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Executive Summary 

The purpose of this report is to provide a summary of the objectives, methods, engagement activities and 
community and stakeholder feedback undertaken prior to lodging a Scheme Amendment request with the 
Town of Cambridge for the Mount Claremont playing fields site on behalf of Christ Church Grammar School.  
The findings from the engagement activities will inform a preliminary Concept Plan that will be submitted as 
part of a Scheme Amendment request, associated with the McClemans Road playing fields site. 

Methods of Engagement and Key Outcomes 

The following three key methods of engagement were used to reach the local community. 

Kitchen Table Conversations 

Adjacent residents were invited to participate in Kitchen Table Conversations to provide them with project 
information and collateral, to allow them to ask questions and to seek feedback on the Principles Plan. Over 
the two rounds (May and June), a total of eight individual meetings were held with residents and members of 
the project team.  
The key concerns that emerged focused on loss of community amenity (the playing fields as open space), 
significance of the site, potential environmental impacts, suitability of the land for infill housing, intention of 
the original purchase of land, traffic impacts and the potential decrease of property values. It became 
apparent that there existed misinformation within the community about the project, for example the intention 
to develop the site for medium to high density housing and that the site was originally ‘gifted’ rather than 
purchased. 

Community Drop-In Session 

A community drop-in session was held in May to provide the wider community with the opportunity to ask 
questions of the project team and to seek feedback on the Principles Plan. The drop-in was attended by 
approximately 65-70 Mount Claremont residents, with significant feedback received via email following the 
session. 
It became clear that there was negative community sentiment about the prospect of any development 
occurring at the site. Feedback regarding the Principles Plan indicated that the community priorities were to 
maintain a green transition zone between existing housing and proposed development, retain the existing 
tree canopy, and to ensure that there is pedestrian access and opportunities for recreation in the form of 
public open space. The key issues focused on environmental impacts, loss of public open space, density 
and population increase, traffic and access and the intention of the original purchase of land. 

Online Survey 

Following earlier engagement activities and site investigations two preliminary concept plans were 
developed.  Subsequently a survey was created to seek feedback on the two Preliminary Concept Plans to 
find out which concept was preferred by the local community. Overall, 25 responses to the survey were 
received, with a 52% and 48% split of participants preferring Concept 1 over Concept 2. 
The preferences for Concept 1 focused on the larger central active open space, due to its integration of the 
old scoreboard, retention of the oval concept and more open space for dog walking. The participants who 
chose Concept 2, based it on the larger green transition zones between Fortview and McClemans Road, 
retaining elements of green space for all existing residents. Several requested the development be kept 
away from existing residential areas with an increased transition. 

School Community Engagement 

In addition to engaging with the local community the School has also undertaken its own engagement with 
members of the School community and the overwhelming feedback provided by parents is one of support. 
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Introduction 

1.1 Project Overview 
Christ Church Grammar School (CCGS), in conjunction with the State Government (Department of Planning, 
Lands and Heritage), have identified an opportunity to develop a unique and coordinated recreational facility 
at the former Brockway Road landfill and consolidate the School's playing fields in one location. 
Currently the school manages its recreational activities over two locations, with both offsite to the main school 
campus at Claremont. The first being located at McClemans Road and the more recent at St Johns Wood.  
The Brockway Road site is located immediately east of the St Johns Wood playing fields and will be 
recognised as St Johns Wood playing fields phase 2 (Brockway Road). 
The purchase of the former Brockway Road landfill site has progressed to the stage where the School is 
finalising documents ready for lodgement with Landgate. Further, the State has advised publicly of its intent 
to progress with this land transfer to CCGS. As such, the privately owned Mount Claremont playing fields site 
at McClemans Road will become surplus to the needs of the School once the new site is remediated (3-5 
years). 
On the basis that the Mount Claremont playing fields is a privately owned site and will no longer be required 
as sporting fields by the School, CCGS have commenced exploring options for the site  

element was engaged to assist with both planning and engagement services around possible future options 
for the Mount Claremont site.  

1.2 Project Objectives 
CCGS’s primary objective is to consolidate its field-based sporting facilities currently spread across the 
Mount Claremont and St John’s Wood Playing Fields to a single site encompassing the existing St John’s 
Wood Playing Fields and the vacant parcel of land immediately to the north of John XXIII College.  
The reclamation of the proposed site will facilitate this consolidation and as a result, will free up Mount 
Claremont for other uses.  

1.3 Engagement Objectives 
Supporting the project objectives, the engagement objectives were to: 

• Ensure key opportunities and concerns can be addressed wherever possible. 

• Support the planning processes required to progress the future use of the Mount Claremont Playing 
Fields and further communications surrounding the relocation of the playing fields to St John’s Wood 
playing fields phase 2. 

• Utilise reliable communication channels to ensure information is shared with interested stakeholders.  

• Identify stakeholders and understand the nature of their interest and potential to contribute towards 
the project. 

• Establish opportunities to have authentic conversations with people at the right time. 

• Inform key community and stakeholders to develop understanding and alignment with the proposed 
future for Mount Claremont. 

• Obtain feedback on key design principles regarding Mount Claremont (access, open space, tree 
retention, pedestrian amenity and potentially built form design and character). 



 

 3 

• Wherever possible develop a shared vision between CCGS, the School community and surrounding 
community for the proposed future of Mount Claremont. 

1.4 Key Messages 
The key messages that guide the project communications and communications collateral are as follows: 

• CCGS wishes to consolidate its playing fields to St John’s Wood. 

• CCGS has now been presented with an opportunity to complete the consolidation of its playing fields 
and sporting facilities by relocating existing playing fields from Mount Claremont to the vacant land 
at Brockway Road, east of existing CCGS St John’s Wood playing fields. 

• CCGS recognises an opportunity for a private organisation to find the cost of remediation of a 
remnant contaminated landfill site into playing fields with shared community use. All other parties 
have failed to advance the remediation of this site over the last three decades. 

• Mount Claremont Playing Fields will become disused by CCGS, which presents an opportunity to 
engage with the adjacent community around its future use.  

• Despite the site being under private ownership, CCGS recognise any change to the status of public 
access to the ‘playing fields’ at Mount Claremont will be of interest to local residents and recreational 
users of the site.  

• With the removal of playing fields, the site at Mount Claremont will undergo a thorough process to 
better understand the site’s constraints and potential. 

• CCGS wish to acknowledge the move to consolidate sporting and playing fields to the St John’s 
Wood playing fields site and will not be retaining playing fields at Mount Claremont.   

• The proposal for engagement is to deliver several activities early in 2021 including a letter of 
invitation-only, kitchen table meetings with adjacent properties as part of an early engagement 
process, as well as a broader community engagement in relation the Scheme Amendment process.  
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2. Engagement Methodology 

2.1 Methods of Engagement 
The diagram below identifies the timeline of the methods of engagement used to communicate with the 
community about the Mount Claremont playing fields. 

 
Figure 1. Timeline of engagement methods 
 
As agreed with CCGS, element used three key methods of engagement to reach the local community. 
 
Table 1. Overview of engagement methods 

Method Purpose of this Method Communication Channels Project Collateral 

Kitchen Table 
Conversations 
Round 1 

To provide affected residents with 
further information and project 
collateral. 
To allow residents to ask questions 
of the project team in a comfortable 
and safe setting. 
To seek feedback on the Principles 
Plan. 

Phone calls 
Letter drops to adjacent 
residents 
Emails 
Face-to-face conversations 

Principles Plan 
Frequently Asked Questions 

Community 
Drop-In 
Session 

To provide the wider community with 
the opportunity to ask the project 
team questions. 
To seek feedback on the Principles 
Plan. 

Letter drops to adjacent 
residents and the wider 
community 
Emails 
Face-to-face conversations 

Principles Plan 
Updated Frequently Asked 
Questions 
Worksheets for community 
feedback 
Next steps 

Kitchen Table 
Conversations 
Round 2 

To seek feedback on the two 
Preliminary Concept Plans prepared 
and find out which concept is 
preferred by adjacent residents. 
To allow residents to ask questions 
of the project team in a comfortable 
and safe setting. 

Letter drops to adjacent 
residents 
Emails 
Face-to-face conversations 

Preliminary Concept Plans 
Updated Frequently Asked 
Questions 

Online Survey To seek feedback on the two 
Preliminary Concept Plans prepared 
and find out which concept is 
preferred by the community. 

Emails 
Letter drops to adjacent 
residents and the wider 
community 
Project webpage updates 

Preliminary Concept Plans 
Updated project summary 
and next steps 
Survey questions 

Principles Plan

Kitchen Table 
Conversations

Round 1

3 – 14 May 2021

Community 
Drop-In Session

20 May 2021

Kitchen Table 
Conversations

Round 2

8 – 18 June 2021

Online Survey

9 – 23 June

Preliminary Concept Plans x 2

Preliminary site 
investigations

Bushfire, environment,
servicing & traffic
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Kitchen Table Conversations Round 1 (3rd – 14th May) 

The 26 adjacent residents and homeowners along Fortview Road and McClemans Road with views of the 
Mount Claremont playing fields were invited to partake in a conversation with members of the engagement 
team. The purpose of these ‘Kitchen Table Conversations’ was for households to find out information about 
the project and have the opportunity to ask questions of the project team. These sessions were offered to 
residents to introduce the project and gauge sentiment and early feedback. To assist with conversations with 
residents a Principles Plan that articulated foundational site aspects was developed. 
Adjacent residents were invited via a letter drop (on the 29th of April) and phone calls where contact details 
were available. These conversations were held over two weeks, from 3rd – 14th May and took place at the 
Christ Church pavilion building on site or at residents’ homes, depending on their preference.  

Of the 26, members from five households took up the offer to meet with element over this period. One 
resident chose to have a conversation with the engagement team over the phone. A number of appointments 
were made and subsequently cancelled. During these conversations, residents were provided with copies of 
the indicative Principles Plan and Frequently Asked Questions. The results of their feedback and questions 
have been summarised in Section 5.2.  

Community Drop-In Session (20th May) 

To reach the community more broadly, element hosted a community drop-in session on Thursday, 20 May 
from 3.00pm – 6.30pm at the Christ Church Grammar School Pavilion (Mount Claremont playing fields). 
Residents and homeowners located between Fortview Road and Rochdale Road (Figure 2) were invited to 
attend via a letter drop sent on May 6th. Residents outside of this catchment were not discouraged from 
attending if they wished to do so.  
Attendees were asked to RSVP via emailing ccgsmtclaremont@elementwa.com.au directly. 
 

 
Figure 2. Households that received invitations to the community drop-in session 

 
The materials displayed at the session were as follows: 

• Updated Frequently Asked Questions; 

• Principles Plan; 

• Architectural renders of the St John’s Wood playing fields phase 2 development; and 

• Interactive worksheets that asked participants to provide feedback on individual principles and gave 
them open opportunities to provide general feedback on the proposal. 



 

 6 

Attendees were provided with copies of the Frequently Asked Questions and Principals Plan to take home.  
The drop-in was attended by approximately 65-70 local residents. Many attendees conveyed their hope for 
no change. This resulted in some impact on some participants that were seeking feedback from members of 
the project team. 
The feedback received from the community during this session has been summarised by theme in Section 
5.3.  

Kitchen Table Conversations Round 2 (8th – 18th June) 

Following the drop-in session, and having sourced preliminary site information (bushfire, environment, 
servicing and traffic), two preliminary concept plans were then prepared 
The same adjacent residents and homeowners along Fortview and McClemans were given a second 
opportunity to meet with the project team individually and to hear how the project had progressed. The 
purpose of this second conversation was to seek feedback on which of the two preliminary concept plans 
were preferred by the adjacent residents. 

The team from element met with one adjacent household on the 14th of June. Copies of the Preliminary 
Concept Plans and updated Frequently Asked Questions were provided during the meeting. The results of 
their feedback and questions have been summarised in Section 5.4. 

Online Survey (9th – 23rd June) 

To compliment the second round of kitchen table sessions and to ensure the broader community were 
provided the opportunity to engage, element undertook further engagement with the local community via an 
online survey that sought feedback on the preliminary concepts prepared. The survey was hosted on the 
School’s project webpage and was open for a two-week period, from 9 – 23 June. 
Local residents, homeowners and the wider community were invited to complete the survey via a letter drop 
(on the 9th of June) and an email to those who had attended the drop-in session and provided contact 
details. 
The survey introduced two preliminary concept plans, identified the fixed elements of both concepts and the 
key differences. It asked participants to identify their preferred preliminary concept plan, the reason(s) why, 
and gave the option for respondents to provide their street name and suburb.  
In summary, the survey received 25 responses, which have been summarised in Section 5.5. 
It should be noted that a number of residents chose to send direct emails to element, expressing their 
dissatisfaction with the survey.  

A copy of the survey responses is available to view at Appendix D. 

2.2 Communication Channels 
Project information, updates and invitations were distributed to the community in the following three ways. 

Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs) 

FAQs were prepared and copies distribute via the CCGS web page as well as hard copies directly to 
residents and on display at the community drop-in session on Thursday 20th May. 

Letter Box Drops 

To notify the community of the opportunity to participate in the kitchen table conversations, community drop-
in session and the online survey, seven rounds of letters were distributed according to the table below. 
 
Table 2. Summary of the letter box drops 

Catchment Area Letters Received 

Adjacent residents • Invitation to the kitchen table conversations (sent April 29) 
• Invitation to the drop-in session (sent May 3) 
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• Summary of the drop-in session content (sent May 20) 

• Invitation to the second round of kitchen table conversations (sent June 3) 

• Invitation to participate in the online survey (sent June 9) 

Wider community (Fortview Road 
to Rochdale Road) 

• Invitation to the drop-in session (sent May 3) 
• Invitation to participate in the online survey (sent June 9) 

 
Emails 

The project email ccgsmtclaremont@elementwa.com.au, was set up to receive community feedback, 
manage RSVPs to the community drop-in session and to direct questions to different members of the project 
team. This email was also used to provide a summary of the drop-in session to attendees who chose to 
provide their contact details to receive future project updates. 

Project Webpage 

A project webpage was set up on the Christ Church Grammar School website, which can be viewed here 
https://www.ccgs.wa.edu.au/community/masterplan-2. This page was regularly updated as the project 
progressed and included collateral such as: frequently asked questions, architectural renders of St John’s 
Wood playing fields, a link to the online survey, links to references about the project in the media, and other 
details about the community consultation process. 
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3. Engagement with the CCGS School 
Community 

School Communications 

On the 30th of April, the School emailed the school community and the Old Boys notifying them of the 
School’s plan to consolidate their sports facilities at the St John’s Wood playing fields. It noted the School 
were considering options for the development of the Mount Claremont playing fields and begun the process 
of engaging with the local community. 
The School received 18 emails in response from parents, neighbours and old boys. Of these, 9 respondents 
expressed strong support for the School’s plan and 6 expressed an objection. The key themes of these 
emails have been summarised below.  

• Support for the consolidation of the playing fields at St John’s Wood and the opportunity it provides 
the School. 

• Encouraging the School to focus on their sustainability commitments when developing the Mount 
Claremont playing fields. A suggestion was made to consider of a community-scale renewable utility 
micro-grid for inclusion in the development proposal. 

• Concern about losing open green space from residents who live near the playing fields. 

• Concern about the transparency of the School’s process and how long this project has been in the 
works without the community being notified. 

Anecdotally, since April the School Principal, Alan Jones, has been active in the school community, 
gathering opinions at sporting events, parent – teacher evenings, music, and drama performances. He has 
met with several hundred parents and been offered universal support. He has received no negative 
responses from members of the community regarding the decision to sell the Mount Claremont playing fields 
and progress with Phase 2 of the St John’s Wood development. 

School Community Briefing (8th June) 

The School hosted a Community Briefing about the project on the 8th of June 2021. 40 people attended the 
presentation on how the Mount Claremont playing fields redevelopment aligns with the CCGS Strategic Plan 
2021 – 2025. The presentation explained the history of the site, the feedback received from the community to 
date and displayed the two Preliminary Concept Plans. The attendees were generally supportive. 

General Feedback 

The School has received numerous phone calls from current parents on a range of matters relating to Mount 
Claremont. The questions and feedback received during these calls has focused on the following points. 

• The School community understand that the playing fields are owned privately. 

• They understand that the School undertakes significant strategic planning work, which informs 
campus masterplanning. 

• Parents are pleased that the School is focusing on financial sustainability. 

• They are pleased that the School is maintaining its focus on the health and wellbeing of boys. 

• That Phase 2 of St John’s Wood will be a great community asset. 
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4. Engagement with Stakeholders 

Botanic Gardens and Park Authority (BGPA) 

Members of the project team met with a representative from the Botanic Gardens and Park Authority (BGPA) 
on the 22nd of June 2021. The BGPA were shown the Preliminary Concept Plans and given a summary of the 
project history and next steps.  
In summary, the Authority expressed no major issue with what is being proposed. Their key interest lies in the 
treatments along the boundary between the playing fields site and Bold Park. There was a good discussion 
and the BGPA acknowledged that the School have and will continue to carefully consider the environmental 
aspects of the site. 
The BGPA indicated no preference for a Preliminary Concept Plan, however they stated that they could see 
the benefits of the consolidated public open space proposed in Concept Plan 1. 
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5. Key Findings 

5.1 Overview 
The objectives of community engagement for this project were to ‘inform’ and ‘consult’ the community about 
early development principles and then preliminary concepts plans. As a result, element sought to provide the 
public with balanced and objective information and obtain public feedback on alternatives and decisions. 

5.2 Kitchen Table Conversations Round 1 
The key themes that emerged during the first round of Kitchen Table Conversations have been summarised 
in the table below. 
It should be noted that the feedback summarised below was received from residents facing onto the Mount 
Claremont playing fields from Fortview or McClemans Roads. Given this was the first that many residents had 
heard of any development plans, they were understandably wary and wanted to understand the details 
around the proposal. 
The key concerns that emerged focused on loss of community amenity (open space), significance of the site, 
potential environmental impacts, suitability of the land for infill housing, intention of the original purchase of 
land, potential decrease in their property value, and transparency of the community engagement process to 
date. 
The consensus from the five meetings was that residents understood that the land was private property, 
however, were unhappy with the idea of development and opposed any increases to the existing density of 
the surrounding area. All households expressed interest in the retention of publicly accessible open space. It 
was also apparent that there existed misinformation within the community about the project, for example the 
intention to develop the site for medium to high density housing and that the site was originally ‘gifted’ rather 
than purchased. FAQs were updated progressively to provide residents with factual project information. 
 
Table 3. Themes from the kitchen table conversations (round 1) 

Theme Concerns 

Environment  • Proposed rezoning of the land for urban development is a breach of duty to preserve 
the environment and recreational space for our school and local communities.  

Community Amenity  

 

• The playing fields are a much-needed community asset. Retaining the current land use 
will enable future generations to benefit from the sporting and recreational amenity that 
this space affords, without the need to travel to more distant facilities.  

• There will not be sporting fields within walking distance of the site.  

• The requested rezoning reduces local amenity.  

• The ovals should be transferred back to the Town of Cambridge to benefit local 
sporting clubs that have been looking for additional playing space.  

• CCGS should offer the land to state schools or other private schools for their use. 

Significance of the Site 

 

• The playing fields have historical and recreational significance for CCGS and the entire 
Mount Claremont community.   

• The land has historic and environmental significance to the local area and is an integral 
component of the Mount Claremont locality.   

• The land has for over 60 years been utilised as a parks and recreation reserve/facility 
for both CCGS and the wider Mt Claremont community.   
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Suitability of the Land 
for Infill Housing 

 

• Using the urban category of the playing fields on the MRS as a basis for rezoning the 
land for the purpose of future residential development is inappropriate, because most 
parks, sports fields and other recreation areas are categorised Urban in the MRS, 
including St John’s Wood.  

• The site does not meet State government guidance for infill, as being “located within, or 
proximity to, activity centres, key transport infrastructure and established amenity”.  

• The site is not located within close proximity to key transport infrastructure.  

Intention of Sale  

 

• There was misinformation that the original sale of land was intended for the "provision 
of playing fields” and “at a later date, establishment of a preparatory school.”   

• The intent was to “maintain the endowment for future generations.” 

Property Values  • Several comments that the proposal will harm the land value and security of adjacent 
properties.  

Transparency of the 
Engagement Process 

 

• General sentiment was that Christ Church are not engaging in genuine and transparent 
way with the Town of Cambridge, Mount Claremont community or School community.  

• Concern around the lack of details of the proposal, residents hearing rumours around 
there being a finalised plan that they are not being shown.  

• Issues with the School going directly to the WAPC without any community consultation 
or indications of their plans.  

• Criticisms of the process by the State Government, specifically that the St John’s Wood 
site wasn’t offered to other schools and community organisations for possible 
acquisition.  

• There was no publicly available information to suggest that infill development was likely 
to occur at this site. 

 

5.3 Community Drop-In Session 
Key findings from community who engaged at the community drop-in session are as follows. Residents who 
provided feedback in relation to the Principles Plan identified the following as priority were in relation to:  

• ‘Maintaining a green transition zone between existing housing and proposed future development.’ 

• ‘Retain the existing tree canopy as part of future open space.’ 

• ‘Ensuring there is pedestrian access and opportunities for recreation in the form of public open 
space.’  

Written feedback received during the drop-in session and in the subsequent days via email included the 
following direct quotes, which have been grouped by theme. 
 
Table 4. Themes from the drop-in session 

Theme Summary of Key Concerns Direct Quotes from Attendees (Written or Verbal) 

Environment  

 

Focus on the importance of 
preserving unique places of natural 
beauty for future generations.   
 

• ‘Very important to retain current trees and vegetation with 
green buffer zones. Functional community open space with 
very long-term views in mind. Protect abutting nature 
reserve.’ 

• ‘The playing fields are unique in their beauty and wildlife 
habitat and need to be preserved for future generations.’  

• ‘The joy gained from people utilising the fields or watching 
events on the “auditorium” oval under the shade of the 
trees is priceless.’  

Public Open 
Space 

 

The preliminary principles plan 
indicates that the only open spaces 
are the banks around the main oval 

• ‘No principle included for retaining bottom oval.’  
• ‘Only develop the top oval and not bottom ovals.’  
• ‘Prefer to retain one oval.’  
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and a hill which is currently bush 
land.  
These banks are not suitable for 
exercise or for active use and are 
not usable for the elderly and 
disabled.   

• ‘There aren’t enough ovals in the City of Nedlands already.’ 

• ‘Transition and buffer zones are very important.’  

• ‘Keep lower and middle oval as open space.’ 

Density and 
Population 
Increase  

 

There are a number of relatively 
recent medium and high-density 
residential developments in nearby 
suburbs with no 
proportionate increase in 
infrastructure such as roads and 
public transport.  

• ‘Low density housing – no high rise or increase in density.’  
• ‘No medium density, similar to what’s here.’  

• ‘ToC has met its residential infill quota. Why is CCGS 
promoting over urbanisation when open space is limited?’ 

• ‘Low density housing. Not apartments – these are 
inappropriate and detrimental to the values and aesthetic 
of the area and also to road safety.’  

Traffic and 
Access 

The increase in population will 
create congestion in the 
surrounding traffic network and 
cause safety issues. 

• ‘More access roads to distribute traffic.’ 
• ‘Traffic congestion will be a key concern.’  
• ‘Only acceptable to have all new traffic access the site via 

a new access to Rochdale Road north of the site.’  

• ‘Traffic impacts post completion. Access east/west and 
north/south. Traffic and speed issues in the area. Safety.’  

Intention of 
Sale 

There was concern and 
misinformation around the original 
sale of land and whether there was 
a condition that the land be kept as 
playing fields in the future. 

• ‘The school has not properly understood the context 
around the nature of the original transaction and rather 
than them 'getting the land for a good price' they were 
'given' it for a preferential price and on long vendor finance 
terms because they are a community institution and were 
going to use it either for playing fields or to build a school 
on it.‘  

• ‘CCGS wish to sell the land to the highest bidder, which 
would be property developers.’   

• ‘The School wants to maximize the sale price.’   

• ‘Why should a not-for-profit charitable organization who 
does not pay tax, and receives huge fees from students 
and thousands of dollars from government per student be 
allowed to have such a windfall?’  

• ‘CCGS are making a choice between looking to have a 
'game changing' increase to their balance sheet versus the 
very real possibility of causing irreversible damage to their 
ethical reputation.’  

No Changes We received feedback indicating 
that a majority of those that chose 
to engage would prefer that the 
development not occur.  
Suggestions made included 
offering the land to the State 
Government or neighbouring high 
schools who are currently 
experiencing demand for open 
space. 

• ‘Leave it be!’ 
• ‘Maintain playing fields. Not for apartments.’ 

• ‘Keep it all green.’ 

• ‘Offer land to another school.’ 
• ‘Where is the option to not develop?’ 

• ‘Why not sell it as playing fields? There is demand.’ 

• ‘What about the girls’ schools/public schools lack of 
grounds?’ 

 

5.4 Kitchen Table Conversations Round 2 
The team from element met with one adjacent household on the 14th of June. The household expressed 
opposition to any development of the playing fields on the basis that they believed that it would devalue the 
surrounding properties.  



 

 13 

Between the two preliminary concepts, they preferred Concept Plan 2 for its deeper setbacks along Fortview 
Road. They further expressed concern regarding the western access location as it would pull traffic further 
down Fortview. They noted the planting in the concept plans were insufficient in the proposed setbacks and 
they did not support the retention of the existing community facility. 

5.5 Online Survey 
The survey required the community to respond to the following three questions. Question 1 was multiple 
choice and Questions 2 and 3 were open questions with a text box response. The individual responses have 
been summarised below. 

1. Which Preliminary Concept Plan do you prefer? 

The fixed elements in both Preliminary Concepts were: 

• The Bush Forever site in the north-west corner will remain bushland. 

• Bushfire buffer zones around the northern and western boundaries. 

• Limited modifications to the existing topography, wherever possible. 

• The residential land proposed will be single lots. 

• All significant trees will be retained, wherever possible. 
The key differences between the Preliminary Concept Plans were that No. 1 featured a mix of active and 
passive open space with a central oval, a smaller green transition zone to Fortview and McClemans Road 
and a reduced road network.  
In comparison, No. 2 featured more passive open spaces with a central tree lined corridor, a larger green 
transition zone to Fortview and McClemans and an increased road network. 
The responses were split, with 52% (13 participants) indicating a preference for Concept 1 and 48% (12 
participants) indicating a preference for Concept 2. 
 

 
Figure 3. Response to question 1 
 

2. Please tell us why. 

The responses have been grouped according to the participant’s preferred Concept Plan. Several 
respondents stated an objection to both concept plans. This sentiment has been captured in Appendix D, 
which details individual responses. 

Preliminary Concept Plan 1 

The main reasons given for a preference for Concept 1 focused on the larger central active open space. This 
was favoured due to its integration of the old scoreboard, retention of the oval concept and more open space 
for dog walking. The reduced road network was also listed as justification. 
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Preliminary Concept Plan 2 

The participants who chose Concept 2, based it on the larger green transition zones between Fortview and 
McClemans Road, retaining elements of green space for all existing residents. Several requested the 
development be kept away from existing residential areas with the increased transition. 
A full list of the responses to Question 2 are available to view at Appendix D. 

3. How close do you live to the Mount Claremont playing fields? (Street Name and Suburb) 

The respondents who preferred Concept 1 lived primarily in Mount Claremont, with a few respondents from 
Nedlands and Shenton Park. The respondents who chose Concept 2 lived in Mount Claremont, with one 
participant from Peppermint Grove. 
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6. Next Steps 

The community consultation process closed on Wednesday, 23 June 2021. A copy of this Engagement 
Outcomes Report will be appended to the Scheme Amendment Request that will be lodged with the Town of 
Cambridge. 
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Appendix A. Kitchen Table Round 1 
Collateral 

 
Figure 4. Site Principles Plan 
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Figure 5. Frequently Asked Questions (first version) 

 

Level 18,191 St Georges Terrace, Perth Western Australia 6000 - PO Box 7375 Cloisters Square, Perth Western Australia 6850 
T. (08) 9289 8300  E. hello@elementwa.com.au  W. elementwa.com.au 

 
 

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS 
Mount Claremont Playing Fields 

 

1. What is being proposed? 

Christ Church Grammar School (CCGS) is seeking community feedback prior to lodging a Scheme Amendment Request 
with the Town of Cambridge for the Mount Claremont playing fields site. Pending feedback and consultation with the 
various stakeholders, the Scheme Amendment Request will potentially enable future development on the site. As part of 
this ongoing process, it is likely that a Structure Plan will need to be prepared. 

At this early stage, Christ Church is not committed to any particular form of development and is seeking community 
feedback based on the Site Principles Plan which has been prepared. Feedback from the various stakeholders will 
establish the most appropriate use for the Mount Claremont site and inform what is ultimately proposed. 
 

2. Why is this happening? 

Christ Church, in conjunction with the State Government (Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage), has identified 
an opportunity to develop a unique and coordinated recreational facility at the former Brockway Road landfill. 

Progressing this opportunity will result in the Mount Claremont playing fields becoming surplus to CCGS’s sporting 
requirements. On the basis that the Mount Claremont playing fields is a privately owned site and will no longer be 
maintained as sporting fields by the School, Christ Church is currently exploring what the future use of the site is likely 
to be. 
 

3. What will this proposal mean for the School community? 

This proposal will result in all school sporting activities taking place within a consolidated sporting precinct spread 
across the existing St Johns Wood playing fields and the proposed new Brockway playing fields site. The consolidation 
will result in a single location for all sports and superior sporting facilities for the School community to enjoy.  
 

4. Will the public continue to have access to the new playing fields and associated facilities at St John’s Wood? 

Yes, the public will continue to have access to the existing playing field facilities at St John’s Wood and the new 
Brockway playing fields once completed. 

 
5. What is Christ Church considering for the Mount Claremont Playing Fields? 

Pending amalgamation of all sporting activities to the Brockway playing fields, the Mount Claremont site will no longer 
be maintained by the School. The playing fields are privately-owned and Christ Church is currently considering the best 
use for the site. 
 

6. When are any works likely to commence on the Mount Claremont Playing Fields? 

There is no set date for development to begin, because works on the Mount Claremont site are subject to approvals 
from the various stakeholders. It is important to note that works on the Mount Claremont site will not commence until 
such time as the new Brockway playing fields are ready for use by Christ Church and the public. 
 

7. When will the consolidated playing fields become available for public use? 

At this early stage, it is anticipated that the consolidated playing fields will be available for public use in 2025. 
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Appendix B. Drop-In Session Collateral 

 
 

 
Figure 6. Updated Frequently Asked Questions 

1. What is being proposed?
Christ Church Grammar School (CCGS) is seeking community feedback prior to lodging a Scheme Amendment 
with the Town of Cambridge for the Mount Claremont playing fields site. Pending feedback and consultation with 
the various stakeholders a Scheme Amendment would propose an appropriate zone to potentially enable future 
development on the site. It is likely that a Precinct Structure Plan will also need to be prepared. 

At this early stage, CCGS is not committed to any particular form of development and is seeking community 
feedback based on the Site Principles Plan which has been prepared. Feedback from the various stakeholders will 
establish the most appropriate use for the Mount Claremont site and inform what is proposed.

2. Why is this happening?
CCGS, in conjunction with the State Government (Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage), has identified an 
opportunity to develop a unique and coordinated recreational facility at the former Brockway Road landfill.

Progressing this opportunity will result in the Mount Claremont playing fields becoming surplus to CCGS. On the 
basis that the Mount Claremont playing fields is a privately owned site and will no longer be required as sporting 
fields by the School, CCGS is currently exploring what the future use of the site is likely to be.

3. What will purchasing the Brockway land mean for the School community?
This proposal will result in all school sporting activities taking place within a consolidated sporting precinct 
spread across the existing St Johns Wood playing fields and the proposed new Brockway playing fields site. The 
consolidation will result in a single location for all sports and superior sporting facilities for the School and wider 
community to enjoy.

4. What has the planning process been to date, and what does it look like moving forward?

To Date
• In August 2020 CCGS made a submission to the Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage on the Town’s Draft 

Local Planning Strategy requesting that CCGS’s Mount Claremont Playing Fields be considered as a potential 
future development site. 

• Recently, informal contact has been made with the Town of Cambridge and the Department of Planning, Lands 
and Heritage about the proposal moving forward and likely planning processes required.

Future Actions 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5. When were the Mount Claremont playing fields purchased?
Christ Church Grammar School bought the 20 acres of land from the City of Perth in 1959 for 15,000 pounds. The 
fields and memorial pavilion were opened in 1963 and have been open to the public when not in use by the School.

Timeline of the purchase of the Mount Claremont playing fields: 

 1955 At Headmaster Peter Moyes’ request, School Council includes addendum to Master Plan      
   recommending inclusion of additional playing fields.

 1959 CCGS purchases Mount Claremont land (Swan Location 1911) from City of Perth via incremental    
   instalments with the title to be transferred to CCGS only on receipt of final instalment. 
 

 1963 Ovals and pavilion at Mount Claremont opened on 10 October but development work continues.

 

 1966 Mount Claremont clearing and levelling completed.

 1971 Final purchase instalment received by City of Perth and title deeds transferred to the school.

 1984 Due to expansion, school commences discussions with City of Perth to purchase land adjoining    
   Mount Claremont playing fields.

 1988 School informed that purchase of additional land at Mount Claremont was not possible as lands are   
   to be incorporated into a regional park (CCGS goes on to purchase St John’s Wood site in 1999).

1  Frequently Asked Questions

Figure 1. Context map depicting the two sites
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Amendment Request

Lodge Scheme 

Amendment Request 
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2  Frequently Asked Questions
6. What is the project timeline moving forward?
Below is a summary of the scheme amendment process to occur and timing estimates. The timeframe for lodgement 
of a potential Precinct Structure Plan is to be determined.

Second Quarter 2021 
• Following the conclusion of the consultation process, a Scheme Amendment request will be submitted to the 

Town of Cambridge for consideration. 

Third Quarter 2021 to Second Quarter 2022
• Town of Cambridge will undertake an assessment of the Scheme Amendment and resolve to either initiate the 

Amendment for advertisement or not to proceed with the Amendment. 
• If the Scheme Amendment is initiated, the Town of Cambridge will refer the Amendment to the Environmental 

Protection Authority and Western Australian Planning Commission for review prior to advertising commencing. 
• The Scheme Amendment will be publicly advertised following the above processes being completed, for a period 

of 60 days. 
• Town of Cambridge will consider the submissions received and have 90 days to pass a resolution on the Scheme 

Amendment. Council can either support the Amendment (with or without modification), advertise modifications 
proposed (if required), or not support the amendment.

Third Quarter 2022 
• The Amendment will be provided to the Western Australian Planning Commission for consideration. The Western 

Australian Planning Commission will have 90 days to make a recommendation to the Minister.  

Fourth Quarter 2022 
• Minister will make a determination on the Amendment. The Minster may direct modifications to be made and 

choose to readvertise if necessary. 

THE MOUNT CLAREMONT PLAYING FIELDS DEVELOPMENT 
 

7. What is the Mount Claremont playing fields development likely to look like?
This is not known at this stage; however, a principles plan has been prepared and will be used when element engage 
with stakeholders to discuss possible development principles.

8. When are any works likely to commence on the Mount Claremont playing fields?
There is no set date for development to begin, as works on the Mount Claremont site are subject to approvals 
from the various stakeholders. Works on the Mount Claremont site will not commence until such time as the new 
Brockway playing fields are ready for use by CCGS and the public.

9. How many properties will be generated and what will be the density of housing?
This is not known at this stage.

10. What will be the value of the proposed properties?
This is not known at this stage.

11. How will the development manage increased tra!ic and road congestion?
Additional information will be developed that will look at tra!ic and access.

12. What will the setbacks from Fortview Road and McClemans Road be?
The principles plan suggests a moderate setback from both streets, however at this early stage the exact 
dimensions have not been determined.

13. What percentage of the site would remain parkland and usable by the community?
The principles plan indicates areas of potential open space however the extent has yet to be determined.  Some 
early feedback indicates that open space that could be used for semi active activities, such as dog walking, kicking 
a football would be welcomed from the community. 

ST JOHN’S WOOD CONSOLIDATED PLAYING FIELDS 
 

14. What is happening with the land acquisition and transfer related to St John’s Wood new 
playing fields?
The School is still negotiating the terms of the sale with the State government. It expects to have completed these 
negotiations within the next couple of months.

15. What is planned for the St John’s Wood playing fields?
The School is consolidating all its field sports at the one location in what will be a state-of-the-art facility. The new 
playing fields will be made available to the community at all times that the School is not using the facility.

16. Will the public continue to have access to the new playing fields and associated facilities  
at St John’s Wood?
Yes, the public will continue to have access to the existing playing field facilities at St John’s Wood and the new 
Brockway playing fields once completed.

17. When will the consolidated playing fields become available for public use?
At this early stage, it is anticipated that the consolidated playing fields may be available for public use in 2025.

 
PROJECT UPDATES
 

If you have any questions or advice in relation to the proposal, please do not hesitate to contact element via email  
at ccgsmtclaremont@elementwa.com.au. For further information, please visit https://www.ccgs.wa.edu.au/
community/masterplan/mt-claremont-playing-fields. 

Figure 2. Drone image of St John’s Wood playing fields (green denotes the new site)

St John’s Wood playing !elds

Stephenson Avenue

John XXIII  
School Ovals

Proposed consolidated 
playing fields

Existing CCGS ovals
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Figure 7. Principles and Site Considerations 
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Figure 8. Worksheets used during the Community Drop-In Session 

1. Maintain a green transition zone between existing housing and proposed future development.

2. Retain the existing sporting pavilion for community use.

3. Retain the existing tree canopy as part of future open space.

4. Retain the Bush Forever site in the north-west corner as bushland.

5. Establish bushfire bu!er zones.

6. Limit modification to existing topography.

7. Ensure there is pedestrian access and opportunities for recreation in the form of public open space.

8. Locate vehicle access points close to existing accessways.

9. Minimise new access connections.

10. Provide housing opportunities for existing and future residents.

ACTIVITY 2:  
Please place a dot under the three principles that are most important to you.

ACTIVITY 1:  
Using the yellow sticky notes provided, please provide feedback on the individual principles below.

1. Maintain a green transition zone between existing housing and proposed future development.

2. Retain the existing sporting pavilion for community use.

3. Retain the existing tree canopy as part of future open space.

4. Retain the Bush Forever site in the north-west corner as bushland.

5. Establish bushfire bu!er zones.

6. Limit modification to existing topography.

7. Ensure there is pedestrian access and opportunities for recreation in the form of public open space.

8. Locate vehicle access points close to existing accessways.

9. Minimise new access connections.

10. Provide housing opportunities for existing and future residents.

4  General Feedback 5  Next Steps
INSTRUCTION:  
Using the yellow sticky notes provided, please take this opportunity to provide any feedback you have 
about Christ Church Grammar School’s proposal for the Mount Claremont Playing Fields.

Community and 

stakeholder 

engagement
(Engagement closes 4 June 

2021)

Prepare an updated 

and consolidated 

principles plan
(Require technical inputs e.g. 
tra!ic, civil, environment etc)

Prepare Scheme 

Amendment Request

Lodge Scheme 

Amendment Request 

with the Town of 

Cambridge
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Appendix C. Preliminary Concept Plans 

 
Figure 9. Preliminary Concept Plan 1 
 

 
Figure 10. Preliminary Concept Plan 2 
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Appendix D. Survey Responses 

Q1. Which Preliminary Concept Plan do you prefer? 

52% (13 participants) indicated a preference for Concept 1 and 48% (12 participants) selected Concept 2. 
 

 
 
Figure 11. Results for Question 1 
 
Q2. Please tell us why. 
All the responses received have been listed as direct quotes below, themed under their preferred Preliminary 
Concept Plan. 

Preliminary Concept Plan 1 

• ‘Larger central active open space and reduced road network.’ 

• ‘Integrates old scoreboard with the proposed open space / oval and one less road.’ 

• ‘Looks like more green space retained.’ 

• ‘Playing field retention.’ 

• ‘A larger central open / common area.’ 

• ‘Keeps the oval concept alive.’ 

• ‘Bigger open space/field.’ 

• ‘More open space to walk my dog.’ 

• ‘Neither concept plan would be my preferred outcome. EPA Bulleting 744 (June 1994) 
recommended that only land south of Fortview Road should be considered for residential 
development. The research informing that recommendation was extensive and reviewed not only 
what is still listed as a Bush Fire Prone area but the outstanding conservation values of the 
Quindalup Dune vegetation, particularly for reptiles and insectivorous birds. If rezoning the Playing 
Fields were to be considered at all a careful assessment of active recreational zoned land in the 
South Ward of the Town of Cambridge should be a consideration. The Mount Claremont section of 
South City Beach currently has no active use recreational land. Additionally, any rezoning 
considerations would need to be done in conjunction with the adjacent parcel of land owned by the 
City of Perth immediately to the north of the Playing Fields. This land was deemed unsuitable for 
development in the EPA report of 1994. To be consistent with all of the natural conservation values of 
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the land to the North of Fortview Road and the West of McClemans Road the only program of works 
which should be considered is remediation of the Christ Church Playing Fields to urban bush. This 
would make a very public statement about the commitment of Christ Church Grammar School to 
community, environmental conservation, and best practise urban design. In fact the State 
Government would need to be encouraged to consider a land swap arrangement as an essential 
component of granting access to additional land on the old Brockway Tip. A like for like transfer 
could facilitate the remediation of both sites. Less than a decade ago fire raged on the hills 
immediately to the west of the playing fields. The only thing that contained the fire were the playing 
fields. The entire hillside to the west was charred ash with little if any vegetation. The reasons against 
rezoning the land to facilitate residential development are irrefutable. So, rather than deciding which 
concept plan for housing may be desirable I feel there is a need to go back to first principles and 
begin with a new EPA assessment of the Playing Fields and what is known as Lot 65. They are 
adjacent land parcels and their futures are inextricably linked. A defendable firebreak between all of 
the houses in Mount Claremont/Nedlands and Bold Park must be the priority. Re-zoning recreational 
land for housing is so far down the list of high priority outcomes needed by the community and the 
South Ward of Cambridge as to make it almost laughable that Christ Church Grammar School has 
somehow got their cash flow needs to the head of the evaluation process and the ears of 
Government. The concept plans proposed fail to address in any detailed way fire mitigation 
strategies, replacement of active recreational space in the South Ward, and the list goes on. Let's 
restart a planning process with the neighbourhood not the developer. The whole process so far has 
been back to front, let's start over so we as community residents can look at a full range of ideas and 
costings transparently and make the best decision together. Thanks, but no thanks, housing isn't the 
best solution.’ 

• ‘I prefer none. No development at all.’ 

• ‘I don't favour either of these proposals, particularly the road access. In effect, all the traffic will come 
all the way down Fortview and then travel east. The northern end of the development where there are 
less residences and better access should be where the access comes in. I think this traffic flow is 
grossly unfair to the Fortview Road residents.’ 

• ‘Neither.’ 

Preliminary Concept Plan 2 

• ‘Larger transition zones between Fortview and McClemans Road.’ 

• ‘Larger green transition zone.’ 

• ‘This plan provides more green transition zone around the proposed development which retains 
some elements of green space for all existing residents.’ 

• ‘Larger transition zones.’ 

• ‘Prefer more green space fronting existing roads.’ 

• ‘Wider green transition zone between housing and McClemans roads.’ 

• ‘Obviously, Plan 2 results in greater lot density which a) produces a better ROI for the School, and b) 
fits with the State's infill ambitions. Future residents will have unfettered access to Bold Park to 
compensate for less POS within the proposed subdivision, and alternative POS at the nearby St 
John's existing and proposed playing fields.’ 

• ‘Site kept away from existing residential areas a little more. Actually not keen on either to be honest. I 
moved to this area as I have 3 severely disabled kids; 2 with challenging behaviours who are 
runners. I fear greatly for their safety what will happen with increased traffic on our quiet roads. This 
is a massive problem for us. It also means we no longer have a good green space for them to run in 
before school to help alleviate their hyperactivity and anxiety. What is currently a better quality of life 
in a quiet area; in an already highly stressful household just feels like this situation adds greatly to 
our burdens. This is the place my kids can be themselves and feel safe.’ 
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• ‘Do not like either option would like ovals to stay as are. But if we had to pick one option 2 is the 
better for us.’ 

• ‘Why.’ 

• ‘Why not.’ 

• ‘Neither!! It’s all hideous with very little open space… none in concept 2!! The greed of the school is 
shocking and disappointing.’ 

 
Q3. How close do you live to the Mount Claremont Playing Fields 
The list below shows the locations of the 25 respondents. Please note that each street has only been listed 
once. 

• Fortview Road, Mount Claremont 

• McClemans Road, Mount Claremont 

• Rochdale Road, Mount Claremont 

• Teslin Road, Mount Claremont 

• Barnsley Road, Mount Claremont 

• Van Kleef Circuit, Mount Claremont 

• Carrington Street, Nedlands 

• Harvey Road, Shenton Park 

• Leake Street, Peppermint Grove 
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