
07 October 2019

Tony Marks 
Victorian Planning Authority
Level 25, 35 Collins Street 
Melbourne VIC 3000  

Dear Tony,

Proposal: Exhibition of Amendment
Site location: Mitchell PSA C106mith - Beveridge North West Precinct Structure Plan
Melbourne Water reference: MWA-1152110
Date referred: 02/09/2019 

Thank you for providing Melbourne Water with the opportunity to provide comment on
the exhibited Beveridge North West Precinct Structure Plan (PSP1059), Amendment
C106mith to the Mitchell Planning Scheme.
 
Our review of the exhibited PSP and associated documents has aimed to ensure they
reflect our requirements with respect to stormwater drainage, flood management and
river health in accordance with our functions as Regional Drainage, Floodplain
Management and Waterway Management Authority under the Water Act 1989. 
Melbourne Water is generally satisfied with the exhibited PSP, however, we do have
comments regarding the drainage servicing requirements for this precinct and some of
the interface outcomes proposed.  Attached is a comments register which outlines the
sections where alterations to the documents are required.
 
Should you require any further information please don’t hesitate to contact Laurence
Newcome on 03 9679 7183 or laurence.newcome@melbournewater.com.au
  
Kind Regards
 

 
 
Laurence Newcome
Precinct Structure Planning Coordinator
Catchment Strategies and Services
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Issue Correction/Recommendation Document Reference 
(Page/Section) 

Melbourne Water 
Officer 

Waterway Centrelines 
The waterway centreline is not shown for 3 
of the existing waterways with associated 
waterway corridors. 

 

Indicate waterway centreline of all the 
waterways within waterway corridors. All Plans Laurence Newcome 

Sediment Basins (Kalkallo Creek) 
In the Kalkallo Creek Development 

Services Scheme, there are sediments 
basins to provide primary treatment before 
urban flows are discharged to the Kalkallo 
Creek; these are indicated as circles in the 
picture below.  These assets are located 
outside of the waterway corridors and 

should be shown on all relevant plans with 
an appropriate land-take. 

Detail drainage reserves on all relevant 
plans for the areas occupied by the 

sediment basins (asterisk symbol would be 
considered), using the attached GiS 

shapes. 

All Plans Stephen Miller 
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Sediment Basins (Constructed 

Waterways) 
In the Kalkallo Creek Development 

Services Scheme, there are sediments 
basins to provide primary treatment before 
urban flows are discharged to the proposed 

constructed waterways; these are 
indicated as circles in the picture below. 

Detail drainage reserves on all relevant 
plans for the areas occupied by the 

sediment basins (asterisk symbol would be 
considered), using the attached GiS 

shapes. 

All Plans Laurence Newcome 
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Sediment Basin (SE Corner) 

In the Kalkallo Creek Development 
Services Scheme, there is a sediment 
basin (with a corresponding drainage 

reserve) proposed in the south-east corner 
of the PSP area, this asset is required to 

service a catchment within PSP Properties 
14 and 15. 

 

Detail a drainage reserve (outside of the 
proposed road widening) on all relevant 

plans for the area occupied by this 
sediment basin(asterisk symbol would be 

considered), using the attached GiS 
shapes. 

All Plans Stephen Miller 

Retarding Basin and Wetland 
In the Kalkallo Creek Development 
Services Scheme, the major asset 

providing flood protection and storm-water 
quality for the treatment is a retarding 

basin and wetland located on the southern 
boundary of the PSP. 

Update Table 12 and all relevant plans to 
reflect the required land-take of 17.5 ha 

for this retarding basin and wetland 

Page 43 – Section 3.6.2 – 
Table 12 Water 
Infrastructure 

Laurence Newcome 
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The land-take required for this asset is 
17.5 ha. 

Camerons Lane Town Centre 
Further detail will be required to achieve 

an appropriate interface between the 
proposed retarding basin and wetland, and 
the area identified for a town centre in the 

south of the PSP.  This may require 
additional set-backs to ensure that there is 

a safe interface between the drainage 
reserve and the town centre, and to allow 

for appropriate maintenance access.  
Melbourne Water will not consider owning 
or maintaining retaining walls, and this 
would be viewed as an inappropriate 

interface treatment between the drainage 
reserve and town centre.   

N/A - comment All Plan Laurence Newcome 

Constructed Waterway Widths 
The proposed corridor widths for the 

sections of constructed waterway within 
the PSP assume an active edge (an 

appropriately designed road reserve) on 
both sides of the waterway corridor.  If an 

alternate interface is proposed, the 
corridor width may need to be larger. 

Please add an appropriate comment: 
 

The Constructed Waterway Corridor 
Widths provided indicate the minimum 
acceptable corridor width, and assumes 
that an active edge will be provided on 
both sides of the waterway corridor. 

Page 44 – Section 3.6.2 – 
Table 13 Constructed 

Waterway Widths 
Laurence Newcome 

Constructed Waterway Widths Please detail the minimum waterway 
corridor widths on this plan. 

Page 40 – Plan 11 
Integrated Water 

Management 
Laurence Newcome 

Active Edges 
Melbourne Water’s preference is for the 

provision of an active edge (an 
appropriately designed road reserve) on 

both sides of all waterway corridors, as this 
has the duel benefit of encouraging 

positive interaction with the waterway as 
providing continuous maintenance access.  
In locations where this cannot be provided, 

N/A - comment N/A - comment Laurence Newcome 
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a wider waterway corridor width will be 
required to accommodate a maintenance 

track suitable for vehicular traffic. 
Off-road shared paths are shown along 

both sides of most waterways, which is a 
supported outcome. 

Active edges (road reserve or larger width 
paths) should be shown along both sides 

of all sections of waterway. 

Page 35 – Plan 9 Public 
Transport and Path 

Network 
Laurence Newcome 

 

Please amend the wording: 
 

Where practical, and where primary 
waterway or conservation functions are 
not adversely affected, land required for 
integrated water management initiatives 
should be integrated with the precinct 

open space and recreation system and as 
depicted on Plan 7, to the satisfaction of 
Melbourne Water and the responsible 

authority. 

Page 41 – Section 3.6.1 
IWM – Guideline G59 Laurence Newcome 

The proposed residential land to the north 
of the conservation area (un-credited open 

space – landscape values) will drain be 
serviced by the Taylors Creek Development 

Services Scheme.  Noting that Future 
Urban Structure for the Wallan South and 
Wallan East PSP is yet to be determined, 
the ultimate drainage servicing outcome 
for this catchment is subject to change. 

N/A – Comment Only 
Page 40 – Plan 11 
Integrated Water 

Management 
Laurence Newcome 

Waterway Corridor Interfaces with 
Schools and Town Centres 

It is noted that in a number of locations 
that there are schools and town centres 

that are proposed to directly interface with 
the waterway corridors.  Melbourne 

Water’s preference is for the provision of 
an active edge (an appropriately designed 
road reserve) on both sides of all waterway 
corridors, however, based on the specific 

outcomes proposed in this PSP, Melbourne 

N/A – Comment Only N/A – Comment Only Laurence Newcome 
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Water does not object to this outcome, 
noting that suitable interfaces must be 

designed to the satisfaction of Melbourne 
Water and the responsible authority.  This 

may result in additional land-take to 
accommodate safer batters and 

maintenance access. 
Government School Interface 

The proposed Government School site 
shown on this plan appears to directly 

interface with the drainage reserve 
(sediment basin) proposed to the south, 
noting that this is not a complementary 
use, further consideration is required to 
understand how an appropriate interface 

can be determined. 

Further comments/detail should be 
included in the PSP document regarding 
the consideration and design interfaces 

between conflicting uses. 

Page 20 – Figure 4 – 
Eastern Local Town 

Centre 
Laurence Newcome 

Sports Fields Interface 
The concepts proposed for the sports fields 
appear to show an over-lap between the 
sporting fields and the functional aspects 

of the adjoining drainage reserves.  A 
greater level of understanding is required 

to determine if these uses are 
complementary or if they will conflict. 

Please omit the indicative buffers from the 
sporting fields, noting that the PSP 
document states: This concept plan 

provides an indicative example of how the 
sports reserve could be developed. 

Page 28, 29 and 20 – 
Figure 8, 9 and 10 – 
Sports Field Concept 

Plans 

Laurence Newcome 

 


	Melbourne Water Response-07 Oct 2019 0332 PM.pdf
	Comment Register  Mitchell PSA 106mith 07Oct19.pdf

