhaps a few years ago I would 
have said 'first world problem', but really this high speed access is becoming a bare minimum requirement. 
The nearest towers are a long way off. Down in Templestowe and up in Eltham town if I recall. Another 
behind the hill near the Bolton St shops creating a dead zone.  
 
I wonder if as part of the works we can engage telcos to install a subtle tower for provision of this service to 
this very well used area?  
 
Appreciate your consideration.  
 
Regards  
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1

From:
Sent: Wednesday, 20 July 2022 1:01 AM
To:
Subject: Eltham Gateway

To all, 
I was opposed to the removal of the roundabout, and the tree removal was disgusting. 
Both in execution and its timing that miraculously matched lockdowns, thus preventing opposition to the works. 
We need to keep Eltham’s gateway as natural as possible. 
 
Let us not forget that Vicki Ward is Transport Secretary and, as such, if the proposals to the mitigation of the insult 
to Eltham that we see are not respected, then we cannot accept that our MP is doing anything other than negatively 
impacting her own electorate. 
I know I will not be supporting her as I have in the past. 
 
We need the maximisation of natural content in the new “Airport” environment. 
 
Maybe when the new link is in place we can also grass over the excess concrete that the link will highlight. 
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SUBMISSION TO NILLUMBIK SHIRE COUNCIL ON THE ELTHAM 
GATWEWAY PROJECT 

To: Nillumbik Shire Council (Attention: Participate Nillumbik and Rowena Cairns) 

By email: nillumbik@nillumbik.vic.gov.au 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER: 

Name: 

Contact details:  

 - Postal address:

 - Email address:

SUBMISSION 

I have not completed the survey on Participate Nillumbik because I felt that the questions were, in 
many cases, too restrictive and also required a response to something that was not explained in 
sufficient detail, such as " Structured indigenous planting". However, to facilitate comparing my 
comments with the survey questions, I have taken the basic premise of each question and 
commented on these as set out below. 

I have attached a draft concept plan that I drew as a talking point when SGRG had initial discussions 
with Vicki Ward and representatives of Major Road Projects Victoria in relation to creating a new 
gateway to Eltham to replace the former treed roundabout at the intersection of Fitzsimons Lane and 
Main Road. One idea that Vicki proposed was to create a "yarning circle" and my concept plan 
(Sketch) took up that idea. The Sketch is not to scale and has no particular merit. I have attached it 
because it ties in with the old adage that "A picture is worth a thousand words" and enables me to 
explain parts of my submission by reference to the Sketch. 

What do you like most about the Eltham Gateway Conceptual Master Plan (in a few 
words)? 

It will hopefully rehabilitate an area that is overgrown and full of weeds (Area A) and create 
somewhere that clearly indicates, by appropriate planting in Areas B and C, that you are entering 
Eltham's treed environment.  

AREA A 

1. Within Area A, which parts of the conceptual master plan appeal to you the most? (Instead of 
ranking these in my order of preference I have inserted comments in brackets after each item and 
expanded on these in my Comments on Q1 below.) 

Looped Pathway (reduce to one or two shorter paths within the Degraded Area (as defined 
below)) 

Meeting Circle (enlarge and change seating type) 

Spiral Path (remove) 

Seating (this should be the "bench seating" shown in a photograph on the right hand side of 
the Master plan (as defined below)) 
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Indigenous/edible garden (reduce size and put edible plants beside a path as explained at 
b) below) 

Log steppers/balance logs (OK in the circumstances set out in d) below. However, if it is 
necessary to scale back the concept owing to budgetary constraints and I had to list my 
preferences, this would be close to the bottom of that list.) 

The Structured indigenous planting (I am not sure what this means. The Degraded Area 
requires planting and this should be mainly with local indigenous plants. However, the Native 
Area (as defined below) should be left untouched, except to remove weeds and invasive 
plants, and returned to as natural a state as is feasible.)  

Mix of steel/timber fence (remove or retain only where essential for safety reasons - see e) 
and d) below.) 

COMMENT ON Q1. 

The original concept was to preserve as much as possible of the native habitat and remove the 
invasive plants and weeds. This area would then consist of indigenous plants such as native grasses 
and Dichondra. Other mid storey plants that were already growing in that area were to be retained 
unless there was a good reason to remove them and perhaps plant replacements in a better location. 
The part of Area A envisaged by this concept corresponds generally with the area identified as 
"revegetation Indigenous natural planting" on the Conceptual Draft Plan by Indigenous Design on the 
Participate Nillumbik webpage (Master plan). However, the description of "revegetation Indigenous 
natural planting" suggests that this part of Area A may be subject to more human intervention than 
was originally considered. Hopefully this is not the case and only minimal intervention will take place 
in order to rehabilitate the majority of Area A. 

Despite the above, it was recognised that the part of Area A close to the drain where there are several 
pine trees and elms that have suckered was very degraded and full of weeds (Degraded Area). As 
this needed major remedial works, the concept was to create an area that could be landscaped 
according to the preference of the local community. One possible use was as a yarning circle and I 
expanded on this idea in the Sketch. 

The loop path, spiral with edible garden and meeting circle seem to potentially cover an area greater 
than the Degraded Area. If this is correct I would like to see the landscaping component of the Master 
plan scaled back so it only sits within the Degraded Area. 

I also feel that the following elements of the Master Plan do not reflect the original concept or the 
results of Vicki Ward's community survey about what people would like to see in Areas A, B, and C: 

a) the loop path.  

Some people have expressed a preference for a single path leading into the Degraded Area 
so as to minimise disturbance of the parts of Area A that are outside the Degraded Area 
(Native Area). This could be in the form of a short path from the "existing bitumen pathway" 
shown on the Master plan positioned roughly opposite the bus stop. Alternatively, there could 
be two short paths going in and out of the Degraded Area in a similar way to the "new paths" 
marked 1) and 2) in the Sketch. 

b) the spiral and the edible garden.  

I don't see the point of having a spiral path that leads nowhere and seems likely to be costly 
to maintain. Also, the edible garden seems to cover a very large area. I query whether there 
are enough different types of edible indigenous plants to fill this area. I would prefer there to 
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be edible plants in a smaller area set beside a path such as the loop path or its replacement. 
This edible plant area should contain signs that describe and name the edible plants and 
explain how they were used by the Wurrundjeri, as seems to be envisaged by the reference 
to "edible garden with informative signage" on the Master plan. 

c) the meeting circle.  

I like the idea of a meeting circle but wonder if it could be larger if the spiral is removed. The 
concept of a circle in the Sketch is of an area that is large enough to contain seating and be 
accessible to both wheelchairs and prams. The seating is spaced. I think that the idea of a 
"curved stone seat" on the Master plan is misconceived because Covid is now endemic and 
all seating should be socially distanced. Also, the respondents to Vicki Ward's survey 
expressed a preference for seating made of wood (including plastic wood), with a back. 
Therefore, bench seating should be used throughout, in which case the rocks at the entrance 
to the meeting circle that also seem to offer potential seating could be removed. 

The meeting circle could be transformed into a garden where people could sit quietly to read 
or meet others. The Sketch envisaged that the circle would be surrounded by a small 
embankment with mudstone rocks (as mudstone, particularly the yellow form, looks more like 
Eltham shale) and native plants. Although the plants should mainly be local indigenous plants, 
some other plants native to Victoria could also be used, for example, some more attractive 
Grevilleas are not indigenous to Nillumbik.  

A garden that uses water-wise plants that attract birds and insects could be used as a means 
of encouraging locals to use such plants in their own gardens in preference to exotic plants. 
Planting to provide a variety of shapes and lots of colour would be more likely to inspire 
people.  

The Sketch refers to both a medium plant zone and a small plant zone. The medium plants 
could be Correas, Pimeleas and Grevilleas and the small plants could range from medium to 
low height species of grasses (like Microlaena), Dianella, button everlastings and straw 
daisies to ground covers such as Brachyscome and Kennedia prostrata.  

At the back of the circle, to screen it from the drain (and possibly also as screening from the 
sight and sound of Main Rd without making the circle dangerously secluded), Rio/REO mesh 
could be used as a frame for native climbers, such as those listed on the Sketch, and is 
comparatively cheap. 

I believe that all the plants listed above are available as tube stock from Edendale, with the 
possible exception of some of the more attractive Grevilleas. 

I assume from looking at the "carved tree stump" noted on the Master plan at the start of the 
spiral path, that the meeting circle is quite close to the drain. I think the circle should be 
moved slightly closer to the road if this would be a safer distance from the drain. 

d) log steppers/balance logs.  

If there is general support for having these in the southern part of Area A, as shown on the 
Master plan, as a natural play area for children and Council does not have any concerns 
regarding their safety, I have no objection to these being included in the Master plan 
(particularly if they re-use timber from the removed pine trees). 

This could be a location where fencing is actually needed to keep children from straying into 
the path of oncoming cyclists or onto Main Rd. 
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e) mix of steel/timber fence.  

I do not see why a fence is needed next to the existing bitumen pathway. This seems likely to 
be expensive in terms of both its construction and the ongoing maintenance of the area next 
to it (because you cannot mow right up to a fence). If it is required for safety reasons, I hope 
that its length can be drastically reduced and it can be built from some of the timber from the 
pine trees referred to in question 6.  

The photos on the right hand side of the Master plan in the second line from the top have a 
fence that seems to contain sections of blue and yellow glass. I do not think that this is 
reflective of Eltham and would prefer a wooden fence. If the fence is to be metal, it should be 
in the style of the decorative fencing in Eltham Town Centre or as shown in the attached 
photo of some basic metal safety fencing at the edge of the reserve in Grove St opposite the 
Eltham East Primary School that has been made much more attractive by growing 
Hardenbergia on it. 

2. Area A proposes a looped circuit path - do you prefer this or a north/south linear path or 
other? 

See 1 a) 

3. Would you like to include an indigenous (Wurundjeri) garden? 

I think that the use of local indigenous plants establishes a sufficient connection to the Wurrundjeri. 
However, the edible garden that I would like to be scaled back, as explained at 1b), would be a good 
way of providing more information about the traditional way of life of the Wurrundjeri. 

4. Would you like the meeting circle with seating types to be included in the final design? 

Yes. See 1c). 

5. Would you like the proposed steel and mixed timber fence along Main Rd to be part of the 
final design? 

No, except as explained at 1e). 

6. Should re-used timber (from the removed pine trees) be included in the final plan and used 
for a combination of log steppers, balance beams, tee pees and sculptured play items? 

I favour the re-use of timber from these pine trees but not necessarily for these uses. I understand 
that this timber could be used for fencing and boardwalks. Please also see 1d). 

7. Should the stumps of the two Cypress pine trees to be removed be re-purposed in situ as 
legacy carvings, seats or other items? 

Yes. I would like to see carvings reflective of the local flora and fauna. The Fairy Tree in the Fitzroy 
Gardens includes a kookaburra, reptiles and native animals. Something similar that includes only flora 
and fauna found in Nillumbik could be appropriate. 

OTHER COMMENTS ON AREA A 

I think that there needs to be some form of fence or other barrier next to the drain and the Diamond 
Creek to prevent people from going too close to the edge. However, there needs to be enough room 
between the fence and the banks to allow weeds to be safely controlled along those banks. 



 
PCC.029/22 Response to public consultation for the Eltham Gateway project 
Attachment 6. Eltham Gateway - Additional Submissions Received - Redacted 

 

Attachments - 388 

  

5 
 

There are a lot of rocks that seem to be located amongst grass. If this is the case, the rocks should 
not be placed in these locations because it is both awkward and expensive to trim grass around 
rocks. Rocks should be confined to embankments where they are needed to provide stability and can 
be surrounded by plants and mulch, not grass.  

I also query why the rocks are basalt, as I believe that these are usually black or dark grey in colour 
and are not found locally. See my comment re mudstone at 1c). 

COMMENTS ON AREA B 

Generally I like the idea of landscaping to make this area more attractive. I have two reservations as 
follows: 

1. I query if some of the rocks are on a flat, grassed  area and will be difficult to maintain as 
referred to in my comments on Area A. 

2. I note that Area B south is to have "low strappy Indigenous planting, tolerating boggy 
conditions. This is quite understandable but I hope that the planting will not be limited to a 
single plant species (as seems to have happened with a lot of local planting of Lomandra). I 
would like to see a wide variety of plants with lots of colour, as explained at 1c), where such 
plants are suited to the conditions in Area B. Planting that is more eye-catching will hopefully 
encourage locals to use similar designs and plants in their gardens. Several months ago I 
visited the Ivanhoe Library and was impressed with the landscaping at the front of the 
building. 

COMMENTS ON AREA C 

I like the idea of white trunked eucalypts and the future sculpture in Area C north.  

Regarding the sculpture, one of my favourite local art works is "The Fences Act" at Edendale. I often 
show it to my visitors and they all love it. Something like this would reflect the preference expressed in 
Vicki Ward's survey primarily for wood and then metal, steel or iron. However, I also note that the 
main preference of respondents was for art influenced by indigenous history and representing local 
flora and fauna. 

OVERALL COMMENTS 

Although my above comments appear largely critical, I would like to say that I very much welcome 
Council's involvement in this project and willingness to create a new gateway to Eltham and Nillumbik 
that the community can be proud of. My hope is that this will create a lasting legacy that reflects 
Nillumbik's commitment to the natural environment and the importance of trees. 
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Dear 

Thank you for reengaging the community on what is a unique opportunity to create something beautiful

and meaningful for Eltham residents and passersby.

I’ve opted for a written submission as I’ve found the Participate Nillumbik survey to be restrictive.

This submission builds on my original feedback provided on 2 December 2021 and ultimately supports

the collective views expressed in the first round of community feedback: that Site A should be enhanced

with indigenous plantings and involve minimal human impact.

This new gateway will be seen more by drivers than pedestrians and therefore the focus should be on

the impression felt driving through the gateway. People want to feel a sense of calm as they enter

Nillumbik, so I hope this project leads to less infrastructure and more rewilding.

SITE A DESIGN:

- I support the reuse of materials and appreciate the respect shown for First Nations culture

- I do not support the edible garden spiral path as it feels too manicured for the location and I

would rather see funding used for additional indigenous planting. As expressed in original

feedback, I’d be happy to participate in a community planting bee.

- A simple, natural style pathway that stays clear of the riparian zone and occupies less space

would be more appropriate for those who wish to meander through.

- There are plenty of places for people to congregate in nearby Eltham Lower Park, Barak

Bushlands etc. With this in mind, I would rather see Site A remain a passive and bushy site rather

than an active playground / meeting place. A simple bench for quiet contemplation would

suffice, but even then I don’t know how quiet the contemplation would be given how close the

site is to Main Rd! If the meeting circle remains, it should be smaller to allow for more intimate

conversations and be far from the riparian zone.

- Funding for a fence may be better placed along the back side of Site A to discourage further

erosion from foot traffic, rather than the current positioning outlined in the master plan. A

simple railing along the pathway above the creek bend (see photo below) may also be required

to provide a safer passage and avoid curious kids getting too close to the steep edge.

EROSION:

I can advise that this section of the

creek has extensive erosion (previously flagged with Vicki Ward MP / Melbourne Water and showcased

in photo below). Given how close this section of the creek is to Main Road, I believe the surrounding land

- Site A - needs to be protected from any unnecessary foot traffic or damage.
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WILDLIFE:

My family, alongside others living

have spent years revegetating this section of the creek. We recognise this area as being a sensitive and

important waterway for local wildlife and hope this project can further rewild the area.

Neighbours who have lived on the floodplain for 30-40 years have cited platypus burrowing in the creek

bank nearby (we have also spotted one in the water since moving here a few years ago) as well as

tortoises laying eggs in the area. Melbourne Water have previously engaged residents on a wildlife

survey and discovered wombats, echidnas, hopping mice, more than 100 birds etc along the creek - I do

not have a copy of this study but would encourage you to consider the critical role this area plays in

providing wildlife habitat.

TREES:

I understand that this regeneration project will require some tree removal in order to execute the longer

term vision, but I would appreciate some more information regarding the 33 trees that have been

identified as requiring removal. Is there a map (beyond the yellow dotted one below) that indicates

which trees are to be removed? Are any of the gum trees going, or just the invasive / non-native species?
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I would also appreciate some clarity as to whether a tree would “provide significant future risk if left in

place” namely because the site (Site A in particular) is being proposed as a more active space that

encourages human activity rather than being kept as passive bushland?

Thank you for taking my feedback into consideration, I look forward to receiving responses to my

questions posed as well as revised plans that capture wider community sentiment.

Kindest
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