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1. Background
The Town of Victoria Park is undertaking an analysis of potential sites for the development of a synthetic turf 
hockey pitch; associated clubhouse and three grass pitches to service the long-term facility development 
needs of Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club. 

This follows the reporting of a business case for the potential relocation of the Victoria Park Xavier Hockey 
Club to Council who resolved to: 

Investigate alternative locations and strategies in addition to Harold Rossiter Reserve for a 
synthetic turf facility for the Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club with a report presented back to 
Council for its consideration at the October 2017 Ordinary Council Meeting 

In order to comply with the requirements of Council the following five-phased process is being undertaken: 

The detail behind this phased process includes: 

1. Phase 1: An internal staff workshop to identify potential sites within the boundary of the Town for
the purposes of accommodating a turf facility and associated clubhouse on land owned or
managed by the Town (assessment of land and site opportunities – Long List).

2. Phase 2: A further detailed analysis on the sites which have the potential to accommodate a turf
and associated infrastructure (assessment of land and site opportunities – Short List).

3. Phase 3: Undertake a community consultation survey (web based and hardcopy) and community
consultation workshops to enable input to be received from key stakeholders, potential user groups
and community members having regard to the assessment outcomes.

4. Phase 4: The development of a draft report incorporating all of the outputs of the above process.

5. Phase 5: The development of a final report for consideration by council.  The report will be
developed iteratively during the projects progress (i.e. a modified version of the current report will
be presented on an ongoing basis to be used for both for informing the community; the consultation
process and elected members).

Phase 1: 

Staff 
Workshop 

 

Phase 2: 

Short-listed 
Sites 

Phase 3: 
Community 

and 
workshops 

Phase 4: 

Report 

Phase 5: 

Report 
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2. The Initial Site Assessment Process – Long List
An initial site assessment of all public open spaces owned or managed by the Town of Victoria Park was 
undertaken by a cross-functional team of Officers from the Town. The team was comprised of the Director 
Community Life Program, Executive Manager Built Life, Strategic Projects Manager, Manager Asset 
Management, Manager Parks, Environmental Officer, Manager Communications and Marketing, Community 
Engagement Officer and Clubs, Events & Bookings Officer. This initial assessment was undertaken using 
the following basic criteria: 

- The fundamental spatial requirements of the Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club for the purposes of 
accommodating a synthetic turf pitch, three natural turf pitches, clubrooms and parking.  These 
can be summarised as: 

o Synthetic Turf = 7,500m2 

o Clubhouse = 1,100m2 

o Grass pitch = 6,000m2 each 

o Car Parking and Landscaping = 5-10,000m2 (dependent on the extent of infrastructure
developed)

This highlighted a broad overall site area required of 1.4ha (for 1 x turf and clubhouse) to 3/4ha 
(for 1 x turf, clubhouse and 2/3 grass pitches). 

- Known environmental constraints and current planning restrictions. 

This basic assessment resulted in the identification of sites with the capability of being developed which 
required further detailed assessment through a detailed site assessment criteria process.  

2.1 The POS Assessment Outcomes 
The table below identifies all POS within the Town of Victoria Park and are owned or managed by the Town. 
An initial assessment was undertaken taking consideration of the spatial capacity of the sites to 
accommodate a development that would meet the Hockey Club's needs. The sites referenced in red were 
excluded from the detailed assessment as they are too small to accommodate the Club's needs. 

Asset ID Park Name Park Area m2 Yes/No Commentary 

Pk_033 Administration Gardens 2100 No Site too small 

Pk_045 Alday Reserve 1353 No Site too small 

Pk_043 Alec Bell Park 853 No Site too small 

Pk_067 Aqualife Surrounds 6132 No Site too small 

Pk_034 Asquith Reserve 2804 No Site too small 

Pk_040 Balbuk Reserve 13730 No 
Too linear; access required to boat ramp, 
shared with Belmont (City) and a 
foreshore area 

Pk_060 Beaconsfield Verge 1851 No Site too small 

Pk_056 Burswood Reserve 4395 No Site too small 
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Asset ID Park Name Park Area m2 Yes/No Commentary 

Pk_068 Canning Link Road Verge 2923 No Site too small 

Pk_017 Carlisle Reserve 33961 No 

One of only two football grounds within 
the Town (three senior clubs). Priority to 
upgrade lighting next year for cricket and 
football.  Orientation problematical.  
330kva power line on roadside and 
potential for Orrong Road widening 
compromises potential space.  

Pk_006 Charles Paterson Park 38814  Potential – to be tested through further 
analysis 

Pk_073 Charnley Gdns Park 1416 No Site too small 

Pk_074 Depot Surrounds 1407 No Site too small 

Pk_044 Devenish Reserve 743 No Site too small 

Pk_038 Duncan Reserve 2146 No Site too small 

Pk_069 Edward Millen Building 
Grounds 15750 No Owned by Dept of Lands.  Major Planning 

considerations (Rotunda development).  
Too much natural vegetation.  
Redevelopment principles still to be 
established. Topography unsuitable. 
Close proximity to residents and heritage 
issues.  

Pk_042 Edward Millen Park 28191 No 

Pk_019 Fletcher Park 42369  Potential – to be tested through further 
analysis.  

Pk_049 Forster Av Reserve 1967 No Site too small 

Pk_047 Forward Reserve 4768 No Site too small 

Pk_011 Fraser Park 29613 No 

Topography issues (retaining walls).  
Existing users - 3 x soccer and 2 x cricket 
clubs utilise land, residents, schools and 
dog walkers.  Significant trees on three 
sides.  Access is an issue 

Pk_007 G O Edwards Park 103795 No 

Subject to a $2.5m redevelopment.  
Floods in winter.  Future potential high-
rise development will require access to 
POS – very important site for future 
residents. Important entry point. 

Pk_058 Gemini Way Sump 837 No Site too small 

Pk_046 George St Reserve (Cnr 
George And Anketell)  27080 No 

One of the largest parcels of native 
bushland within the Town.  Currently part 
of a regeneration program.  Topography 
issues. 
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Asset ID Park Name Park Area m2 Yes/No Commentary 

Pk_061 Goodwood Verge 801 No Site too small 

Pk_008 Harold Rossiter Reserve 76127 Potential – to be tested through further 
analysis 

Pk_003 Hawthorne Reserve 9698 No 
Topography issues.  Physical space is 
limited due to terracing.  No ability for 
clubhouse construction. 

Pk_014 Higgins Park 72330 
Potential – to be tested through further 

analysis.  Also to include Playfield 
Reserve. 

Pk_062 Hillview Bushland 10275 No Important remnant bushland.  Too small. 

Pk_015 Houghton Reserve 9515 No Topography/slope – site too small 

Pk_052 Isaia Corner 1205 No Site too small 

Pk_026 J A Lee Reserve 28551 Potential – to be tested through further 
analysis 

Pk_036 John Bissett Park 12869 No 
Topography and issue.  Main Roads WA 
owns part of land.  Too small.  School 
use. 

Pk_009 John Macmillan Park 17650 No 

Centre of Town.  Small area.  Working 
sump. Used for markets.  There is a 
master planning intent to utilise the land 
as a passive reserve. 

Pk_020 Kate Street Reserve 9962 No Significant trees. Land is too small and 
surrounded by residents. 

Pk_031 Kensington Bushland 82980 No Bush Forever site and wildlife concerns 
(including Forrest Black Cockatoos). 

Pk_070 Kent Street Sand Pit 45111 Potential – to be tested through further 
analysis. 

Pk_063 Lathlain Carlisle Bowling Club 
Site 15814 No 

Redevelopment of this site as a 
community zone in the Lathlain Precinct 
approved in August 2017. 

Pk_055 Lathlain Childcare and Scouts 4163 No Recently redeveloped. 

Pk_024 Lathlain Park 88230 No 
Fully planned with commitment for next 
100 years.  Approved by WAPC.  Not an 
option. 

Pk_075 Lathlain Pre-Primary Grounds 3550 No Site too small 

Pk_057 Leisurelife Gardens 5231 No Site too small 

Pk_013 Manners Reserve 5680 No Site too small 
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Asset ID Park Name Park Area m2 Yes/No Commentary 

Pk_012 Mazzini Reserve 5059 No Site too small 

Pk_001 McCallum Park 111954 No Currently at the end of a master planning 
process. 

Pk_004 Memorial Gardens 3258 No Site too small 

Pk_053 Miller St Reserve 1002 No Site too small 

Pk_029 Millers Crossing 5595 No Site too small 

Pk_021 Mint Street Reserve 3259 No Site too small 

Pk_030 Orrong Pos 4490 No Site too small 

Pk_072 Pallinup St Park 425 No Site too small 

Pk_018 Parnham Park 19590 No 

Not of sufficient size.  No parking.  One 
soccer club utilises the area.  Sump exists 
on site with significant trees and 
topography constraints. 

Pk_041 Playfield Reserve 8348 Yes To be considered with Higgins Park 
above. 

Pk_002 Raphael Park 51032 Yes Potential – to be tested through further 
analysis 

Pk_025 Rayment Reserve 9394 No 
Site not large enough.  Recently 
landscaped.  Children’s Play for all ages 
provision. 

Pk_027 Read Park 7838 No Too small – sump in centre of site. 

Pk_016 Rotary Reserve 5393 No Site too small 

Pk_054 Rutland Reserve 808 No Site too small 

Pk_059 Shepperton Road Reserve 11640 No A road reserve (broken) – not suitable. 

Pk_050 Somerset Park 7103 No Site too small 

Pk_048 State St Reserve 615 No Site too small 

Pk_051 Stiles Griffiths Reserve 1970 No Site too small 

Pk_022 Sunbury Reserve 1860 No Site too small 

Pk_032 Taylor Reserve 76621 Yes 
Potential - to be tested through further 
analysis. Water allocation for Taylor 

Reserve to be confirmed. 
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Asset ID Park Name Park Area m2 Yes/No Commentary 

Pk_071 Tech Park Kent Street Verge 22303 No Road reserve – insufficient space 

Pk_064 The Circus Park 3512 No Site too small 

Pk_065 The Promenade Park 7587 No Site too small 

Pk_023 Tom Wright Park 3942 No Site too small 

Pk_066 Vantage Way Park 879 No Site too small 

Pk_010 Victoria Heights Park 6741 No Site too small 

2.2 Shortlisted Site Assessment: Criteria 
The following criteria was agreed in discussion with Town of Victoria Park Officers and were used to assess 
each of the sites shortlisted as a result of the initial assessment of spatial capability: 

1. Vehicular Access:  Does the site permit easy ingress and egress and minimal interruption to the 
existing traffic movement patterns and surrounding residents. 

2. Pedestrian and Public Transport: Connectivity to dual use paths, public transport, bus routes and 
rail. 

3. Visual Exposure: Potential for additional commercial opportunities and sponsorship which 
enhances viability. 

4. Environmental constraints: Significant environmental issues related to flora, fauna and / or water 
management. 

5. Capital Cost - Issues with the site that may make it more expensive to build on. 

6. Development Potential: The ability of the nominated site to house the turf and clubhouse facility. 

7. Stakeholder Support – Are there likely to be any issues or positives with other Stakeholders for the 
site  

8. Planning - Are there likely to be any planning issues or restrictions with the site. 

9. Potential to grow - Future proofing of venue for growth (Yes/No – non-scoring criteria) 

The criteria were assessed on the basis of a 1-10 scoring process, (1 being unsuitable/poor/unacceptable to 
10 being excellent/extremely good). This was further refined following further review by officers and the eight 
scoring criteria were weighted in accordance to relative importance (low (L)= x 0.8; medium (M) = x 1.0 and 
high (H) = x 1.2).  This provided an overall scoring percentage which highlighted priority sites requiring 
further detailed auditing and assessment of physical capability to accommodate the relevant infrastructure 
required to service the needs of Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club. 
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2.3 Shortlisted Site Assessment: Scoring 
The following table identifies the shortlisted site assessment scoring and weighting.  It should be stressed that this assessment is being undertaken ahead of 
the preparation of the Public Open Space Strategy, the scope of which is currently being developed.  The POS Strategy is intended to acknowledge the 
significant future growth targets and projections for the Town and thus demands on Council’s limited POS resources and will seek to optimise the use of the 
Town’s open space and land assets to meet the needs of the current and future community.  Ideally the consideration of the synthetic turf infrastructure should 
be assessed in the context of the needs of all of the community and how the Town may seek to accommodate those needs in an optimal manner.  In the 
absence of such a strategy, this assessment is undertaken to provide an initial direction to council for the future planning of infrastructure to meet the needs of 
Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club. 

Site 1(M) 2(L) 3(L) 4(H) 5(H) 6(H) 7(H) 8(M) 9 Score 

(rank) 

Comments 

Charles Paterson 

Park 

7 7.2 7.2 6 4.8 4.8 8.4 2 N 47.4 (6) Potential issue with Burswood program building.  Run 
time issues for irrigation.  Acid Sulphate and no 
infrastructure.  Reserved for Parks and Recreation 
under the Metropolitan Region Scheme. This land is 
part of the Gateway to the Perth CBD from the Airport 
and is also the entrance to the Town.  This land is 
impacted by the future mixed-use development of the 
Causeway Precinct (incorporating G O Edwards Park).  
An ‘opportunities plan’ has been prepared for the GO 
Edwards and Charles Paterson Park lands as part of 
the Causeway Precinct Review.  Charles Paterson 
Park provides a visual landscape setting whilst GO 
Edwards Park is a recreation park. 

Fletcher Park 8 4.8 4 9.6 9.6 9.6 6 6 N 57.6 (2) Likely strong opposition from WACA/Cricket.  

Harold Rossiter 

Reserve 

7 5.6 5.6 6 8.4 9.6 3. 4 Y 49.2 (4) Light spill concerns.  Detailed assessment required on 
environmental issues and black cockatoos. Approval 
under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999, which is administered by the 
Department of Environment and Energy, may be 
required.  Federal approval required – referral to 
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Canberra would be necessary.  Significant passive 
users, general amenity, clubs etc. 

Higgins 

Park/Playfield 

Reserve 

9 4.8 5.6 9.6 7.2 9.6 7.2 9 Y 62 (1) Likely impact on clubs.  No additional planning 
concerns. 

J A Lee Reserve 6 4.8 4 7.2 6 6 7.2 7 N 48.2 (5) Major sporting infrastructure development in close 
proximity. 

Kent Street Sand Pit 7 5.6 5.6 7.2 2.4 9.6 6 2 Y 45.4 (8) Current state – contaminated site.  There are still many 
unknowns.  There is the potential to look at a split site 
to service the needs of hockey.  Synthetic turf could be 
at Kent Street. Identified as possible future light rail 
depot as part of Max/Curtin/Knowledge arc light rail.  
Determination by Council to designate as bushland 
take seeds, cultivate and re-vegetation project for 
Community Environmental Working Group.   

The OCM Decision of 11 August 2015 stated: ‘That 
Council endorses the creation of a single bush precinct 
incorporating the Kent Street Sand Pit, the Kensington 
Bushland and George Street Reserve, not including the 
Harold Rossiter Reserve and the Kensington Police 
Community Youth Centre (PCYC) complex, and that 
the bush precinct so created be called the Jirdarup 
Bushland Precinct.’ 

McCallum Park 6 7.2 7.2 4.8 4.8 9.6 2.4 4 Y 46 (7) 100-year flood concerns.  Shallow water table.  

TVP TPS No. 1 under P4: Statement of intent stated 
the McCallum precinct’s role as a major node of 
recreational and leisure activity, with adjacent 
commercial and residential uses will be enhanced.  
Further development will also serve to enhance and 
promote the precinct as a tourist attraction on the basis 
of its waterfront setting.  Public spaces, such as 
McCallum Park and streets should be enhanced and 
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maintained so they contribute to the pleasant and 
attractive environment of the precinct.  The precinct will 
be safe, interesting and accessible for people on foot, 
bicycles and vehicles. 

Raphael Park 8 5.6 4.8 8.4 7.2 9.6 3.6 3 N 50.2 (3) Significant trees.  High utilisation from dog walkers and 
clubs.  Raphael Park identified in the Municipal 
Heritage Inventory Place VP25 and located within the 
Raphael Design Guidelines precinct of the Residential 
Character Study area.  The proposal may be 
inconsistent with Municipal Heritage Inventory listing 
and precinct.  Used primarily by users other than local 
residents. Is inconsistent with Town Planning Scheme 
No. 1 Precinct P5 which states that Raphael Park and 
Hawthorne Park should continue in their role as 
recreational parkland for use by local residents.  

Taylor Reserve 6 6.4 5.6 4.8 4.8 9.6 2.4 2 Y 41.6 (9) Overlaying water. Significant trees may impact on 
potential. 

MRS Parks and Recreation Reservation:  Identified 
under TVP TPS No. 1 as part of McCallum Park under 
Precinct P4 which states: ‘Passive and restricted 
recreation is considered appropriate for this reserve.  
Parkland and existing mature vegetation will be 
preserved. 

It is important to acknowledge Taylor Road reserve as 
part of the premium river foreshore park of Perth and 
acknowledge the important role it will play along with 
McCallum Park in connecting the Town’s community 
with the Swan River, and also as a gateway to the 
Town from the Perth CBD. 

Appropriateness of this use in this area questionable. 
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2.4 Initial Assessment Outcome and Consultation Process 
It was decided in consultation with officers from the Town of Victoria Park that the top four ranked sites 
should be tested further through a community consultation process (an on-line and hard copy survey) and 
workshops.  The online questionnaire was available at Your Thoughts online, the Town of Victoria Park’s 
online consultation hub (http://yourthoughts.victoriapark.wa.gov.au/) and via hard copy at the administration 
centre and at community workshops.  Hardcopy surveys were also available at the Leisurelife Centre, 
Aqualife Centre and Library. 

Three workshops were held at the Town of Victoria Park Administration Centre from 6:00pm until 8:30pm on 
September 4th, 6th and 7th 2017. 

The four sites which were identified to be assessed in greater detail by the community through this process 
were: 

- Harold Rossiter Reserve 

- Fletcher Park 

- Higgins Park 

- Raphael Park 

The identification of these sites however did not preclude other sites from being put forward for further 
consideration through the community consultation process.  
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3. The Community Questionnaire  
The online community questionnaire was opened on the 31st August 2017 and closed on 13th September 
2017.  A copy of the survey questionnaire is attached at Appendix A.  An overview of the outputs from this 
process is provided below: 

379 survey submissions were received with the majority (318) completed online: 

 Figure 1:  Survey Submission Split between online and hard copy. 

 

There was relatively even gender split. 

Figure 2: Survey Responses by Gender 
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The majority of survey respondents were in the age range of 35 years to 54.  There was a relatively low level 
of respondents under 18.   

Figure 3: Age Range of Survey Respondents. 

 

When respondents were requested to state whether they were in support or against the development of a 
synthetic turf pitch within the Town of Victoria Park, the number of people in support (193) were marginally 
higher than those registering objection to its development (177). 

Figure 4: Survey Respondents Primary Interests. 

 

When requested to state their primary interest the main response was as a local resident (241) followed by a 
Town of Victoria Park Ratepayer (178) and then walking/casual exercise (149).  Respondents who were 
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hockey players (112) and other sporting users (47) whilst having a strong representation were below 
environmental (133) and dog walkers (139). 

When requested to identify their main considerations, survey respondents indicated an interest in a full 
range of issues associated with the development of a synthetic turf hockey pitch.  The most important of 
these were the loss of open space; environmental issues and loss of dog walking areas.  The loss of 
residential amenity and car parking concerns also ranked relatively high. 

Figure 5:  The Main Concerns / Considerations of Survey Respondents 

 

When requested to identify the organisation the respondents represented the following highlighted the main 
representative groups. 

Figure 6: Respondent Organisation Representation 
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The survey respondents were also requested to rank in accordance with a scoring system of 1 to 10 their 
relative priority for each of the 4 shortlisted sites (1 being strongly opposed and 10 being strongly 
supportive).  The following is to be noted: 

- 50% of respondents ranked Harold Rossiter Reserve as 1, being the most strongly opposed to the 
development of the site.  29% of respondents ranked the park 10, as being strongly in support of 
its development. 

- 45% of respondents ranked Raphael Park as 1, being the most strongly opposed to the 
development of the site.  16% of respondents ranked the park 10, as being strongly in support of 
its development. 

- When rankings 1-3 (relatively strong opposition to its development) are considered, the level of 
opposition to the Harold Rossiter Reserve is rated at 55%, whereas the opposition to the 
development on Raphael Park is rated at 56%.  Clearly the development of both parks is strongly 
opposed by the survey respondents. 

- 30% of respondents ranked Higgins Park as 1, being the most strongly opposed to the 
development of the site.  21% of respondents ranked the park 10, as being strongly in support of 
its development. 

- 21% of respondents ranked Fletcher Park as 1, being the most strongly opposed to the 
development of the site.  29% of respondents ranked the park 10, as being strongly in support of 
its development.  Overall Fletcher Park had 50% in favour of its development for a synthetic turf 
and 50% against.  All other parks were weighted against their development for a synthetic turf at 
varying levels with the strongest overall opposition being to Raphael Park. 

Figure 7 below identifies the relative support and opposition to the development of the 4 shortlisted 
sites. 
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Figure 7: Preference for Development of Synthetic Turf – Relative to the 4 Shortlisted sites 

 

 

 

Strongly Support Strongly Opposed 
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Detailed comments were received through the community consultation survey process.  These have been 
reviewed and captured under consistent themes below: 

Table 1: Thematic comments raised on the survey returns 

Thematic Comments Number of Comments 

The Consultation Process 

Survey should have been conducted earlier/Lack of Consultation/Lack of 
Communication and misunderstanding of what is planned/Process not 
transparent/lack of information  

10 

Why rule out sites as being too small. It should include all ToVP parks for the 
space for the single synthetic turf that they claim to need 

3 

Concerns with the validity of the evaluation process 3 

Use of same consultant lacked transparency and previous ties with Hockey 
WA 

2 

Complete the work necessary for proper, full assessments that are means-
tested for the environment, water capabilities, financial, noise/traffic studies, 
and community usage patterns of these parks before moving forward  

2 

Council Bias towards hockey  2 

No consideration given to the displaced clubs 1 

Lack of access to a computer 1 

Previous Poll was open to abuse  1 

You only want to make money and can't charge for dog walking 1 

Generic Comments: Public Open Space and Synthetic Turf Pitch Development 

Need to preserve green spaces and amenity generally/vital to our health and 
wellbeing/ None of the four sites are acceptable  

34 

Increased traffic/car parking  8 

Opposed to hockey turf development in the Town  7 

Support better utilisation of all facilities in the town/important to have 
community sporting facilities especially to keep our Town youth active, 
participating and engaged. 

3 

Object to loss of trees 3 

Not compatible with inner city living 2 

Opposed to heat generated by turfs 1 

declining participation rate in all competitive sports 1 

Support development but not close to me 1 

Beautiful area with flora and fauna 1 

Cost Concerns 

Expending rates on a facility where few Vic Park residents will benefit/ to a 
minority sporting group 

14 

Cost of Turf 4 

21



19 
 

 

4 Assessment sites 

Opposed to loss of Harold Rossiter Reserve due to environmental and green 
lung capability and social/mental health /Dog Walking 

40 

HRR preferred/HRR has great potential - existing users are not huge clubs and 
there would be plenty of space for all users 

11 

Would support development of HRR if dog walking is unaffected/Cater for Dog 
Walking with no hazard 

2 

HRR would need a better car park 1 

Why HRR when Higgins Park was identified in the business case? 1 

Opposed to Raphael Park Development  20 

Support Development on Raphael Park 2 

Oppose potential impact on Football and tennis at Higgins Park 6 

Oppose development of Higgins Park (inappropriate due to crime)  1 

Support development of Higgins Park  8 

Opposed development on Fletcher Park: cricket oval should be retained 5 

Support development on Fletcher Park 12 

Hockey Club Turf Development Support 

Hockey is an asset to the Town/club with strong family and community 
values/a vital step in encouraging its substantial junior base of players to 
continue playing the sport within the Town of Victoria Park and beneficial to 
local businesses. 

16 

Any site with 2 grass pitches and a turf is preferred  10 

Hockey has ability to co-locate satisfactorily with other users 6 

Turf is inappropriate on HR Reserve/any reserve 4 

Just build it! 3 

Support turf but need to explore other options 2 

Without modern facilities Victoria Park will lose another community facility. 2 

Issues can be managed while allowing the hockey club to progress from their 
current position. 

1 

Need to improve car parks and clubroom security 1 

Hockey is an Olympic sport played by all genders and ages from 5 to 80 (or 
more).  We need to support this development 

1 

Cockatoos will not be adversely affected 1 

Alternative Sites/Options to Consider 

Consideration of Curtin University 28 

Consideration of McCallum Park/Taylor Reserve 14 

Undertake consultation with neighbouring local governments 13 

Consider Burswood Peninsula/ Tennis Centre 7 

Consider the old dump/tip site behind HRR 6 
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Consider integrating with Lathlain Oval 5 

Explore the potential of Como High School  5 

Find an industrial area  3 

Consideration of GO Edwards 3 

Consider Carlisle Bowls Club 2 

Consider John McMillan Park 2 

Relocate Cricket from Fletcher Park to HRR 2 

Consider Edward Millen Reserve  1 

Consider George Street Reserve 1 

Locate next to Kent St High School 1 

Consideration of Parnham Reserve 1 

Consider School 1 

Quarry is suitable 1 

Create a community recreation centre 1 
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4. The Workshop Outputs  
The consultation workshops were established to undertake an objective assessment of the strength of 
feeling for the development of a synthetic hockey pitch within the Town.  The workshops were held on the 
following dates: 

- Workshop 1: Monday 4th September 2017 - 70 registered to attend; 54 actually attended. 

- Workshop 2: Wednesday 6th September 2017 - 69 registered to attend; 51 actually attended. 

- Workshop 3: Thursday 7th September 2017 - 45 registered to attend; 29 actually attended. 

Each of the 3 workshops included a presentation which is attached at Appendix B.  The presentation was 
intended to set the context for the workshop and provide a level of information which enable attendees to 
consider the potential development of a synthetic hockey pitch and associated infrastructure on a site owned 
or managed by the Town within the Town of Victoria Park.  In particular the presentation focused on: 

- General Introduction and engagement ground rules 

- Why we were undertaking this and associated consultation/investigation processes? 

- What had been undertaken to date within the consultation process and what we were considering 
during the workshop? 

- Background considerations (including the requirements of Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club). 

- Community concerns expressed to date – an overview 

- The assessment activity and why the shortlisted sites were chosen (and the ability for participants 
to include any other relevant feedback they felt was important).  This also included a series of 
questions as prompts. 

- A feedback session enabling all tables to identify a minimum of 2-3 key issues/concerns. 

- A wrap up and identification of the future reporting process. 

The attendees were informed that the outcome of the workshop was to inform the elected members 
following the decision to investigate alternative locations and strategies in addition to Harold Rossiter 
Reserve for a synthetic turf facility for the Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club.  It was not a decision-making 
process in its own right. 

The outputs from the workshop session and practical exercise is contained at Appendix C.  This sets out the 
key themes across the 3 workshops.  A summary of the consistent themes relating to the four shortlisted 
sites and additional commentary is provided below: 

4.1 Workshop Commentary 
Attendees at the workshops during the initial presentation process were permitted to question the facilitator 
and where appropriate, Town of Victoria Park Officers who were in attendance.  A number of attendees took 
the opportunity to express their views in respect of the process; level of information and commentary on the 
shortlisted sites.  A summary of the main points across the 3 workshops is presented in the table below, 
together with commentary related to the concerns raised.  Specific site commentary related to the four 
shortlisted sites is contained within the specific site assessments: 

Participant Comment Overview Response 

Consultation Process: 

- Unfair to assess the feasibility of only 4 
sites 

The Town of Victoria Park is seeking to assess 
alternative locations for a synthetic turf facility for 
the Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club.   
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- Community were not properly consulted 
and residents were unhappy with the lack 
of consultation and the lateness of the 
current process. 

- Consultation is not representative of ToVP 
ratepayers 

- The needs of Victoria Park Xavier Hockey 
Club (VPXHC) is out of step with the 
needs of 37,000 residents. 

- Community only recently became aware 
of the relocation of VPXHC. 

- VPXHC are tarnishing its reputation by its 
proposed Park Takeovers 

The timeframe has been determined by the council 
resolution. 

All attempts have been made by ToVP officers to 
contact as many residents as practicable within the 
timescale through selected direct mail drop, on-line 
and hard copy survey and advertising in the local 
newspaper. In addition to these methods, the Town 
used social media, the Town's e-Newletter Life in 
the Park, postcards and posters delivered to 
businesses along Albany Highway, signs on the 
four shortlisted reserves, posters at all reserves 
with clubrooms and posters at the Administration 
Centre, Library, Aqualife Centre and Leisurelife 
Centres. 

The Town of Victoria Park Strategic Community 
Plan 2017-2032 contains a number of strategic 
outcomes for the Town including: 

- Social: Maintaining good health and 
wellbeing and empowering the local 
community. 

- Environment: Appropriate, inviting and 
sustainable green spaces for everyone 
that are well maintained and well 
managed. 

The needs of VPXHC are one of a number of 
community clubs and organisations that the Town 
has a commitment to support and facilitate growth 
for their members and residents of the Town. 

Workshop Information: 

- Concern for any loss of existing green 
space in the ToVP, which is already 
limited and highly valued across all criteria 

- Maps provide insufficient details to allow 
useful consideration and comment. 

- The Officer's assessment is not credible 
due to flaws in environmental 
considerations, inconsistency of 
comments and lack of technical 
information. 

The comments referenced with the loss of existing 
green space are noted and informed the output of 
the workshop. 

The detail provided was intended to ensure each 
site was dealt with from a spatial context on its own 
merits.  There is a lack of full technical information 
on all sites.  Should a site be preferred, further 
technical analysis would need to be undertaken. 

The assessment process was a high-level 
assessment of all public open spaces within the 
Town and undertaken having regard to the best 
and most up-to-date knowledge and information.  
The Town rationale for excluding sites initially were 
the stated spatial requirements of VPXHC (which 
included their full development requirements).  The 
assessment criteria were introduced for 9 sites and 
ranked according to importance based on a peer 
review process with officers across the full range of 
open space responsibilities.   

Amenity / Nuisance 

- Visual assessment of a proposal and a 
traffic impact assessment need to be 
prepared prior to endorsement. 

- Concern with loss of trees. 

Should a site be preferred, further technical 
analysis would need to be undertaken with regard 
to environmental, visual and traffic impact.  This 
would also include an assessment of the loss of 
flora and fauna and whether there are any 
opportunities to offset any impact. 
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Social 

- Concern for any loss of POS having a 
significant impact on ToVP residents for 
access to recreation, sport and nature 
spaces, especially exclusive uses 
(including fencing off). 

- Noise pollution and other residential 
impact assessments required. 

- Concern for licensing encouraging drunk 
related behavioural problems. 

This consideration is recognised within the output 
of the workshop. 

Should a site be preferred, further detailed 
technical analysis would be required of the impact 
on residential amenity. 

Strategic Initiatives 

- ToVP Healthy Vic Park Plan (which was 
endorsed in 2017) acknowledges POS as 
top priority. 

- The project is not identified in the ToVP 
Long Term Financial Plan. 

- Current pathway is contrary to ToVP 
strategic directions 

The value of both sport and recreation 
infrastructure and retention of valuable public open 
space is recognised within a number of strategic 
documents published and endorsed by the Town 
(in particular the recently published Strategic 
Community Plan).  There is a need to balance the 
objectives of competing interests and ensure that 
future planning is sufficiently robust and recognises 
all community considerations.  This process is 
seeking to balance competing requirements. 

Cricket 

Review the needs of cricket within the ToVP to 
assist with making better informed decisions 

The comment is noted and it is anticipated that this 
will be taken into consideration in any subsequent 
planning process. 

Soccer 

Review the needs of soccer within the ToVP to 
assist with making better informed decisions 

The comment is noted and it is anticipated that this 
will be taken into consideration in any subsequent 
planning process. 

Dog Exercise 

Review the needs of dog exercising within the 
ToVP to assist with making better informed 
decisions 

The comment is noted and it is anticipated that this 
will be taken into consideration in any subsequent 
planning process. 

Hockey Facility 

- Investigate hockey club membership (e.g. 
how many members of the Club are 
residents of the Town) 

- Business case must be for stand-alone 
facility 

The hockey club membership has been previously 
stated and it is accepted that 45% of their 
membership reside within the Town. 

Whilst a stand-alone facility is referenced, the long-
term viability may require consideration of other 
users.  No decision has been taken on this aspect 
at this stage. 

Environmental 

- Visual assessment of a proposal and a 
traffic impact assessment need to be 
prepared prior to endorsement. 

- Concern with loss of trees. 

Should a site be preferred, further technical 
analysis would need to be undertaken with regard 
to environmental, visual and traffic impact.  This 
would also include an assessment of the loss of 
flora and fauna and whether there are any 
opportunities to offset any impact. 

Synthetic Pitch: 

- A grass only facility is supported 
- Synthetic Pitch is not supported 
- There will be increased heat island effect 

from the synthetic surface and concern in 
relation to the non-recyclable nature and 

The comment with regard to grass and synthetic 
provision in the Town of Victoria Park is noted and 
it is anticipated that this will be taken into 
consideration in any subsequent planning process. 

The impact of heat island effect is noted and would 
be considered in the Public Open Space Strategy 
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chemicals/toxic run-off leaching from the 
synthetic turf 

 

currently being developed and will be taken into 
consideration in any subsequent planning process. 

Lighting: 

- Investigate actual lighting needs and 
impact on residents 

Should a site be preferred, further detailed 
technical analysis would be required of the impact 
on residential amenity. 

Water 

- Concern for the facility water demand and 
how the ToVP allocation may be impacted 
by this demand 

Should a site be preferred, further detailed 
technical analysis would be required of the water 
management obligations and capability. 

Financial 

- Concern for financial costs related to a 
new/upgraded facility 

- Financial costs for relocating displaced 
clubs? 

- Business case previously endorsed by 
Council and then challenged through the 
current process.  Review actual needs, 
costs and business case to ensure they 
are correct 

- Review the needs for fitness facilities 
within the ToVP to assist with making 
better informed decision regarding the 
commercial values of the VPXHC facility 
business case. 

- Review the needs for event facilities 
within the ToVP to assist with making 
better informed decision regarding the 
commercial values of the VPXHC facility 
business case. 

Should a preferred site be identified, further 
consideration would be given to the cost (which 
would be based on the unique circumstances of 
the site). 

The stated requirements of the Town in respect of 
financial contributions for the capital build are 1/3rd 
town, 1/3rd club and 1/3rd external funding (grant 
application process). 

The club indicated that they would be responsible 
for the ongoing financial and asset management, 
including setting aside a sinking fund for its 
replacement at the end of life. 

If a preferred site is chosen the requirements 
related to that site and the business case would 
need to be identified.  This would include a review 
of current costings and commercial opportunities. 

4.2 Harold Rossiter Reserve  
The following section references the main considerations of Harold Rossiter Reserve and the likely 
implications should the development of the park for a synthetic Turf Hockey Facility be pursued. 

Harold Rossiter Reserve 

Issues/Concerns Implications 

- Adverse impact on the Bush Forever 
Kensington Bushland (KB) and in particular 
Banksia Woodland (loss of trees), ecological 
community Black cockatoos, Eastern Great 
Egret, Rainbow Bee Eater and Peregrine 
Falcon and the need to protect this important 
asset. 

The potential impact on Kensington Bushland 
will need to be addressed in any future 
planning and would require the following 
studies and referral’s to be undertaken: 

- Environmental impact (flora and 
fauna) and approval through EPA for 
potential clearance.   

- Referral to the Commonwealth 
Department of Environment and 
Energy, under the Environment 
Protection and Biodiversity 

- Fragmentation of green corridor (Jirdup 
Precinct) connecting Swan and Canning Rivers 
including HRR, KB, George St reserve and 
Kent Street High School 
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- Concern for drawdown and surface water 
impact on flora and fauna 

Conservation Act 1999 would be 
initiated. 

- Water Management and ongoing 
liaison with Department of Water to 
ascertain implications of any 
development. 

- Using the sandpit site is not viable and costly - Whilst the sandpit area could be 
considered further, the cost of 
remediating an existing tipped area 
for sporting use will increase costs 
and ultimately may be cost 
prohibitive. 

- Significant community and social impact - most 
well used POS in ToVP for sport, recreation, 
nature, social and cultural uses. 

- The strength of feeling expressed by 
community representatives indicated 
that this was a critical issue and 
would be unlikely to receive broad 
community support. 

- The potential reduction in dog 
exercise areas would be marginal 
and not prohibit its use for exercise 
purposes. 

- The costs associated with re-location 
of other users and play equipment 
would need to be factored in to any 
development option as would the 
impact on significant passive users, 
general amenity, clubs etc.   

- Greater use pressures on this POS for a 
growing population, ToVPs "Kings Park". 

- Significant loss or reduction in dog exercise 
area - a highly valued and used off leash 
facility. 

- Concern for relocation of the playground 
- Significant impacts on existing sport uses of 

HRR, particularly soccer, a 32-year tenancy 
- Multi- use would be replaced with a single use 

sport 
- Limited opportunity for other sport, recreation 

and school users to relocate (Kent Street 
School, Millen Primary School, Clontarf 
Aboriginal College, Kensington Primary 
School, East Victoria Park Primary School and 
Victoria Park Primary School) 

- Adverse noise, light and visual impacts on local 
residents, fauna and users. 

- VPXHC activities impact on Agric Dept.  
- Concern for additional litter 

- The impact on existing residential 
users cannot be fully assessed 
without detailed plans being 
developed.  Based on the site 
configuration and current sporting 
use, this potentially could be 
mitigated. 

- A traffic impact assessment would be 
required to be undertaken. 

- Rossiter is a beautiful park and should not be 
altered to its detriment 

- Detrimental traffic and parking impacts 

- Business Case prepared for ToVP does not 
support a hockey facility at HRR. 

- It is recognised that the business 
case references not developing HRR 
and also references the need to 
undertake further analysis of the 
land. 

Support/Positive Considerations Implications 

- Possibly upper oval could be left as vegetated 
to buffer KB and bird habitat and ensure 
restricted access to conservation areas of the 
park. 

- The potential exists to explore this 
opportunity but it needs to be the 
subject of a full detailed analysis of 
the environmental (flora and fauna) 
and water management implications. 

- Whilst the sandpit area could be 
considered further the cost of 
remediating an existing tipped area 
for sporting use will increase costs 

- Revegetation offset for any development of the 
reserve including bushland on tip/sandpit 
banks could be retained and enhanced. 
Development within the sandpit bowl will 
reduce visual impacts. 
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- Clubs proposal for use of the sandpit area 
should be considered further 

and ultimately may be cost 
prohibitive. 

- Will encourage a wider range of fitness 
opportunities with improved facilities 

- The increased amenity for the club 
and potential to retain club activities 
within the Town is beneficial.  This 
however can be referenced on all 
potential sites. 

- It is not evident from the discussions 
held that dog exercisers/ dog walkers 
would agree with the comments.  
Access to dog walkers will not be 
prevented and opportunity to 
maintain the use of Harold Rossiter 
Reserve would be provided. 

- Dog exercisers have indicated they will take 
their dogs to Fletcher Park 

- Keeping the club within the ToVP 
- Adequate spatial capacity and existing grass 

pitches and clubrooms are sufficient to 
accommodate hockey 

- Will assist with building stronger sense of 
community 

- Value adding facilities for adjoining school and 
potential shared space with Kent Street SHS 

- Lighting may improve night time security 
issues. 

- Whilst the use of the site for hockey 
would be consistent with its passive 
and active recreational use, traffic 
impact and any potential loss of 
amenity to nearby residents would 
need to be fully assessed. 

- Furthest from residences and therefore least 
impact and minimal noise impacts 

- Traffic concerns unfounded because hockey is 
played at night time on week days and parking 
is available locally. An under-pass pedestrian 
access exists from Etwell Street 

- Will encourage economic sustainability and 
attract people to the area 

- This has not been proven at this 
stage and would require further 
analysis. 

4.3  Fletcher Park 
The following section references the main considerations of Fletcher Park and the likely implications should 
the development of the park for a synthetic Turf Hockey Facility be pursued. 

Fletcher Park 

Issues/Concerns Implications 

- Limited growth for the Hockey Club as 
constrained by the cricket pitches 

- The current positioning of high 
quality turf wickets significantly 
constrains the use of the site for 
hockey.  Whilst there could be 
potential to locate a turf on site, due 
to these constraints and the 
requirement to provide surrounding 
run-off and netting the conflict 
between users would likely be too 
great. 

- It is unlikely that Raphael Park would 
be suitable to relocate cricket due to 
the high level of environmental 
issues associated with the site (see 
below - they would experience 
similar issues). 

- Significant inconvenience to the PCC 

- Move the PCC to WACA or Raphael Park 

- Move Perth Cricket Club to HRR/ Kent Street 
Senior High School  

 

- Impacts on residences due to close proximity. 
- Access and parking issues 

- An assessment would need to be 
undertaken with regard to the impact 
on residential amenity from increase 
lighting required to service the 
synthetic turf.  Due to modern 
technical lighting advances and 
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restrictions on light spill this is 
unlikely to be prohibitive.  Conditions 
can be placed on lighting controls 
and time of play. 

- The impact of car movement and 
parking is unlikely to be significantly 
impacted upon compared to current 
weekend use and game transfer 
activities. 

Support/Positive Considerations Implications 

- No further impact on flora and fauna - The option to utilse Fletcher Park 
could be viable as sufficient space 
exists.  However, this would require 
negotiation with PCC and the WACA 
as the development could not be 
delivered without cricket agreeing to 
vacate the site. 

- The high quality of the cricket 
infrastructure would need to be 
replicated elsewhere if this were 
deemed to be a potential solution. 

- No removal of trees required 
- Available for current and future needs 
- Maintain grass fields (4 exist) with and 

established hockey facility on the site 
- Fewer recreational users at Fletcher Park 
- Spatially suitable with some reconfiguration 
- Sufficient clubrooms 
- Retain 1 cricket match wicket and develop far 

end for VPXHC facilities. 
- Shared facilities with the PCC and both remain 

at Fletcher Park 

- Rationalise cricket requirements within the 
ToVP, which may lead to freeing up Fletcher 
Park for VPXHC. 

- Parking available around the edges of the park. 
No significant change 

- Only requires development of the synthetic turf 
pitch. 

- Limited capital cost and most viable option - Notwithstanding the capability of the 
site the clubhouse facility will need 
replacing in due course due to its 
limited design and adaptability to 
cater for modern sporting needs of 
all abilities. 

- The capital cost reduction, if any, 
would be minimal due to the need to 
relocate cricket infrastructure if that 
were deemed to be an acceptable 
solution for all parties. 

- Could be undertaken as a staged development 

- Possibly purchase adjoining properties or 
parkland for expansion for synthetic pitch 

- The purchase of adjoining parkland 
has not previously been identified but 
subject to due diligence related to 
environmental issues, potentially 
could be considered. 

4.4 Higgins Park  
The following section references the main considerations of Higgins Park and the likely implications should 
the development of the park for a synthetic Turf Hockey Facility be pursued. 

Higgins Park 

Issues/Concerns Implications 
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- Environmental impacts unacceptable.  Loss of 
trees caused by VPXHC relocation to Higgins, 
particularly in road 

- The loss of trees could be mitigated 
due to the extent of clear oval and 
associated open play areas.  The 
facility could potentially be developed 
without any loss of existing 
vegetation.  This however, would 
need to be assessed further if any 
detailed planning were to be 
undertaken. 

- Strong winds at Higgins would be increased by 
loss of trees 

- This is an important local green space for 
walkers in particular with a high social value 
(BBQs, meet up and exercise), and potential 
limitations for recreation use. 

- The loss of any social infrastructure 
and there would be no prevention of 
the use of the site for passive 
walking activities in any area other 
than where the synthetic pitch would 
be located. 

- The consequential increase in hard 
surface and heat island effect would 
need to be assessed further.  It is 
however a sporting reserve.  

- Concern for more hard surfaces at Higgins 

- Insufficiently sized clubrooms - Any new development to service the 
needs of hockey will have to 
consider a new /upgraded changing 
and clubhouse facility. 

- It is recognised that Higgins Park is 
used by a variety of existing users 
and the impact on their future use 
must be adequately assessed.   

- The relocation of sporting activities is 
not prohibitive and could be 
considered subject to acceptable 
negotiations being undertaken with 
existing users.  This would 
necessitate securing a suitable 
alternative site which would not harm 
current developmental and 
competition activities.  

- Current sporting uses will limit a hockey facility 
here. 

- Very busy park with tennis, cricket, football, 
etc. Negative impact on Junior AFL 

- Relocate AFL to Fletcher Park/ HRR to move 
Hockey to Higgins, or other option. 

- Relocate cricket to Higgins to accommodate 
expansion of hockey at Fletcher 

- Some impact to residents, school and RSL 
nearby. 

- The impact on neighbouring 
residents would need to be assessed 
based on the potential location of the 
turf and associated floodlighting. Due 
to modern technical lighting 
advances and restrictions on light 
spill this is unlikely to be prohibitive.  
Conditions can be placed on lighting 
controls and time of play 

- It is recognised that accessibility to 
the site by public transport is limited  

- Parking and traffic concerns 
- Public transport limited 

Support/Positive Considerations -  
- No known impact on flora or fauna - There is no known flora and fauna 

issue with the site although an 
assessment should be undertaken to 
clarify the potential impact on mature 
trees and the more densely wooded 
areas. 

- The potential to align with Playfield 
Reserve may provide additional 
capacity for all activities. 

- No loss of trees by VPXHC relocating to 
Higgins 

- Equal to Fletcher Park in terms of suitability for 
hockey facilities 

- Suitable space available 
- Will increase activation of the space and for a 

sporting precinct 
- Merge with Playfield Reserve  
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- Consider Higgins by relocating AFL to Fletcher 
Park 

- The relocation of sporting activities is 
not prohibitive and could be 
considered subject to acceptable 
negotiations being undertaken with 
existing users.  This would 
necessitate securing a suitable 
alternative site which would not harm 
current developmental and 
competition activities. 

- Consider Higgins for the cricket club if VPXHC 
to remain at Fletcher. 

- Existing lighting for night time use. 

- Adequate parking available  
- Parking could be accommodated underground  

- Adequate car parking exists in and 
around the surrounding road network 
and could be satisfactorily 
accommodated subject to more 
detailed planning. 

- Tennis facilities already fenced and could be 
shared with VPXHC.  
Are they being used? 

- It is unlikely that tennis infrastructure 
could be shared as these are a 
separate sporting entity and will 
operate independently of an 
additional turf on the site 

4.5 Raphael Park  
The following section references the main considerations of Raphael Park and the likely implications should 
the development of the park for a synthetic Turf Hockey Facility be pursued. 

Raphael Park 

Issues/Concerns Implications 

- Negative impacts and constraints associated 
with birdlife, heritage trees (Morton Bay Figs, 
Bunya Pines and Norfolk Island Pines are 100 
plus years old) 

The extent of heritage, conservation, flora and 
fauna issues raised by participants highlighted 
that this site would require significant 
additional analysis to be undertaken in 
respect of: 

- Environmental impact (flora and 
fauna) and approval through 
Department of Environment and 
Energy under the Environment 
Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999 for potential 
clearance.   

- Conservation impact and 
assessment. (in respect of impact on 
the park and surrounding heritage 
areas) 

- Water Management and ongoing 
liaison with Department of Water to 
ascertain implications of any 
development. 

- Donated by ToVP Cr. Howard Raphael as a gift 
to the children of ToVP.  Heritage park is key to 
the Raphael Park Precinct and is Municipal 
Heritage Inventory listed. High conservation 
values. Previously air raid bunkers 

- Surrounding streets heritage listed and would 
be impacted by any change in the park 

- Amenity of the park will be negatively 
impacted, particularly view spaces 

- Local schools have nowhere else to go for 
sports and uses: Victoria Park PS, Ursula 
Freyne Catholic College and Regent College 

- Existing users will need to be 
protected and provided for.  It was 
evident however, from the views 
expressed by participants, that the 
use of Raphael Park for significant 
passive recreational use was high. 

- Significant recreation use of this green space 
and proposal would have a negative impact on 
walkers, dog exercisers and exercise groups.  
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- Significant cultural and social values and uses 
of this parkland. Summer concerts. 

- Concern for exclusive use of part of all of the 
park, i.e. fenced 

- Insufficient space to accommodate hockey and 
operating at full capacity 

- Clubrooms insufficiently sized 

- The integration of any facility aligned 
to ongoing annual events and 
concerts is not insurmountable, but 
nevertheless would need to be 
considered in greater detail to ensure 
these events are not compromised 
by a fenced synthetic turf facility with 
floodlighting. - Negative impact on cricket and soccer users: 

Curtin Soccer Club juniors and seniors training 
and games, South Perth Junior Cricket Club. 

- Population pressures on green space retention - Throughout the consideration of all 
sites the consequential pressure on 
open space has been raised and a 
balance needs to be taken between 
passive and active recreational and 
social use. 

- Loss of amenity would need to be 
assessed if Raphael were to be 
considered as a suitable site. 

- This is prime real estate and a hockey 
development will be detrimental to the precinct 
amenity. 

- Lighting and noise will be problematic for local 
residents. 

- Existing issues with parking and access given 
close proximity to 4 schools. 

Support/Positive Considerations -  

- Large space suitable for multiple uses - Whilst some support was given to 
the site in respect of the ability for 
Raphael Park to accommodate the 
necessary infrastructure.  There are 
limitations associated with 
developing within an existing 
clubroom and the introduction of an 
artificial surface with enhanced 
floodlighting may be difficult to 
overcome, given the stated heritage 
and conservation values. 

- Adequate space for a hockey facility 
- Existing compatible facilities 
- Existing clubrooms adequate for use 
- Existing lighting 

- Good parking available in surrounding streets 

4.6 Other Considerations 
The following section references other considerations and the likely implications should the development of 
a reserve or other potential site for a synthetic Turf Hockey Facility be pursued. 

General Considerations: Potential Alternative Solutions 

Issues/Concerns Response 

- Consider locations outside of the ToVP - Noted 
- None of the four options are suitable - Noted 
- Como HS: Limited space and club facilities 

available 
- Requires Education Department agreement to 

secure tenure. 

- Further discussions may need to be 
held with the school to explore 
potential options available. 

- Curtin University: Limited space available for 
an additional club use 

- Although 2 synthetic pitches exist, the Curtin 
Master plan showed only 1. 

- Further discussions may need to be 
held with Curtin University and 
Hockey WA to explore potential 
options available. 

- Kent St HS Move Perth Cricket Club to HRR/ 
Kent St High School 

- Further discussions may need to be 
held with the school to explore 
potential options available. 
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- Taylor Reserve: Not appropriate as is in close 
proximity to the foreshore. 

- Higher valued for tourism and wider district 
users. 

- Shallow water table impacts with development 
and fill required. 

- It is likely that Taylor Reserve will be 
difficult to develop due to its 
proximity on the foreshore.  Further 
consideration may however be 
required to fully explore the potential 
and impact on current master 
planning for the foreshore reserve. 

Support/Positive Considerations  
Within the Town of Victoria park 

- Consider a facility split over two sites, 
preferably using Fletcher and another park 
close-by. Allows co-location with cricket as is.  

- Smaller parks for stand-alone feasibility 

- Multi-purpose use required 

- Other sites that are not parkland - including 
residential 

- Outside of residential areas - industrial or 
commercial 

- Consolidate soccer clubs into a smaller range 
of parks. 

- School partnerships 

- The hockey club indicated that a split 
site would not be acceptable unless 
the subject land was within close 
proximity and it did not involve the 
duplication of infrastructure. 

- The hockey club have indicated they 
are amenable to shared/multi-
purpose use of infrastructure. 

- The compulsory purchase/ 
acquisition of high value land for the 
purposes of developing a synthetic 
turf is not a realistic option for the 
town. 

- The potential consolidation of Town 
sporting clubs and rationalisation of 
space to increase park capacity and 
use will need to be explored further 
as part of the long-term planning 
considerations for sporting reserves 
within the Town.  This will 
necessitate consideration of 
partnerships with other providers. 

LGA partnerships 
- Redcliffe Park, City of Belmont 
- Faulkner Park, City of Belmont 
- Subiaco Oval, City of Subiaco 

- George Burnett, City South Perth 

- These options may be explored 
following the completion of the 
current process and the outcome is 
reported back to council. 

Other Landowners: 

- Existing park development near the 
stadium/tennis 

- State Tennis Centre: 
o Good vehicle access 
o Good public transport 
o Excellent exposure 
o Low cost due to existing clearing 
o Already grassed 
o Opportunity for club to grow and 

expand 

- Belmont hockey facilities or suitable parkland, 
City of Belmont 

- Belmont Race track/Burswood peninsula 
sporting precinct 

Other partnerships 
- Trinity Playing fields, Trinity College 

- Other state and federal partnerships 

- Industrial land, e.g. Welshpool, City of Canning 

- The Town are undertaking a series 
of exploratory assessments and 
meetings to explore potential options 
and these may be explored following 
the completion of the current process 
and the outcome is reported back to 
council. 
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Como High School  

- have high quality hockey facilities and 
programmes 

- Sufficient space for club facilities including 
synthetic turf 

- Como High School have indicated that they are 
keen to talk with VPXHC 

- Further discussions may need to be 
held with the school to explore 
potential options available 

Curtin University:  

- Existing quality hockey specific facilities 
- Further discussions may need to be 

held with the University and Hockey 
WA to explore potential options 
available 

Kent Street High School shared facility 
- Accommodate Hockey at Fletcher and upgrade 

facilities by moving PCC 

- Opportunity for shared multi-use facilities 

- Further discussions may need to be 
held with the school to explore 
potential options available 

Lathlain 

- Old Bowls club site 
o Kindy used as a clubroom 
o Cull de sac Planet Street 
o Good accessibility  
o No impact on dog exercisers 

- This is not considered to be a viable 
option as the land is already 
committed as part of the Lathlain 
Precinct Redevelopment Project. 

McCallum Park 

- Away from the river 
- Accommodated alongside basketball and skate 

facilities 

- Adds value to the existing facilities. 

- This is not considered to be a viable 
option due to previous foreshore 
master planning commitments. 

Taylor / McCallum 

- Use both parks together for VPXHC facilities 
and develop similar to Tompkins @ Melville 

- Less social/residential impact than the 4 
proposed 

- No other club relocation considerations 

- Ample room for hockey pitches - 76,000m2 

- No existing sports to be displaced 

- No known environmental concerns 

- Adequate parking, Flat and level 
- Irrigated with recycled water 
- Accessible from highways 

- Access to close public transport 

- It is likely that Taylor Reserve will be 
difficult to develop due to its 
proximity on the foreshore.  Further 
consideration may however be 
required to fully explore the potential 
and impact on current master 
planning for the foreshore reserve 
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5. Other Consultation Outputs  

Your Thoughts Outputs 

The Town through the engagement platform - Your Thoughts, requested people to share their thoughts and 
ideas as a mechanism of identifying potential options/alternative solutions. The suggestions are provided below 
together with the number times the matter was supported by someone else using the Your Thoughts platform.  

Subject & Description Matter 
Supported 

Curtin Uni FC (ex Vic Park Rovers) approx. 600 members & growing rapidly - male & 
female -any synthetic options for football: Joint facility? 
Joint Facility with Football (Soccer) 

3 

Why only looking at existing reserves?  Is there not surplus/derelict industrial/commercial 
space that could be repurposed?   
  

6 

Charles Paterson Park a perfect compromise. 

- The eastern end of Charles Paterson Park along Craig St. is effectively unused 
apart from Sunday morning church parking.  No active sports, no dog walkers, 
only occasional pedestrians.  No existing users need to be disenfranchised. 

- It can accommodate two hockey size playing fields while leaving the western end 
of the park along Shepparton Rd. (which recently held the circus) untouched and 
available as a Town entry statement. 

- No trees or habitat need to be disturbed, and the area is buffered by trees on all 
sides except Craig St. 

- Traffic along Craig St is significantly reduced since the right-hand turn onto GE 
Highway was recently eliminated. 

- The Main Roads Great Eastern Highway easement does not encroach on the 
potential playing areas. 

- There is ample off and on street parking all around the park that is only used 
during business hours. 

- Adjoining premises are commercial so no residences will be disturbed by noise, 
lighting or any traffic peaks from use. 

- The park turf is already far better draining than adjoining GO Edwards. 
- In the immediate term, a modest ablution block and even change rooms could be 

constructed to serve users of the playing fields. 
- Fletcher could remain as headquarters - club rooms, with continued use of the 

grass surface in conjunction with cricket. 
- The Kent St side of HRR might even be used for grass-only train and play when 

not in use by soccer or cricket. 
- Placing all fields within a short hop within the Town of Vic Park significantly 

reduces the hockey club's stated concerns about the length of commutes to fields 
throughout the metropolitan area for training. 

- This level of convenience would be the envy of parents in rural and bush areas 
that drive hundreds of kilometres each week in order to provide their kids with 
access to sports facilities for training and matches. 

2 

Former Victoria Park Carlisle Bowling Club? If there really can't be compromise with Como 
SHS or The City of Belmont?  
  

1 

Plans for a third turf at PHS? 
  

1 
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It's important that the "do nothing" option is considered. Why are we investing so much 
money in such a small portion of rate payers? - Do nothing 

4 

The ToVP says no decision has been for a 3rd turf at Curtin Uni.  Hockey WA shows that a 
3rd artificial turf is planned for the 2020 year. - 3rd artificial turf at Curtin University 

2 

Develop the Kent St Sand Pit area for passive & active users such as dog walkers 
Is there an opportunity to develop the Kent St Sand Pit area (adjacent to Harold Rossiter 
Reserve) for users such as dog walking, fitness groups, kite flying, etc. to free up Harold 
Rossiter to be the active / sporting reserve it is designed to be? 

2 

Why not locate this in the new Lathlain rec precinct? Kent St is, and should be, maintained 
for passive recreation and community purposes. 
Leave this park alone! 

2 

Old Canning Tennis Club site or Como College.  
Given the % of No's in the ToVP why not look at Como College or the old Canning tennis 
club site, it means you will need to work with another council or state government but this 
shouldn't be an issue.  

0 

Isn't this just a real-estate transaction? 
If the hockey field is going to be for the exclusive use of the hockey club, with fences and 
so on, then how is it different from my house, over which I get exclusive use?  If that is the 
case, why can't the Council sell the club the land, and the club pay for all of the upgrades 
etc which are needed for their sole use?  I get that establishing a market value for the land 
is complex, but there seems to be a lot of information about how much the community 
values the land for alternative purposes, and this could be used to establish a benchmark 
market price.  We might discover that, as one of the other ideas suggests, there are a lot of 
other plots of land, such as derelict industrial or commercial space, that haven't even been 
considered because they aren't currently zoned correctly, and we don't have a proper 
understanding of relative value in alternate uses that we might compare against the value 
of the park (which we also don't have!).  Using these plots of land for hockey might increase 
overall amenity in the Town, rather than setting one set of users of land against another; 
dog-walkers and bird lovers might even welcome the opportunity to share development 
costs through their rates.  I don't have a position on whether the club should be at that 
location or not, but I can't see why one exclusive use of land (a sporting club) should get 
land for free (let alone upgrades paid for by Council) whilst another exclusive use of land 
(me) had to pay for his land.  It's not that it's unfair, it's just that, without a clear signal of 
value, all we have is a lot of noise about what ought to happen, and not a lot of innovative 
thinking. 

0 

Hockey development in an industrial estate 
The ToVP needs to place the hockey development in an industrial estate where the 
negative effects will not damage the environment, nor residents' lives.  This will also allow 
the hockey fraternity to expand their preferences for astro as they desire without objection.  

0 

These suggestions have been provided to the Town and will be part of the ongoing considerations. 

Quick Poll 

In addition to the above a quick poll was undertaken to ‘take the pulse’ of the community through a quick 
snapshot related to a simple question related to support or opposition to the potential development of a 
synthetic turf pitch.  At the time of closure 1,293 people who responded were in favour of the synthetic 
hockey pitch development and 1,717 were against. 
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A question and answer page was also provided to enable contributors to obtain direct information from 
officers relating to the project. The main location of contributors is identified in figure 8 and age range in 
figure 9. 

 Figure 8: Questions and Answers Contributors Location 

 

Figure 9: Questions and Answers Contributors Age Range 

 

Many of the questions relate to details in respect of alternative options; clarification of the consultation 
process and previous council responses.  These can be supplied under a separate cover if required. 
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6. Summary Conclusions  
The following represents the conclusions which can be ascertained from the consultation process 
(workshops and survey returns) undertaken relating to sites owned or managed by the Town of Victoria 
Park: 

- With regard to the consultation process, concern has been raised in respect of the process 
undertaken, impartiality and the lack of appropriate information associated with a short engagement 
process.  Further guidance will need to be provided to survey and workshop respondents on the 
next stage of this process. 

- There is strong opposition to the development of a synthetic hockey pitch on any public open space 
identified within the Town, but more particularly strong opposition to the development on both 
Harold Rossiter Reserve and Raphael Park. 

- None of the four sites shortlisted can be developed without encountering significant barriers and 
issues which will require a substantial level of additional work to be undertaken to proof up the 
sites. 

- The development of a synthetic hockey turf and associated infrastructure on Harold Rossiter 
Reserve and Raphael Park would be considered to be a high risk and potentially inappropriate due 
to the potentially high cost of development associated with remediation and offset measures.   

- The environmental issues associated with Harold Rossiter Reserve, whilst they may not be 
insurmountable, are not fully understood.  Research could be undertaken to ascertain the extent of 
environmental matters which would need to be dealt with and the extent of potential offsets 
necessary to ameliorate any confirmed issues.   Referral to the Commonwealth Department of 
Environment and Energy, under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 
1999 would be initiated. 

- The perceived impact on the natural environment and amenity of local residents on all shortlisted 
sites is considered to be problematical. 

- The main concerns raised by respondents indicated that the loss of space would be an issue.  
Environmental impact and loss of dog walking areas were also significant concerns. Reference was 
also made to the use of any site for hockey as being a single purpose use.  This would not be the 
case across all areas as other users on the grass turf would be permitted to use the surfaces 
irrespective of where the club are located.  The fundamental concern therefore relates to one 
fenced synthetic surface with associated floodlighting which would, by its very nature, be a 
restricted and managed use. 

- A number of respondents raised issue with the cost of infrastructure and the cost to ratepayers.  
This has to be considered by the council in due course as part of their commitment through the 
Strategic Community Plan to the general community in providing a range of accessible community 
facilities.  This also includes the council’s commitment to investment in the management of all 
public open space. 

- The need to identify a minimum two grass and one synthetic pitch site to service the needs of the 
hockey club will be required, irrespective of whether an appropriate site is identified within the Town 
of Victoria Park.  A number of comments were received requesting that the Town enter into 
discussions with neighbouring local governments to ascertain whether land could be identified for 
the club.   

- Notwithstanding the above, further consideration should be given to the potential of Fletcher Park 
and Higgins Park to accommodate the required needs of the hockey club.  Whilst there are 
reservations in respect of both sites related to current use and displacement of existing users, they 
do have capacity (subject to identifying and securing satisfactory alternative locations for existing 
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users) to deliver the requirements of the hockey club.  This would necessitate a full analysis across 
all active sports reserves to ascertain capacity and capability to accommodate potentially displaced 
user groups without them being unreasonably disadvantaged.  On both of these sites the impact on 
residential amenity (through floodlighting, noise, vehicular movement etc.) will need to be fully 
assessed. 

- All of the sites identified by the community should be responded to, to clarify whether they are 
viable propositions.  Many of these options may involve the hockey club operating on a split site 
and further discussion with the hockey club would be necessary to determine the acceptability or 
otherwise of these options. 

The priority sites suggested by the community for further consideration include: 

o A partnership with Curtin University 

o McCallum Park/Taylor Reserve. 

o Burswood Peninsula/ Tennis Centre 

o The tip site behind Harold Rossiter Reserve 

o Integration with Lathlain Oval 

o Como High School, as a school that specialises in hockey 
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Appendix A: Questionnaire Example 

Synthetic Turf Hockey Facility Survey 

This survey is being conducted to examine the relative merits of developing a synthetic turf and up to 
three grass hockey pitches within the Town of Victoria Park.  

As part of this process we are seeking the community’s views of support or otherwise for four sites 
which may have the potential to accommodate the necessary infrastructure. A supporting site 
assessment has been provided (link to report from Dave) to outline the process the Town has 
undertaken in shortlisting these sites.   

The information you provide will be kept in accordance with the Privacy Act 1988. 

If you require any further information or clarification please contact the Town on 9311 8111 or email 
hockey@vicpark.wa.gov.au 

Name 

Residential Address 

Post code 

Email 

Phone Number 

1.What is your age? (Multiple Choice) 
• Under 12 years
• 12-16 years
• 17-25 years
• 26-34 years
• 35-44 years
• 45-54 years
• 55+ years

2. Gender (Multiple Choice)
• Male
• Female
• Gender variant/non-conforming
• Not listed
• Prefer not to say
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3. Are you supportive of the potential development of a synthetic turf pitch to be located 
somewhere within the Town? 

Yes   

No 

 

4. What is your primary interest in the potential development? 
 
Local resident    

Hockey player   

Dog Walker   

Walking/casual exercise   

Other sporting user   

Environmental   

Town of Victoria Park 
ratepayer   

Other 

please specify 

 

 
 

 

5. Are you a member of the following community groups? 
 
Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club  

Friends of Kensington Bushland  

Harold Rossiter Reserve Community 
Action Group  

None of the Above  

42



40 
 

 

Other 

 please specify 

 

 
6. What are your main concerns (if any) with the development of a synthetic turf hockey pitch? 
(Please tick all that apply) 
 
Loss of open space   

Environmental    

Loss of residential amenity   

Floodlighting   

Car parking   

Noise   

Traffic   

Loss of dog walking area   

Financial implications   

Fencing   

Other 

please specify 

 

 

 
7. As part of this process we are seeking the community’s views of the shortlisted sites which may 
have potential to accommodate the necessary infrastructure.  
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On a scale of 1 to 10 (with 1 being strongly disagree and 10 being strongly agree), how would you 
rank the following potential sites in terms of suitability for this potential development. 

Higgins Park  1   2   3   4   5   6   7   8   9   10  

Fletcher Park  1   2   3   4   5   6   7   8   9   10  

Raphael Park  1   2   3   4   5   6   7   8   9   10  

Harold Rossiter Reserve 1   2   3   4   5   6   7   8   9   10  

 

8. Are there any other comments or suggestions you would like to make about the potential 
development? 

please specify 
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18/09/2017

Synthetic Turf Hockey
Facility Workshop

Purpose of the Workshop

To assess the potential of developing a synthetic turf and up to three grass hockey
pitches for the principle use by Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club at four shortlisted
sites.  The session will provide the background to the consultation conducted to
date, requirements of participants attending the workshop and how the outputs will
inform the future decision making process.
Agenda:

• General Introduction and engagement ground rules

• Why?

• What?

• Background Considerations

• Community Concerns

• Assessment Activity

• Feedback

• Wrap Up

Appendix B: Workshop Presentation 
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Ground Rules

• All previous comments received by representative groups will be acknowledged and
inform the decision making process – there is no need to repeat these.

• Everyone is to participate, no one is to dominate.

• Listen to other people’s views to understand and respect differences.

• Please respect one speaker at a time.

• Disagree without being disagreeable.

• All ideas are valid.

• Be brief and meaningful when voicing your opinion.

• Keep phones and pagers on silent or vibrate mode during the session.

Context

• Development of a Business Case for the potential relocation of the Victoria Park Xavier
Hockey Club – Received by Council on 11 July 2017.

• Council Resolution:

Investigate alternative locations and strategies in addition to Harold Rossiter 

Reserve for a synthetic turf facility for the Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club with a 

report presented back to Council for its consideration at the October 2017 Ordinary 

Council Meeting
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Process

• Site Assessment process focussed on sites within the Town.

• 70 Public Open Spaces – spatial analysis

• Shortlisted to 9 and refined further to 4. Based on 8 specific assessment criteria used
and weighted.

• Consultation with :

• Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club to establish requirements – Optimum and Minimum.

• Hockey WA

• Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries - Sport and
Recreation.

• Community Survey

• Three Workshops

Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club Requirements

Clubhouse Infrastructure:
• 4 change rooms (home and away x 2, including showers and toilets).
• Bar, cool room, kitchen, servery and associated storage.
• 100-150m2 social area – configured in a more adaptable and functional layout than the

current clubhouse at Fletcher Park.
• Public toilets and disabled toilets.
• Storage shed – 30-40m2.  This would need to be dedicated for hockey use in

accordance with their current infrastructure at Fletcher Park.
• Storage area for grass field goals during off-season
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Victoria Park Xavier Hockey Club Requirements

As a minimum, the playing infrastructure should be:
• 1 x full sized synthetic (turf) field
• 3 x grass fields (although could cope with 2).
• Floodlighting of 500-700 lux on the turf will be required to meet the needs of the senior

teams and cater for lighting degradation over time.
• 150 lux lighting is required for training on grass.
• Fencing of a minimum of 5ft for the synthetic turf infrastructure.  A small limestone wall

will be needed around the perimeter of the field of play.
• The club would wish to maintain all club infrastructure on one site.
• The club will need to look at operating almost 12 months of the year.

Hockey Club Site Considerations

• Higgins Park - consider that its use for Football would be compromised, requiring the
relocation of the club.

• The option of using either Higgins Park or Harold Rossiter Reserve is that there would
be limited (if any) impact on the use of the sites for cricket.

• The previous issue associated with the 2003 Feasibility study for Harold Rossiter
Reserve was associated with the requirement to co-locate 3 sports (hockey, cricket and
soccer).

• The potential to allocate land to the south, adjacent to Kensington Bushlands could be
considered for the synthetic turf with grass infrastructure to the north (potentially a two
grass and one synthetic turf option).  This however would require an environmental
assessment to be undertaken to determine the value of the remnant bushland.

• The use of Raphael Park is considered to be a potential solution for the club. However,
the existing soccer club would be displaced, and a synthetic turf would impact the
cricket fields.
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Current Community Involvement

• Workshop Registrations

• 72 Mon 4th Sept

• 72 Weds 6th Sept

• 22 Thurs 7th Sept

• Quick Poll

• Support 1145

• Against 1493

• Ask a Question

• 122 Asked

• 100 Publicly answered

• 13 privately answered

• 3 awaiting a response

• 6 archived

• Share an Idea

• 13 ideas

• 63 votes

• Survey as at 04/09/2017

• 128 received from local residents/ratepayers

• 39 received from neighbouring councils

• 1 from Melbourne

• Support = 100

• Against = 68

• Weighted Scoring of the 4 reserves:

• 922 – Higgins Park

• 1026 – Fletcher Park

• 782 – Raphael Park

• 824 – Harold Rossiter Reserve

• Suggestions:

• Investigate the contaminated
site.

• Relocate cricket club to
Harold Rossiter Reserve.

• Partnering with:

• Curtin University

• Kent Street

• Other LGA

• Shared multi-use facilities –
the pitches can still be used
by the public.

Selected Consultation Outputs to Date

• I think the hockey club should have a synthetic
turf field I just don’t want it at Harold Rossiter.

• Concerns expressed over the number of hockey
club members that reside in the shire. VPXHC
identified 45% of members resided in the Town.

• How much money the club would be coughing
up for any development.

• A third synthetic turf pitch. Harold Rossiter’s
development would clearly be a duplication of
facilities at Curtin University

• It would make more sense to move the cricket
from Fletcher Park so that there's room for the
synthetic turf to be installed there.

• Will the councillors continue to ignore the
ratepayers?

• Will you weight the input depending on the
method of input?

• Will you be notifying the general public of
this issue by non-online means e.g.
advertisement in the newspaper.

• The Council would have strong community
support if Rossiter was categorically
excluded from consideration of the
synthetic turf considerations.
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Selected Consultation Outputs to Date

• Requests for confirmation in respect of the
potential removal of trees.

• What I would like the Council to do is to start
afresh with all this 'community ' consultation and
restrict ALL input to that of resident/
ratepayers...otherwise this process is totally
meaningless.

• As a resident and ratepayer of Victoria Park and
long time dog walker, I am fully against the
development of an artificial turf hockey pitch
within the ToVP.

• Is there no already developed or industrial land
that could be used?

• As a resident living opposite Raphael Park,
I do hope our park is not being considered.
Please let me know, as I know that there
would be absolute protest on that decision!

• Given that synthetic turf is banned for
verges , how can the Town reconcile
considering a synthetic sports pitch?

• Why is the council allowing so much
incorrect information to be circulated.

Community Concerns – Q&A 
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Assessment Activity

Site 1: Higgins Park

51



18/09/2017

Site 2: Fletcher Park

Site 3: Raphael Park
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Site 4: Harold Rossiter Park

Questions to Consider

• What impact is there likely to be on the use of open space?

• What environmental concerns do you have?

• What would be the likely impact on residential amenity?

• What would be the likely impact from the intended floodlighting

• Is there sufficient car parking in and around the site?

• Are there any noise concerns?

• Do you have any issues/concerns with traffic and its management?

• Would there be any loss of sporting/recreational or dog exercise walking areas?

• Are there any additional financial implications to developing the site?

• Would you consider the fencing of the synthetic turf area to be appropriate?

• Are there any mitigation measures which may be put in place to offset any
concerns
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Assessment Feedback

Next Steps

• What will happen with the results from today?

• What will happen with the results from other methods of community
engagement

• Confirming the next stage of the current consultation process:
• Draft Report to be presented to Council Officers for Review

• Final Report will be available prior to October Council Meeting
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Thank You
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Appendix C: Thematic Outputs from the Assessment Activity 
The following tables identify the comments received through the workshop process.  The number of similar 
comments related to each is identified adjacent. 

Table 2:  General Community Workshop Feedback 

TOWN OF VICTORIA PARK: SYNTHETIC HOCKEY FACILITY SITE ASSESSMENT 

COMMUNITY WORKSHOP FEEDBACK Comments 

Pros No. Cons No. 

Consultation 
Process 

Unfair to assess the feasibility of 
only 4 sites when other's that 
may be suitable have not been 
included in the consideration for 
the workshop. 

2 

Community not properly 
consulted. Tokenistic, biased 
facilitation and process.  

6 

Workshop is only considering the 
VPXHC needs and not the 
needs of the ToVP rate payers 

1 

Views collated from current 
limited consultation process is 
not representative of the ToVP 
ratepayers 

2 

While door knocking most 
residents advised they were 
unhappy with the lack of 
consultation for new VPXHC 
facilities. 

1 

VPXHC needs for 600 members 
is out of step with the needs of 
37,000 residents. 

2 

Consultation seems late in the 
process: 
VPXHC say they have been 
working on relocate since 2003 - 
community only became aware 
in June 2017. 

2 

VPXHC is tarnishing its 
reputation by its proposed park 
take-overs. 

1 

TOTAL 0 TOTAL 17 

Workshop / 
information 

Concern for any loss of existing 
green space in the ToVP, which 
is already limited and highly 
valued across all criteria 

5 

Maps provide insufficient details 
to allow useful consideration and 
comment. 

1 

56



44 

Require hockey proposal overlay 
at scale for each park. 

1 

The Officer's assessment is not 
credible: 
Environmental site assessment 
for shortlisting the four sites is 
seriously flawed. 
Inconsistent comments between 
sites unknown scoring 
definition/categories 

6 

Technical information regarding 
impacts on each of the site 
would assist with making better 
informed decision. 

2 

TOTAL 0 TOTAL 15 

Amenity / 
Nuisance 

Visual assessment of a proposal 
need to be prepared prior to 
endorsement. 

2 

Traffic and parking study 
required for a final proposal prior 
to endorsement. 

2 

Concern for loss of any trees at 
any location - impact fauna 
habitat and urban heat. 
Detailed consideration of 
environmental impacts required 

2 

TOTAL 0 TOTAL 6 

Social Concern for any loss of POS 
having a significant impact on 
ToVP residents for access to 
recreation, sport and nature 
spaces, especially exclusive 
uses. 

10 

Concern for loss of POS to 
sports from recreational 
purposes, fenced off excluding 
residents 

5 

TOTAL 0 TOTAL 15 

Strategic 
Initiatives 

ToVP Healthy in Vic Park Plan 
2017 acknowledges POS as top 
priority. 

1 "To promote sustainable, 
liveable, healthy green spaces 
for everyone" 

1 

" Natural Environment: The 
Town's natural environment 
(including parks, bushland and 
river foreshore) have been 
enhanced and PROTECTED. 
The Town accepts its 
responsibility to leave a legacy of 
a cleaner, healthier natural 
environment" 

1 

Project not identified in the ToVP 
Long Term Financial Plan. 

1 
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  Strategic objective for 
addressing the mental and 
physical wellbeing needs of a 
growing population by 
maintaining high quality POS.  

1 Current pathway is contrary to 
ToVP strategic directions 

1 

      "To promote sustainable, 
liveable, healthy green spaces 
for everyone" 

1 

      " Natural Environment: The 
Town's natural environment 
(including parks, bushland and 
river foreshore) have been 
enhanced and PROTECTED. 
The Town accepts its 
responsibility to leave a legacy of 
a cleaner, healthier natural 
environment" 

1 

      Mayor's message: We will 
become Perth's most 
empowered and engaged 
community" 

1 

Cricket Review the needs of cricket 
within the ToVP to assist with 
making better informed decisions 

2     

Soccer Review the needs of soccer 
within the ToVP to assist with 
making better informed decisions 

1     

Dog exercise Review the needs of dog 
exercising within the ToVP to 
assist with making better 
informed decisions 

1     

  TOTAL 6 TOTAL 7 

Hockey 
Facility 

Investigate hockey club 
membership 
- in the ToVP 
- in neighbouring LGAs, South 
Perth and Belmont. 

1 Visual assessment of a proposal 
need to be prepared prior to 
endorsement. 

3 

  Business case must be for stand 
alone 

  Traffic and parking study 
required for a final proposal prior 
to endorsement. 

2 

      Concern for loss of any trees at 
any location - impact fauna 
habitat and urban heat. 

  

Environmental     Detailed consideration of 
environmental impacts required 

2 

Synthetics Grass only facility supported 1 Synthetic pitch not supported 2 

      Increased urban heat island 
effect from the synthetic surface 
in place of a grassed field. 

3 

      Concern for non-recyclable 
nature of synthetic turf. 

1 
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      Concern for chemical leaching 
for the synthetic turf 

1 

      Concern for toxic runoff from 
synthetic turf installation. 

1 

Lighting     Investigate actual lighting needs 
to consider impacts on bushland 
and residents 

2 

Water     Concern for the facility water 
demand and how the ToVP 
allocation may be impacted by 
this demand.  

4 

Social     Noise pollution and other 
residential impact assessments 
required. 

2 

      Concern for licensing 
encouraging drunk related 
behavioural problems. 

1 

Financial      Concern for financial costs 
related to a new/upgraded facility  

3 

      Financial costs for relocating 
displaced clubs? 

1 

      Business case previously 
endorsed by Council and then 
challenged through the current 
process.  
Review actual needs and 
business case. 
Review costs to ensure they are 
correct 

6 

Paid fitness 
facilities/service 

Review the needs for fitness 
facilities within the ToVP to 
assist with making better 
informed decision regarding the 
commercial values of the 
VPXHC facility business case. 

1     

Event venues Review the needs for event 
facilities within the ToVP to 
assist with making better 
informed decision regarding the 
commercial values of the 
VPXHC facility business case. 

1     

  TOTAL 4 TOTAL 34 

    OVERALL TOTAL 10   OVERALL TOTAL 94 
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Table 3: Harold Rossiter Reserve Feedback from the 3 Workshops Combined 

TOWN OF VICTORIA PARK: SYNTHETIC HOCKEY FACILITY SITE ASSESSMENT   

COMMUNITY WORKSHOP FEEDBACK   Harold Rossiter Reserve    
          

  Pros No. Cons No. 

Environmental  Possibly upper oval could be left 
as vegetated to buffer KB and 
bird habitat. 
Revegetation offset for any 
development of the reserve. 

1 Adverse impact on Kensington 
Bushland (KB) fauna and in 
particular Black cockatoos, 
Eastern Great Egret, Rainbow 
Bee Eater and Peregrine Falcon 

14 

      Fragmentation of green corridor 
(Jirdup Precinct) connecting 
Swan and Canning Rivers 
including HRR, KB, George St 
reserve and Kent Street High 
School 

2 

  Ensure restricted access to 
conservation areas of the park. 

1 Significance of the Bush Forever 
(site 48) KB Banksia Woodland 
ecological community and the 
need to protect this important 
asset. 

19 

  Likely to be no/limited removal of 
trees 

2 Concern for any loss of trees - 
cooling and habitat impacts, and 
for increased pavements. 

11 

  Remnant bushland on tip/sandpit 
banks could be retained and 
enhanced. 

1 Using the sandpit site is not 
viable and costly 

1 

  Clubs proposal for use of the 
sandpit area should be 
considered further 

5 Previous sandpit abandoned in 
2003 due its contaminated 
classification. 

1 

Water     Concern for drawdown and 
surface water impact on flora and 
fauna 

4 

  TOTAL 10 TOTAL 52 

Green space     Reduction of POS as a buffer 
against KB. 

5 

  Will encourage a wider range of 
fitness opportunities with 
improved facilities 

1 Significant community impact - 
most well used POS in ToVP for 
sport, recreation, nature, social 
and cultural uses. 

17 

  Function rooms could be 
available for community uses 

1 Significant impact on community 
social fabric. 

7 

      Greater use pressures on this 
POS for a growing population, 
ToVPs "Kings Park". 

4 

  Dog exercisers have indicated 
they will take their dogs to 
Fletcher Park 

1 Significant loss or reduction in 
dog exercise area - a highly 
valued and used off leash facility. 

8 

      Concern for relocation of the 
playground 

1 

  TOTAL 3 TOTAL 42 
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Sports space Keeping the club within the ToVP 2     

  Adequate spatial capacity 4 Significant impacts on existing 
sport uses of HRR, particularly 
soccer, a 32-year tenancy 

10 

  Clubrooms sufficient to 
accommodate hockey 

3 Multi- use would be replaced with 
a single use sport 

2 

  Existing grass fields likely to be 
suitable 

2 Current sporting uses will limit a 
hockey facility here. 

3 

  Value adding facilities for 
adjoining schools 

2 Used by a number of schools for 
competition and cross country - 
Kent T PS, Millan PS, Clontarf 
PS, Kensington PS, East Victoria 
Park PS and Victoria Park PS. 

5 

  Possibly shared space with Kent 
Street SHS 

1 Limited opportunity for other 
sport, recreation and school users 
to relocate 

4 

  TOTAL 14 TOTAL 24 

Amenity / 
Nuisance 

Lighting may improve night time 
security issues. Existing lighting 

2 Adverse noise, light and visual 
impacts on local residents, fauna 
and users. 

17 

  Lighting along Kent St/soccer 
side may be adequate and assist 
night time security.  

1 VPXHC activities impact on Agric 
Dept.  

1 

  Development within the sandpit 
bowl will reduce visual impacts. 

1 Concern for additional litter 1 

  Furthest from residences and 
therefore least impact 

2     

  Minimal noise impacts       

  Will assist with building stronger 
sense of community 

2 Rossiter is a beautiful park and 
should not be altered to its 
detriment 

4 

  TOTAL 8 TOTAL 23 

Access Traffic concerns unfounded 
because hockey is played at night 
time on week days. 

1 Detrimental traffic and parking 
impacts  

17 

  Parking available on Rathay 
Street and Kent Street SHS 

1     

  Highly accessible POS for 
increased use from VPXHC 

2     

  Underpass pedestrian access 
from Etwell Street 

1     

  TOTAL 5 TOTAL 17 

Financial Will encourage economic 
sustainability and attract people 
to the area 

1 Business Case prepared for 
ToVP does not support a hockey 
facility at HRR. 

1 

    OVERALL TOTAL 41   OVERALL TOTAL 159 

  

61



49 
 

 

Table 4: Fletcher Park Feedback from the 3 Workshops Combined 

TOWN OF VICTORIA PARK: SYNTHETIC HOCKEY FACILITY SITE ASSESSMENT   

COMMUNITY WORKSHOP FEEDBACK  
 

Fletcher Park   
 

        

  Pros No. Cons No. 

Environmental  No further impact on flora and 
fauna 

1     

  No removal of trees required 1     

Water Available for current and future 
needs 

2     

  TOTAL 4 TOTAL 0 

Green space Maintain grass fields 1     

  Fewer recreational users at 
Fletcher Park 

1     

  TOTAL 2 TOTAL 0 

Sports space Spatially suitable with some 
reconfiguration 

5     

  An established hockey facility on 
the site 

10     

  Possibly purchase adjoining 
properties or parkland for 
expansion for synthetic pitch 

3 Limited growth for the Hockey 
Club as constrained by the 
cricket pitches 

2 

  Sufficient clubrooms 3     

  Currently have four grounds 1     

  Rationalise cricket requirements 
within the ToVP, which may lead 
to freeing up Fletcher Park for 
VPXHC. 

2 Significant inconvenience to the 
PCC 

5 

  Accommodate Hockey at 
Fletcher and upgrade facilities by 
moving PCC 

3 Move the PCC to WACA or 
Raphael Park 

3 

  Retain 1 cricket match wicket and 
develop far end for VPXHC 
facilities. 

3 Move Perth Cricket Club to HRR/ 
St High School 
- relationship with Dept of 
Education 
- membership numbers will 
increase 
- cost to move pitches and nets.  

2 

  Shared facilities with the PCC 
and both remain at Fletcher Park 

3 Resolve club differences with the 
PCC  

1 

  TOTAL 33 TOTAL 13 

Amenity / 
Nuisance 

Existing lighting may be suitable. 2 Impacts on residences due to 
close proximity. 

5 

Access Parking available around the 
edges of the park. No significant 
change 

2 Access and parking issues 1 

Financial Limited capital cost and most 
viable option 

3     
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  Could be undertaken as a staged 
development 

1     

  Only requires development of the 
synthetic turf pitch. 

1     

          

    OVERALL TOTAL 48   OVERALL TOTAL 19 
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Table 5:  Higgins Park Feedback from the 3 Workshops Combined 

TOWN OF VICTORIA PARK: SYNTHETIC HOCKEY FACILITY SITE ASSESSMENT 

  

COMMUNITY WORKSHOP FEEDBACK  

 

Higgins Park 
  

    
  

  
  

  Pros No. Cons No. 

Environmental  No known impact on flora or 
fauna 

2 Environmental impacts 
unacceptable 

1 

  No loss of trees by VPXHC 
relocating to Higgins 

1 Loss of trees caused by VPXHC 
relocation to Higgins, particularly 
in road. 

2 

      Strong winds at Higgins would be 
increased by loss of trees 

1 

  TOTAL 3 TOTAL 4 

Green space Equal to Fletcher Park in terms of 
suitability for hockey facilities 

3 This is an important local green 
space for walkers in particular 

4 

      High social value, e.g. used for 
Anglicare programmes. Concern 
with limitations for recreation use. 

2 

      High social values for local 
community, e.g. BBQs, meet up 
and exercise together. 

2 

      Concern for more hard surfaces 
at Higgins 

1 

  TOTAL 3 TOTAL 9 

Sports space Suitable space available 4 Insufficiently sized clubrooms 1 

  Will increase activation of the 
space and for a sporting precinct 

4 Current sporting uses will limit a 
hockey facility here. 

2 

  Tennis facilities already fenced 
and could be shared with 
VPXHC.  
Are they being used? 

2 Very busy park with tennis, 
cricket, football, etc. 

3 

  Merge with Playfield Reserve  1 RSL inconvenienced by merger 
with Playfield Reserve? 

1 

  Consider this site in more detail 
for the hockey facility: 
- membership numbers for junior 
AFL 
- membership numbers of other 
resident clubs 
- current infrastructure and 
condition, e.g. lights, clubrooms, 
etc. 

1     

  Consider Higgins by relocating 
AFL to Fletcher Park 

1 Relocate AFL to Fletcher Park/ 
HRR to move Hockey to Higgins, 
or other option. 

3 
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  Consider Higgins for the cricket 
club if VPXHC to remain at 
Fletcher. 

1 Relocate cricket to Higgins to 
accommodate expansion of 
hockey at Fletcher 

1 

      Negative impact on Junior AFL 1 

  TOTAL 14 TOTAL 12 

Amenity / 
Nuisance 

Existing lighting for night time 
use. 

3 Some impact to residents, school 
and RSL nearby. 

7 

Access Adequate parking available  2 Parking and traffic concerns 4 

  Parking could be accommodated 
underground  

1 Public transport limited 1 

          

    OVERALL TOTAL 26   OVERALL TOTAL 37 
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Table 6:  Raphael Park Feedback from the 3 Workshops Combined 

TOWN OF VICTORIA PARK: SYNTHETIC HOCKEY FACILITY SITE ASSESSMENT   

COMMUNITY WORKSHOP FEEDBACK  
 

Raphael Park   
 

        

  Pros No. Cons No. 

Environmental      Negative impacts and constraints 3 

      Negative impacts on birdlife 1 

Water     Current impacts on preservation 
of heritage trees 

1 

      Concern for negative impacts on 
flora and fauna. 

1 

  TOTAL 0 TOTAL 6 

Heritage     Donated by ToVP Cr. Howard 
Raphael as a gift to the children 
of ToVP. 

1 

      Heritage park is key to the 
Raphael Park Precinct and is 
Municipal Heritage Inventory 
listed. High conservation values. 
Previously air raid bunkers 

5 

      Significant trees of heritage value 
that need to be protected, e.g. 
Morton Bay Figs, Bunya Pines 
and Norfolk Island Pines are 100 
plus years old. 

5 

      Surrounding streets heritage 
listed and would be impacted by 
any change in the park 

1 

  TOTAL 0 TOTAL 12 

Green space Large space suitable for multiple 
uses 

2 School uses the space for 
recreation and educational uses. 

5 

      Significant recreation use of this 
green space and proposal would 
have a negative impact on 
walkers, dog exercisers and 
exercise groups.  

8 

      Significant cultural and social 
values and uses of this parkland. 
Summer concerts 

4 

      Population pressures on green 
space retention 

1 

  TOTAL 2 TOTAL 18 

Sports space Adequate space for a hockey 
facility 

1 Insufficient space to 
accommodate hockey and 
operating at full capacity 

2 
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  Existing compatible facilities 1     

  Existing clubrooms adequate for 
use 

1 Clubrooms insufficiently sized 3 

      Negative impact on cricket and 
soccer users: Curtin Soccer Club 
juniors and seniors training and 
games, South Perth Junior 
Cricket Club. 

8 

      Local schools have nowhere else 
to go for sports and uses: Victoria 
Park PS, Ursula Freyne Catholic 
College and Regent College  

7 

      Concern for exclusive use of part 
of all of the park, i.e. fenced 

1 

Amenity / 
Nuisance 

    This is prime real estate and a 
hockey development will be 
detrimental to the precinct 
amenity. 

2 

  Existing lighting 2 Lighting and noise will be 
problematic for local residents. 

8 

      Amenity of the park will be 
negatively impacted, particularly 
view spaces. 

2 

          

Access Good parking available in 
surrounding streets 

2 Existing issues with parking and 
access given close proximity to 4 
schools. 

8 

          

    OVERALL TOTAL 9   OVERALL TOTAL 77 
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Table 7: Other Location - Feedback from the 3 Workshops Combined 

TOWN OF VICTORIA PARK: SYNTHETIC HOCKEY FACILITY SITE ASSESSMENT   

COMMUNITY WORKSHOP FEEDBACK  
 

Other Locations    
 

        

  Pros No. Cons No. 

ToVP Consider a facility split over two 
sites, preferably using Fletcher 
and another park close-by. Allows 
co-location with cricket as is.  

3 Consider locations outside of the 
ToVP 

5 

  Smaller parks for stand-alone 
feasibility 

2     

  Multi-purpose use required 2     

  Other sites that are not parkland - 
including residential 

5 None of the four options are 
suitable 

9 

  Outside of residential areas - 
industrial or commercial 

5     

  Consolidate soccer clubs into a 
smaller range of parks. 

3     

  School partnerships 1     

  TOTAL 21 TOTAL 14 

Other LGAs LGA partnerships 3     

  Redcliffe Park, City of Belmont       

  Faulkner Park, City of Belmont 1     

  Subiaco Oval, City of Subiaco 1     

  George Burnett, City South Perth 1     

  TOTAL 6 TOTAL 0 

Other 
Landowners 

Existing park development near 
the stadium/tennis  

4     

  Belmont hockey facilities or 
suitable parkland, City of Belmont 

1     

  Belmont Race track/Burswood 
peninsula sporting precinct 

3     

  School partnerships 1     
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  State Tennis Centre: 
- Good vehicle access 
- Good public transport 
- Excellent exposure 
- Low cost due to existing clearing 
- Already grassed 
- Opportunity for club to grow and 
expand 

1     

  Trinity Playing fields, Trinity 
College 

1     

  Other state and federal 
partnerships 

1     

  Industrial land, e.g. Welshpool, 
City of Canning 

3     

  TOTAL 15 TOTAL 0 

Como SHS Como High School have high 
quality hockey facilities and 
programmes 

11     

  Sufficient space for club facilities 
including synthetic turf 

1 Limited space and club facilities 
available 

1 

  Como High School have indicated 
that they are keen to talk with 
VPXHC 

1 Requires Education Department 
agreement to secure tenure. 

1 

  TOTAL 13 TOTAL 2 

Curtin 
University 

Existing quality hockey specific 
facilities 

5 Limited space available for an 
additional club use 

1 

      Although 2 synthetic pitches exist, 
the Curtin Master plan showed 
only 1. 

1 

  TOTAL 5 TOTAL 2 

Kent Street 
SHS 

Kent Street High School shared 
facility 

5     

  Accommodate Hockey at Fletcher 
and upgrade facilities by moving 
PCC 

1 Move Perth Cricket Club to HRR/ 
Kent St High School 

1 

  Opportunity for shared multi-use 
facilities 

1     

  TOTAL 7 TOTAL 1 

Lathlain  Old Bowls club site: 
- Kindy used as a clubroom 
- Cul de sac Planet Street 
- Good accessibility  
- No impact on dog exercisers 

1     

McCullum 
Park 

Away from the river 3     

  Accommodated alongside 
basketball and skate facilities 

2     
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  Adds value to the existing 
facilities. 

1     

Taylor / 
McCallum 

Use both parks together for 
VPXHC facilities and develop 
similar to Tompkins @ Melville 

4     

Taylor 
Reserve 

Look beyond information provided 
in Officer assessment 

12 Not appropriate as is in close 
proximity to the foreshore. 

1 

  Less social/residential impact than 
the 4 proposed 

6 Higher valued for tourism and 
wider district users. 

1 

  No other club relocation 
considerations 

1     

  Ample room for hockey pitches - 
76,000m2 

3     

  No existing sports to be displaced 1     

  No know environmental concerns 4     

  Adequate parking 2     

  Flat and level 1     

  Irrigated with recycled water 2 Shallow water table impacts with 
development and fill required. 

1 

  Accessible from highways 1     

  Access to close public transport 1     

  TOTAL 44 TOTAL 3 

    OVERALL TOTAL 111   OVERALL TOTAL 22 
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Dave Lanfear Consulting is located in Fremantle: 

Dave Lanfear Consulting Pty Ltd 
Business Foundations Inc 
Unit 14 
Terminus Quarters 
Packenham Street  
Fremantle WA 6160 
 
 

Phone: 0477708891 

Email: dlanfear@davelanfearconsulting.com.au  

 

Web: www.davelanfearconsulting.com.au  

ABN: 90849638924 

ACN: 614 290 934 
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