
15 November 2019

Paul Cassidy 
Victorian Planning Authority

Proposal: Exhibition of Amendment
Site location: Whittlesea PSA C241wsea - Shenstone Park PSP - Public Exhibition
Melbourne Water reference: MWA-1154670
Date referred: 07/10/2019 

Thank you for providing Melbourne Water with the opportunity to provide comment on
the exhibited Shenstone Park Precinct Structure Plan, Amendment C241wsea to the
Whittlesea 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, and also provides general
comments regarding the some of the proposed outcomes.
 
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, Development Services
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Issue Correction/Recommendation Document Reference 
(Page/Section) 

Melbourne Water 
Officer 

RBWL-01 - Retarding Basin and 
Wetland 

(Lockerbie East DSS) 

No additional actions/comments required at this 
point in time. N/A N/A 

RBWL-02 - Retarding Basin and 
Wetland 

(Woodstock West DSS) 
The SKM Geomorphology study for 
Darebin Creek indicates that the 
tributary passing through this 

proposed asset is an intact valley fill 
where the management action is to 

maintain, improve and modify in 
accordance with Melbourne Water’s 

vision.  The corresponding 
Development Services Scheme has 

catered for cleanout works 
downstream of this asset to obtain a 

free-draining outfall (if required).  
Based on the existing topography, a 

15 metre wide channel may be 
required for a distance of 

approximately 500 metres to achieve 
a free-draining outfall; these works 

are proposed outside of the 
Shenstone Park PSP. 

 
The constructed channel upstream of 
this asset has been extended further 
to the north (to Donnybrook Road).  

Due to the existing gas main, 2 
separate piped outlets have been 

VPA to assess the impact of this outcome on the 
wider future urban structure and provide advice 
regarding the next steps required to resolve this 

outcome. 

N/A Carolina Balagtas 
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proposed to service the catchment on 
the northern side of Donnybrook 

Road, noting that this section of the 
catchment has separate retarding 

basins proposed to service the 
catchments on either side of the gas 
main.  As single crossing of the gas 

main is proposed to the south of 
Donnybrook Road, and the scheme 
proposes that the formal waterway 

commences at this crossing location, 
not at Donnybrook Road.  If the 

channel is extended all the way to 
Donnybrook Road, as proposed in the 
future urban structure, it will convey 
only the outflow from the upstream 

retarding basin on the eastern side of 
the gas main, which is estimated to 

be approximately 2m3/s.  If the 
extension of this waterway to 

Donnybrook Road is proposed to 
provide greater connectivity for 
residents, Melbourne Water is 

generally supportive of the VPA 
progressing with this outcome. 

RBWL-03 - Retarding Basin and 
Wetland 

(Lockerbie East DSS) 
Unfortunately Melbourne Water was 

not consulted on the relocation of this 
asset back into 75 Langley Park 

Drive, noting that our most recent 
submission to the VPA sited this asset 

to the south of Avelin Drive.  The 

VPA to assess the impact of this outcome on the 
wider future urban structure and provide advice 
regarding the next steps required to resolve this 

outcome. 

N/A Carolina Balagtas 
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current siting of this asset will require 
a significant amount of excavation 

and severely limits the development 
potentially of the relevant land 

parcel.  Following discussion with the 
VPA and YVW, Melbourne Water 

notes that it will be difficult to site 
this asset in the eastern land parcels 

owned by YVW, and requires 
guidance from the VPA regarding the 
ultimate treatment of Langley Park 

Drive (alignment and extension) and 
the potential for this asset to be sited 

within the transmission easement 
and partially within the proposed 

adjacent tree reserve. 
RBWL-04 - Retarding Basin and 

Wetland 
(Northern Quarries DSS) 

 
Based on the assessment completed 
by Alluvium, a bypass pipe will be 
required through the conservation 
area to the south to protect and 
maintain the current hydrological 
regime within the downstream 
section of Curly Sedge Creek.  

DELWP is generally support of this 
concept outcome, noting that is 
should be able to be designed to 
protect and maintain the current 

hydrological regime, which will limit 
the affects to significant vegetation 
located along this section of creek. 

No additional actions/comments required at this 
point in time. N/A Carolina Balagtas 
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RBWL-05 - Retarding Basin and 
Wetland 

(Woodstock West DSS) 
 

The Woodstock West DSS currently 
proposes a piped outfall from RBWL-
05 which runs south along the north-
south road on the eastern boundary 

of the PSP, and connects into the 
outfall from RBWL-06, which will 

have a combined piped outfall to the 
tributary of Darebin Creek located in 

close proximity to the south-east 
corner of the PSP. 

No additional actions/comments required at this 
point in time. N/A Carolina Balagtas 

RBWL-06 - Wetland 
(Woodstock West DSS) 

 
The Woodstock West DSS currently 
proposes a piped outfall from RBWL-
05 which runs south along the north-
south road on the eastern boundary 

of the PSP, and connects into the 
outfall from RBWL-06, which will 

have a combined piped outfall to the 
tributary of Darebin Creek located in 

close proximity to the south-east 
corner of the PSP. 

Please amend the description of this asset, to reflect 
that it is just a wetland (there is no retarding basin 

component). 
 Carolina Balagtas 

RBWL-07 - Retarding Basin and 
Wetland 

(within the Northern Quarries 
DSS) 

The proposed Future Urban Structure 
has been amended since Melbourne 
Water provided our concept layouts 

VPA to assess the impact of this outcome on the 
wider future urban structure and provide advice 
regarding the next steps required to resolve this 

outcome. 
 

Consideration should also be made for this asset to 
be sited adjacent to the conservation area to 

N/A Carolina Balagtas 
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to the VPA for inclusion.  This asset 
has been sited to the south of an 

area identified for extractive 
industries and upstream of land 

designated for commercial/industrial 
uses.  Due to the proposed siting of 
this asset and the surrounding land 
uses, it will be extremely difficult for 

this asset to service the larger 
catchment to the north-east, due to 

the lack of connectivity, and the 
relevant scheme will now be unable 
to service the catchment between 

this asset and the southern boundary 
of the PSP. 

 
The proposed outfall for this asset 
will be located outside of the PSP, 

and will require further consultation 
with the relevant land-owners/users. 

improve the overall amenity of this area of the PSP. 

Sediment Basin 

Please detail the sediment basin (SB1B) located in 
the Woodstock West DSS (refer to attached image) 

on all relevant plans (asterisk symbol would be 
considered). 

N/A Laurence Newcome 

Waterway Corridors 
(Natural and Constructed) 

Please detail the minimum waterway corridor widths 
(natural and constructed) on Plan 12 - IWM and 

include a table in the relevant section of the 
document. 

 
Please also include the below comment with the 

additional table: 
“The Waterway Corridor Widths provided indicate 

the minimum acceptable corridor width, and 
assumes that an active edge will be provided on 

N/A Laurence Newcome 
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both sides of the waterway corridor.” 

Retarding Basins 

Please amend the wording of the general comment 
under Table 8 to appropriately reflect the general 

intent of the designation of retarding basin 
ownership: 

“Melbourne Water is generally considered to be the 
responsibility authority for retarding basins with a 

catchment of greater than 60 ha” 

Page 38 – Table 8 – 
General Comment 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, a wider waterway corridor 

width will be required to 
accommodate a maintenance track 

suitable for vehicular traffic. 

Active edges (road reserve or larger width paths) 
should be shown or indicated for inclusion along 

both sides of all sections of waterway. 
N/A Laurence Newcome 

Active Edges 
Melbourne Water is not supportive of 

direct interfaces between 
development and our waterway 

corridors/drainage reserves.  The 
preference is to include active edges 
(road reserve or larger width paths) 
and to only allow residential lots to 

front onto our waterway 
corridors/drainage reserves where a 

full-width road reserve is not 
practical. 

Please amend G13 and this cross section Waterways 
and Open Space Interface to appropriately reflect 
this advice and to remove the image of a house 

potentially having a side interface to our waterway 
corridor. 

Page 14 – Section 3.1.3 
– House and 

Development Layout 
 

Page 72 – Waterways 
and Open Space 

Interface 

Laurence Newcome 
and Paul Hodgson 
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Langley Park Drive 
If Langley Park Drive is proposed to 

extend further south, the works 
required to cross the existing 

tributary of Merri Creek may have a 
negative impact on the more natural 

section of this tributary. 

Melbourne Water requires confirmation of how far 
south Langley Park Drive will be formalised. N/A Nino Polon 

Langley Park Drive Tree Reserve 
The Future Urban Structure currently 
proposes a large tree reserve in the 
south-west corner of the PSP as a 

drainage reserve in favour of 
Melbourne Water.  As this area is not 
required for to contain flood extents, 

convey flows or accommodate 
proposed scheme infrastructure, it is 
not appropriate to designate this area 

as a drainage reserve vested with 
Melbourne Water.  It may be more 
appropriate to vest a reserve of this 

nature in favour of Council or DELWP, 
if retention of this area is identified 
as a priority for the wider precinct. 

VPA to assess the impact of this outcome on the 
wider future urban structure and provide advice 
regarding the next steps required to resolve this 

outcome. 
 

N/A Laurence Newcome 

G55 - Where practical, and where 
primary waterway, conservation or 

recreation functions are not adversely 
affected, land required for integrated 
water management initiatives (such 
as stormwater harvesting, aquifer 

storage and recharge, sewer mining) 
should be incorporated within the 

precinct open space system as 
depicted on Plan 07. 

Please exclude the specific uses as they are not 
specifically relevant to the objectives and 
requirements of the Shenstone Park PSP. 

Page 37 - Section 3.7 - 
Integrated Water 

Management & Utilities 
Laurence Newcome 

Open Space Outcomes VPA to assess the impact of this outcome on the N/A Tashia Dixon 
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Whittlesea City Council and the VPA 
to consider the co-location of Passive 

Open Space with Waterway 
Corridors/Drainage Reserves in the 
areas designated for Business and 

Industry uses, to improve the 
amenity, urban cooling effect and 
social benefits to the end user. 

wider future urban structure and provide advice 
regarding the next steps required to resolve this 

outcome. 

Cycling and Walking 
Additional details should be included 
on the appropriate plans providing an 
indication of the greater cycling and 

walking network that could be 
included across the PSP; 

consideration should also be made for 
the inclusion of dual use shared 

paths/maintenance access tracks 
along the proposed waterway 

corridors. 

VPA to assess the impact of this outcome on the 
wider future urban structure and provide advice 
regarding the next steps required to resolve this 

outcome. 

N/A Tashia Dixon 

Pedestrian Crossings 
Consideration should be given for 

pedestrian crossings of the 
waterways, every 400 metres, where 
there isn't a road crossing identified. 

VPA to assess the impact of this outcome on the 
wider future urban structure and provide advice 
regarding the next steps required to resolve this 

outcome. 

N/A Tashia Dixon 

Waterway Interface with Utility 
Facility 

Consideration should be given for an 
appropriate interface design between 
the Tributary of Merri Creek and the 
proposed YVW utility facility.  The 

interface treatment should promote 
access and passive use along this 
section of waterway corridor and 

provide an appropriate buffer 

VPA to assess the impact of this outcome on the 
wider future urban structure and provide advice 
regarding the next steps required to resolve this 

outcome. 

N/A Tashia Dixon 
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between the two uses. 
 

Soil Types and Sensitivity 
Further investigation may be required 

to better understand the soil types 
within the footprint of the Shenstone 
Park PSP and their sensitivity to the 

land-uses proposed.  The Land 
Capability Assessment prepared for 
the City of Whittlesea and the VPA 
does not appear to provide clear 

guidance regarding the 
appropriateness of development 
outcomes for the soil types.  The 

design responses for all infrastructure 
outcomes should reflect the 

recommendations of suitably qualified 
and experienced experts. 

VPA to assess the impact of this outcome on the 
wider future urban structure and provide advice 
regarding the next steps required to resolve this 

outcome. 

N/A Laurence Newcome 

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage 
It is noted that a number of existing 
tributaries within the footprint of the 
Shenstone Park PSP have not been 

identified with the appropriate 
corresponding buffer for Areas of 

Cultural Heritage Sensitivity. 

VPA to assess the impact of this outcome on the 
wider future urban structure and provide advice 
regarding the next steps required to resolve this 

outcome. 

N/A Paul Hodgson 
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