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      2007 – 22 Dorcas Street, Southbank, VIC. 3006 
 
      21 October 2015 
 
Katherine Smart 
Melbourne City Council, Planning & Building Branch 
Lv. 3, CH2, 240 Little Collins, Melbourne VIC. 3000 
 
Re: 22 – 24 Wells Place, Southbank, VIC. 3006: Planning proposal TP- 2015 - 587   
 
I am a resident of Elm Apartments at 22 Dorcas Street, and have viewed copies of the planning 
submission documents for the above-noted project, at the Council Offices. 
 
I would like to lodge my objection to the granting of planning approval on the application as it 
currently stands. 
 
My objection is made on the following grounds: 
 

1. I was not aware of a previous application and permit granted for this site. However, based 
on advice given to me at the Council Offices, this proposal actually seeks to change and 
extend an existing permit, for the subject site. 
 

2. The submitted documents do not state that this application is to change and extend an 
existing permit. 
 

3. Does this mean that this application should be treated as an entirely new and fresh one, to 
be considered from ‘scratch’?  
 

4. The subject site is a ‘pocket handkerchief’ sized block of land. Had it been consolidated 
with the block to the north, 33 Coventry Street, a better outcome for the city, and for the 
intended occupants of both buildings, might have resulted.  
 

5. This new application increases the proposed height of building on the subject site, and 
increases the proposed number of apartments therein.  
 

6. The sole access to this building, for pedestrians, bicycles, cars, emergency and service 
vehicles, waste receptacles/containers etc., is via the narrow bluestone paved (cobbled) 
laneway, Wells Place. 
 

7. The proposed development intends for its residents’ waste collection to be via wheeled bins 
to be placed at the corner of Wells Street and Wells Place. That,is firstly the bins will have 
to be ‘man-handled’ for some distance along the rough cobbled surface of Wells Place, and 
secondly these bins will have to then vie for footpath space with the bins currently used by 
the Elm Apartments (22 Dorcas Street) and the Guilfoyle Apartments (39 Coventry Street).  
 

8. The number of carparking spaces now, proposed is significantly less than the number of 
apartments. This appears to be over-exploitation of the site, to satisfy the requirements of 
the developer/owner.  
 

9. Access to the carparking spaces in the proposed development will rely on vehicle turntable, 
and vehicle lift operation – this will inevitably lead, at times, to congestion and backing up of 
cars wishing to access and egress from the building, via Wells Place.  
 

10. A tower block of apartments apparently has been approved for a site to the north of the 
subject site at 33 Coventry Street – hence, overall this particular block of Southbank would 
be very densely occupied. 
 

11. The proposed building will be built ‘hard’ against the Guilfoyle Apartment building at 39 
Coventry Street. 
 

12. Does Melbourne need such an intensive development of apartments, built ‘cheek by jowl’ 
against each other?  
 

 
 
 
 
 



 
13. Recent analyses of water usage in the Docklands area suggests that maybe only 50% of 

apartments there are actually being occupied. 
It would seem that the headlong rush to develop so many apartment buildings in the CBD, 
Docklands and Southbank at present, is being driven by the pressure of investment money 
(mainly from foreign sources) to be ‘parked’ in real estate in Melbourne, and not by actual  
occupational/residential demand. 
 
 

 
I trust that the Melbourne City Council Planning Department will refuse this proposal (TP- 2015 – 
587.  
 
Thanking you for considering these matters. Should you wish me to clarify or amplify these points 
please contact me. 
 
Michael Finn, 2007 – 22 Dorcas Street, Southbank, VIC. 3006 
T. 9690 5010  e. mikefinn@netspace.net.au 
 
Signed:    

 
   
 






























