
 
 
 
 
Report by: 
 
Michael Smith and Associates 
Landscape Architecture and Urban Design 
Office: 1st Floor, 407 Whitehorse Road, Balwyn, 3103 
Postal: 5 Jervis Street, Camberwell, 3124 
 
With: 
 
SGL Consulting Pty Ltd 
Cathy Fyffe 
Recreation, Community Facility Planning,  
Community Consultation and Engagement 
Level 3, 210 Albert Road, South Melbourne, 3205 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Price Park, Viewbank,  
Recovery Plan and 
Master Plan 

For Banyule City Council 

In conjunction with the following specialist sub 
consultants: 
 
 
Homewood Consulting 
Arboriculture and Tree Assessment 
Ben Kenyon and Cameron Ryder 
23 Worrell Street, Nunawading 3131 
 
 
STORM Consulting Pty Ltd 
Storm Water Management and Water Sensitive 
Urban Design 
Rod Wiese 
Unit 7, 84 Church Street, Richmond, 3121 
 
 
Practical Ecology Pty Ltd 
Ecology and Flora and Fauna Assessment 
Lincoln Kern 
2b Stott Street, Preston, 3072 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FOR:  Banyule City Council 

Final Plan November 2011 



PRICE PARK, VIEWBANK 
RECOVERY PLAN AND MASTER PLAN REPORT 

1  

PRICE PARK, VIEWBANK 
RECOVERY PLAN AND MASTER PLAN 
 
Prepared by: 
Michael Smith and Associates 
Landscape Architecture and Urban Design 
 
Office: 1st Floor, 407 Whitehorse Road, Balwyn, 3103 
Postal: 5 Jervis Street, Camberwell, 3124 
Tel: (03) 9830 0414 
Mobile: 0418 172 863 
Fax: (03) 9830 2555 
Email: mike@msalandurb.com.au 
 
With: 
 
SGL Consulting Pty Ltd 
Cathy Fyffe 
Recreation, Community Facility Planning,  
Community Consultation and Engagement 
Level 3, 210 Albert Road, South Melbourne, 3205 
 
In conjunction with the following specialist sub consultants: 
 
Homewood Consulting   STORM Consulting Pty Ltd 
Arboriculture and Tree Assessment  Storm Water Management and  
Ben Kenyon and Cameron Ryder  Water Sensitive Urban Design 
23 Worrell Street, Nunawading 3131  Rod Wiese 

Unit 7, 84 Church Street, Richmond,3121 
Practical Ecology Pty Ltd 
Ecology and Flora and Fauna Assessment 
Lincoln Kern 
2b Stott Street, Preston, 3072 
 
FOR BANYULE CITY COUNCIL 
Final Plan November 2011 
 
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS  
The consultant team acknowledge the support and input of the Project Reference Group and 
Officers and staff of Banyule City Council (BCC). In particular we wish to acknowledge the 
contributions by: 
Jeff Parkes 
Peter Benazic 
Nick Ellis 
Mark McNamara 
Cathy Borg 
Samantha Walsh 



PRICE PARK, VIEWBANK 
RECOVERY PLAN AND MASTER PLAN REPORT 

2  

 
Table of contents 
 
1 Executive Summary ...................................................................................................... 3 
2 Introduction................................................................................................................... 4 

2.1 The Study Site.................................................................................................. 4 
2.2 Aims of the Project ........................................................................................... 4 
2.3 Consultant Team .............................................................................................. 5 
2.4 Process ............................................................................................................ 5 

3 Analysis ........................................................................................................................ 7 
3.1 Existing Conditions ........................................................................................... 7 
3.2 Tree Assessment............................................................................................ 11 

3.2.1 Strategy ................................................................................................. 13 
3.2.2 Recommendations ................................................................................. 14 

3.3 Assessment of Flora and Fauna Values.......................................................... 15 
3.3.1 Strategy ................................................................................................. 15 
3.3.2 Recommendations ................................................................................. 16 
3.3.3 Existing Drainage Conditions.................................................................. 18 
3.3.4 Strategy ................................................................................................. 18 
3.3.5 Recommendations ................................................................................. 19 

4 Consultation................................................................................................................ 20 
4.1 Residents Survey ........................................................................................... 20 

5 Analysis Plan .............................................................................................................. 22 
6 Recommendations ...................................................................................................... 23 

6.1 Facilities and Structures ................................................................................. 23 
6.2 Environment and Vegetation........................................................................... 26 
6.3 Pedestrian Access and Amenity...................................................................... 30 
6.4 Total capital and recurrent costs ..................................................................... 32 

7 Recovery Plan and Master Plan .................................................................................. 33 
 
 
Figure 1  Assessment of Existing Trees at Price Park .......................................................... 12 
Figure 2  Recommended Restoration Zones........................................................................ 17 
Figure 3  Detail plan to illustrate proposed planting in the north west corner of the Park....... 34 
Figure 4  Sketch to illustrate proposed planting in the north west corner of the park ............. 34 
 
 
Image 1  One of the community consultation events .............................................................. 5 
 

 
Appendix 1: Price Park Residents Survey Analysis, March 2011 
Appendix 2: Community Consultation Record, February, March and September 2011 
 



PRICE PARK, VIEWBANK 
RECOVERY PLAN AND MASTER PLAN REPORT 

3  

1 Executive Summary 
 
In February 2011, Michael Smith and 
Associates Landscape Architecture and 
Urban Design, with SGL Group Pty Ltd in 
conjunction with, Homewood Consulting, 
STORM Consulting Pty Ltd and Practical 
Ecology Pty Ltd, were appointed by 
Banyule City Council to prepare the 
Recovery Plan and Master Plan for Price 
Park, Viewbank. 
 
The aims of the study were to provide a 
working document outlining key task/ 
works required to meet the Park’s on-
going objectives and needs. This includes 
improving access to the Park, creating 
leisure / recreation opportunities and 
improving existing facilities. Important 
considerations are the balance of 
demands on the facilities, ongoing 
maintenance and environmental / 
sustainability factors.  
 
The consultant team undertook detailed 
analysis of the Park and extensive 
consultation with Council Officers, key 
stakeholders and nearby residents to 
inform the preparation of the Recovery 
Plan and Master Plan recommendations.   
 
Homewood Consulting, STORM 
Consulting Pty Ltd and Practical Ecology 
Pty Ltd undertook site assessment and 
prepared independent reports. 
 
A Draft Recovery Plan and Master Plan 
was prepared and displayed for 
community comment.  In tandem the 
Recovery Plan and Master Plan Report 
was prepared.  Following this second 
consultation stage the plan and report 
were finalised, with consideration of 
available funding sources and probable 
costs for implementation. 
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2 Introduction 
2.1 The Study Site 
Price Park is a large passive recreation 
reserve located in the heart of the 
residential suburb of Viewbank, which is 
bounded by Rosanna, Lower Plenty and 
Yallambie. The former Shire of Heidelberg 
purchased the land for the Park from 
Charles and Harry Graham in 1928 for the 
sum of 1,190 pounds, 8 shillings and 7 
pence.  The Park is currently included in a 
Public Conservation and Resource Zone 
(PCRZ), for which the purpose, amongst 
other things, is ‘to protect and conserve the 
natural environment’ and ‘provide facilities 
which assist in public education and 
interpretation of the natural environment’1.  
 
Whilst residents have access to large 
magnificent and largely natural parklands in 
the adjacent Yarra and Plenty River 
valleys, Viewbank is generally deficient in 
quality neighbourhood level parks.  Price 
Park, being 7.15 hectares in area, offers 
great potential to be developed to serve the 
Viewbank area as a substantial 
neighbourhood park.  The Park is 
surrounded by neighbouring roads and is 
tucked away in a residential area. 
 
The Park is currently used by the:  
 
• Viewbank Primary School; and 
• The surrounding residential area.  
 
The Park contains: 
 
• Children’s playspace and swings; 
• Basic and dated fitness equipment; 
• Picnic shelter with BBQ, picnic tables 

and toilet block; 
• A gravel walking track around the 

perimeter; 
                                                   
1 
http://planningschemes.dpcd.vic.gov.au/aavpp/36_03.
pdf 

• Significant stands of native and 
indigenous eucalypts to the perimeter 
zone; 

• Two significant stands of mature pine 
trees; 

• An indigenous grassland in parts and 
some indigenous shrubs; 

• Undulating terrain which adds to the 
visual and landscape interest; 

• High ground and a ridgeline offering 
significant views to the Kinglake range 
and the Dandenong’s. 

 
Through observations during site visits and 
feedback from the community consultation 
and engagement process, some of the 
existing facilities are currently not being 
utilised to their full potential. 
 

2.2 Aims of the Project 

In order for the issues, constraints and 
opportunities (outlined in Section 3 
Analysis) to be systematically addressed in 
the medium to longer term, Banyule City 
Council is of the view that Price Park 
requires a carefully thought out Recovery 
Plan and Master Plan. 
 
Banyule City Council set the following aims, 
objectives and outcomes for the study: 
 
• To prepare a plan for Price Park, which 

sets out a clear direction for the 
recovery of the site; and 

• To provide a blue print for its 
development as a local park, over the 
next 10 to 15 years, so that it is 
capable of effectively serving the 
community well into the future. 
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The Recovery Plan and Master Plan are to: 
 
• Identify and document strategies that 

will aid in the Park’s recovery in relation 
to soil quality, drainage and run off, 
tree management and re-vegetation;  

• Identify and document the key 
preferred community uses for the Park; 
and 

• Identify and document the types of 
facilities that should be included in the 
Park in order achieve the identified key 
preferred community uses. 

 
2.3 Consultant Team 
In February 2011, Michael Smith and 
Associates Landscape Architecture and 
Urban Design, in conjunction with SGL  
Group Pty Ltd, Homewood Consulting, 
STORM Consulting Pty Ltd and Practical 
Ecology Pty Ltd,  were appointed by 
Banyule City Council to prepare the a 
Recovery Plan and Master Plan, for Price 
Park, Viewbank. 

2.4 Process 
The project began by considering the 
existing following key documents: 
 
• Banyule Public Open Space Strategy; 

ie the Viewbank Precinct Analysis; 
• The Banyule Disability Policy and 

Action Plan; 
• The draft Banyule Community Plan; 
• The Banyule Recreation Strategy; and 
• The Banyule Social Inclusion Policy. 
 
Site analysis and research commenced in 
February 2011 with visits by the Consultant 
team to assess the existing conditions and 
facilities within the Park.  The team 
conducted a detailed site assessment, 
including inspecting soil conditions, tree 
health, drainage issues and existing 
vegetation quality.  The findings from these 
site visits and desktop analysis are 
summarised in Section 3. 
 

Following the initial site visits the 
Consultant team undertook consultation 
events on site with the local residents.   
 
An initial drop in consultation event was 
held on the 26th February 2011 at the 
Movies in the Park Night, with around 50 
residents in attendance.  A second drop in 
consultation event was held on the 19th 
March 2011 over 50 residents including 
local children attending.  These on site 
events were followed by a meeting with the 
Ward Councillor and Mayor to discuss the 
community’s ideas and initial thoughts for 
the Park. 
 

Image 1  One of the community consultation events 

 
The consultation event and site visits 
resulted in the Analysis Plan (Section 5), 
which illustrates the existing conditions, 
opportunities and constraints that the Park 
offers, as described in Section 3. 
 
Following the face to face consultation on 
site, Council issued a questionnaire, 
prepared by the consultant team, to 
residents in the streets surrounding the 
Park.  The questionnaire was also 
displayed on Council’s website. The 
response to the questionnaire was 
enthusiastic and is summarised in Section 
4.1.  A total of 1,100 surveys were 
distributed to local residents with 334 
surveys or 30.36% returned. 
 
The next stage in the process was to 
prepare a Draft Recovery Plan and Master 
Plan for comment from Banyule City 



PRICE PARK, VIEWBANK 
RECOVERY PLAN AND MASTER PLAN REPORT 

 

6 

Council Project Steering Group (PGS).  
The PGS provided feedback, including from 
Youth Workers and the Community 
Inclusion Planner.  Council’s Open Space 
Co-ordinator, Parks Manager and two 
members of the Consultant team 
conducted a further site meeting. 
 
This was followed by community 
consultation on the Draft Recovery Plan 
and Master Plan.  Community consultation 
included a newsletter drop, signs on site, 
information on Council’s website and 
sausage sizzle and information session in 
the Park on 17th September.  The 
community provided verbal comment at the 
information session and were then invited 
to provide written comment (summary 
included in Appendix 2).  This final 
community consultation exercise informed 
the development of the Final Recovery 
Plan and Master Plan. 
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3 Analysis 
3.1 Existing Conditions  
The following section describes the existing 
conditions, opportunities and constraints 
that Price Park offers. 
 

 
 
Located within surrounding residential 
streets, Price Park is a quiet space with 
minimal traffic and disturbance. There is a 
significant stand of indigenous and native 
eucalypts to the perimeter. 
 
The north west corner of the Park holds a 
play space, BBQ and picnic area and toilet 
block.  The play space appears to be well 
used, however the equipment is dated and 
does not cater to a broad range of age 
groups and abilities. 
 

 
 
The toilet block has ill defined paths and a 
lack of security lighting leading to perceived 

issues surrounding personal safety and 
vandalism. 
 

 

 
 
The BBQ and picnic area has a picnic table 
and sheltered BBQ space.  In addition 
there are a number of bench seats 
throughout the Park. 
 

 
 
For approximately a quarter of the area of 
the Park the surface is in poor condition. 
There are a number of informal paths and 
grassed areas, which are suffering badly 
from erosion. 
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Existing signage within the Park is dated 
and inconsistent, both in terms of style and 
the information contained on the signs. Two 
of the existing entrance signs are different 
from one another, and both are in need of 
replacing. 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
There are pedestrian access points at each 
corner and at midpoints along each 
boundary. Some of the access points 
consist of between 4 to 12 stone steps built 
into the existing basalt rock wall.  These 
entrance points require remedial action to 
resolve the amount of runoff with debris 
and gravel washing down the steps.  In 
addition the gravel pathway, which 
circumnavigates the perimeter of the Park, 
has poor drainage in a number of areas 
and suffers from erosion due to surface 
water runoff.   
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The north east and north west corner entry 
points into the Park is in poor condition, 
where the tree roots from surrounding 
gums and pines are at surface level 
creating pedestrian trip points. 
 

 

 
 
In parts, the surrounding street footpath 
has considerable amounts of gravel and 
debris washed across the concrete 
surfaces.  As the Park radiates from a 
central point, approximately 70 percent of 
the entire perimeter drains across adjacent 
footpaths. The surrounding footpath in a 
number of areas has a significant amount 
of runoff onto its surface containing debris, 
this is a hazard for pedestrians. 

 
 
The Park with its undulating terrain and 
strong ridgeline has an interesting contrast 
of spaces. The perimeter trees define and 
separate the street frontage and they assist 
in the spatial definition of some of the open 
internal spaces. 
 

 

 
 
The internal spaces offer interesting spatial 
arrangements and even “rooms” within a 
Park setting. There is a strong contrast of 
enclosure versus openness intertwined with 
the strong undulating topography. 
 
The presence of existing eucalypt trees 
provides bird and wildlife habitat, although 
there is now an over abundance of Noisy 
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Miners.  These birds out-compete other 
insectivorous bird species, resulting in an 
increase to tree disease including attack by 
leaf eating Lerps. 
 
Dianella amoena occurs on site, which has 
been protected with mesh fencing in 
several locations to separate patches of 
indigenous vegetation. 
 

 
 
There are two separate pine plantations, 
one on the ridgeline, the other to the 
southern perimeter of the Park.  The pines 
in each plantation were planted in parallel 
rows. As per Homewood Consulting’s 
Report2 the ridgeline pine plantation is 
considered to have 10 – 15 years lifespan 
and the southern plantation is considered 
to have 5 – 10 years lifespan. 
 
The Park can be observed from the north 
on Greensborough Road.  The hill top of 
the Parkland is visually significant within 
the adjacent residential area. 
 

 

                                                   
2 Homewood Consulting, May 2011, Assessment of 
Trees at Price Park 

 
From the high point of the ridgeline within 
the Park there are views out to the 
Dandenongs, Healesville Hills and 
Christmas Hills. 
 

 
 
There are areas with fallen logs that have 
been used to also create interaction for 
imaginative play by children and habitat for 
wildlife and birds. 
 

 
 
There are a number of areas around the 
Park with dated fitness equipment.  
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3.2 Tree Assessment 
Homewood Consulting undertook an 
independent assessment of the existing 
trees at Price Park in May 2011 and 
produced a separate report3.  The findings 
of this report are summarised in the 
following section. 
 
Price Park comprises approximately seven 
hectares, contains approximately 800 trees 
and wide expanses of grassed areas. 
 
The tree species across the Park are 
primarily Monterey Pine and native and 
indigenous eucalypts.  The most common 
of which were Yellow Gum (Eucalyptus 
leucoxylon), Yellow Box (Eucalyptus 
melliodora), Southern Mahogany 
(Eucalyptus botryoides), Red Stringybark 
(Eucalyptus macrorhyncha) Beyer’s 
Ironbark (Eucalyptus beyeri) and Spotted 
Gum (Corymbia maculata). 
 
For the purposes of the tree assessment 
the Park was divided into six sections 
(illustrated in Figure 1) using species 
composition and geography as the basis for 
divisions. 
• Area 1- is a plantation of approximately 

130 large Monterey Pines with a life 
expectancy of 10 years. 

• Area 2- comprises mature indigenous 
eucalypts of varying health. Many are 
suffering a decline in health and 
remedial works are required to improve 
tree health. 

• Area 3- comprises mature indigenous 
and native eucalypts, some of which 
are over mature and require removal. 
Many of the Southern Mahogany Gums 
will require removal in the short term 
while the Spotted Gums have a long 
life expectancy. 

• Area 4- is another plantation of 
Monterey Pines and scattered 
eucalypts. The Monterey Pines are in 
significant decline and are going to 

                                                   
3 Homewood Consulting, May 2011, Assessment of 
Trees at Price Park 

require removal over the next five 
years. 

• Area 5- comprises a mixture of mature 
native eucalypts. They are generally in 
good health and provided they are 
managed, many will have a long life 
expectancy. 

• Area 6- is a group of senescing 
Lightwoods and juvenile eucalypts. 
Many of the over mature Lightwoods 
require removal. They readily sucker 
from the roots and as such, new 
specimens should establish in the area. 
The juvenile eucalypts are healthy; 
however, will require formative pruning 
as they mature. 
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Figure 1  Assessment of Existing Trees at Price Park  
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3.2.1 Strategy 
Retention and promotion of habitat is a 
significant issue for the Park. Habitat 
stumps have been created and should be 
improved with the incorporation of hollows 
into the stumps. 
 
Many trees in the Park are suffering from 
declining health. This is likely to be due to 
Noisy Miner Birds, soil compaction and 
reduced water infiltration and a change in 
climate. Mulching under tree canopies and 
under planting with a shrubby under storey 
can help alleviate compaction, improve 
water infiltration and promote habitat for 
insectivorous birds. 
 
As part of the Master Plan, a number of 
new elements are proposed including 
excavation and construction of hard 
landscape features. Any proposed 
elements should take into account the 
trees’ requirements and Tree Protection 
Zones according to AS 4970-2009 should 
be implemented. 
 
Many trees in the short to medium-term will 
require removal and as a consequence 
replanting needs to be a priority. Sites for 
replanting should be identified and to 
maintain an even age canopy distribution it 
is likely that some trees will require 
premature removal in order to establish 
new trees on the site.  This succession 
planting should continue in the future. 
 
Habitat Stumps and Artificial Hollows 
The Park is large and is likely to support a 
wide range of avian wildlife. Approximately 
70% of the total number of hollow-using 
vertebrate species in Australia occur in 
woodland similar to this (Gibbons and 
Lindenmayer 2002). Where trees have had 
to be removed throughout the Park, some 
have been converted into habitat stumps. 
The idea is that the remaining tree will 
develop hollows and act as a nesting and 
roosting site for wildlife. This should be 
encouraged and there is the ability to 

enhance the existing habitat stumps and 
the new ones created. 
 
Artificial hollows should be created in the 
upper portions of the tree trunk to mimic the 
natural processes of hollow creation. The 
size, number, height and shape of the 
hollow is often specific to particular birds 
and an ecologist should specify the 
dimensions. 
 
When creating a habitat stump, regrowth 
should be prevented.  It is critical to prevent 
the tree from re-shooting with epicormic 
growth. 
 
Mulch Application 
Tree stress can be induced by lack of water 
and soil compaction.  Mulching to the base 
of trees can help with both of these 
problems. 
 
Where trees are located in grassed areas, 
the grass should be killed with herbicide 
and a mulch applied in a circle beneath the 
tree canopy. 
 
Mulching will have the following effects: 
 
• Benefit soil moisture conservation; 
• Soil compaction reduction; 
• Grass and weed suppression; 
• Reduction in erosion; 
• Soil structure improvements; and 
• Soil fertility improvements. 
 
Understorey Revegetation 
Providing indigenous and native shrubby 
understorey can help promote the 
insectivorous birds required to improve tree 
health.  Canopy underplanting with small 
shrubby Acacia species, grasses, herbs 
and forbes will aid nutrient cycling. 
 
Restricting Vehicle and Pedestrian 
Access 
Much of the soil compaction has been 
caused by foot traffic moving over the Park 
unrestricted.  This is due to lack of formal 
footpaths and few barriers.  Creation of 
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formal footpaths and revegetation areas will 
help this issue. 
 
Succession Planting 
The majority of trees in the Park are mature 
to over mature with few younger trees 
present.  With the declining health of the 
Monterey Pines and some Eucalypts 
substantial replanting is required over the 
next 5 to 10 years. 
 
Construction Close to Trees 
In order to protect the existing trees, any 
proposed hard landscape elements need to 
include protection measures.  Landscape 
features should be designed to be 
sympathetic to the trees, including 
construction outside of root zones where 
possible, porous surfacing, root sensitive 
footings (such as screw pile) and 
minimising canopy interference. 

3.2.2 Recommendations 
The following recommendations drawn 
from Homewood Consulting’s report4 will 
be taken forward in to the Recovery Plan 
and Master Plan: 
 
• Tree works identified in Homewood 

Consulting’s report5 will be carried out 
within the next 12-24 months; 

• Habitat stumps have hollows 
incorporated to promote habitat 
potential; 

• Trees retained across the site are 
incorporated into planted areas or are 
treated in line with recommendations 
for restoration zones by Practical 
Ecology; 

• Park users should be discouraged from 
accessing space beneath mature 
native specimens which may be likely 
to drop branches; 

• Succession planting with indigenous 
species to replace trees lost through 

                                                   
4 Homewood Consulting, May 2011, Assessment of 
Trees at Price Park 
5 Homewood Consulting, May 2011, Assessment of 
Trees at Price Park 

woodland management works and 
ageing specimens; 

• Reduction of water stress on trees and 
compaction of root zones through 
mulch application or treatment in line 
with recommendations for restoration 
zones by Practical Ecology; and 

• Understorey revegetation with 
indigenous species. 
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3.3 Assessment of Flora and 
Fauna Values 

Lincoln Kern of Practical Ecology undertook 
an assessment of the Ecological Values in 
Price Park and Potential Future 
Management6 in May 2011.  A full report 
was produced and the findings are 
summarised in the following section. 
 
Price Park hosts flora and fauna species of 
national significance.  The park is on high 
dry hill of poor sedimentary soils of Silurian 
age. Sedimentary soils were laid down in 
shallow seas over 400 million years ago 
and have been lifted and leached of 
nutrients over time. The poor soils and and 
north-facing aspect means that only hardy 
species can survive. 
 
It has been managed predominantly over 
time by wide spread slashing across most 
of the park.  This slashing has been 
advantageous to some degree as large 
areas of native grass lawns, made up of 
Wallaby Grasses (Austrodanthonia spp). 
and Spear Grasses (Austrostipa spp.), 
occur in many areas across the site, 
primarily in the NW and NE sections of the 
park.   
 
There are many patches of the indigenous 
saltbush (Einadia nutans) around remnant 
indigenous trees and under the pine trees. 
The remnant Yellow Boxes (Eucalyptus 
melliodora) and Yellow Gums (Eucalyptus 
leucoxylon) and associated groundstorey 
species are an indication that Box-Ironbark 
Forest is the Ecological Vegetation Class 
(EVC) that occurred on the site; this EVC is 
considered Vulnerable in the Southern 
Falls Bioregion where the site occurs. 
 
The Melbourne Yellow Gum occurs in 
scattered patches from Yarra Bend Park to 
Plenty Gorge with limited distribution 
elsewhere including the Brisbane Ranges 

                                                   
6 Practical Ecology, June 2011, Ecological Values in 
Price Park and Potential Future Management 

to the west of Melbourne. It is this limited 
distribution that makes it of state 
significance. Patches of the species, which 
occurs in the park, are periodically 
important habitat and food sources for the 
nationally endangered Swift Parrot, which 
has been recorded locally according to the 
Victorian Fauna Database. Yellow Gum 
flowers prolifically every few years and can 
be a very important source of food for the 
Swift Parrots as they migrate from 
Tasmania to the mainland each winter. 
 
A nationally significant flora species also 
occurs in the park, i.e. Matted Flax-lily 
(Dianella amoena). It is a perennial lily that 
is usually deciduous each year. This 
species is protected by the small fenced 
enclosures in the northwest corner of the 
reserve. 

3.3.1 Strategy 
Where there are native grasses present 
around a tree it is recommended that mulch 
not be used but that a regeneration 
approach is implemented. A regeneration 
approach would involve letting the grass 
grow, selectively spraying exotic grass over 
time and potentially introducing site-
indigenous herbs and shrubs that have 
been extirpated over time. A regeneration 
approach changes the safety context of the 
tree and helps recreate an EVC out of an 
urban park, which can be done on a wider 
level. 
 
The following ways to create ‘restoration 
zones’ are advocated for Price Park: 
 
• Bollarding or fencing at the edge of tree 

canopies or larger patches to define a 
new edge; 

• Selective weed control over time 
targeting exotic grasses and weeds; 
and 

• Enrichment planting of locally 
indigenous herbs and shrubs currently 
missing. 
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Restoration zones can have the following 
benefits: 
 
• Reduction of mowing; 
• Recreation of the original EVC from 

remnant species; 
• Improved habitat to encourage 

indigenous fauna back to use the back; 
• Improved health of trees; and 
• Framing and creating different ‘rooms’ 

in the landscape. 
 
Restoration zones may have significant 
benefits but should be created carefully. 
The best areas of remnant trees and 
groundstorey need to be selected when 
possible. Only limited and strategic areas 
should be considered as there are safety 
considerations. The restoration zones may 
need to be managed by bushland 
restoration specialists and this can be a 
resource issue. 

3.3.2 Recommendations 
The following recommendations drawn 
from Practical Ecology’s strategy will be 
taken forward in to the Recovery Plan and 
Master Plan: 
 
• Management underneath existing tree 

species through selective weed control 
over time and enrichment planting of 
locally indigenous herbs, grasses, 
forbes, tufting species and shrubs 
currently missing. 

 
Pratical Ecology’s full report recommends 
and maps five areas for restoration.  These 
areas are listed as follows and are mapped 
in Figure 2.  The Recovery Plan and 
Master Plan responds to these proposed 
areas for restoration. 
 
Area 1 
In between Lyon Road and internal walking 
path where there is a steep edge and 
severe erosion there are substantial areas 
of native grass with mostly native eucalypts 
present. This area would mean less 
mowing in a difficult situation and provide 

an attractive edge and visual break 
between the Park and street. 
 
Area 2 
This area includes many remnant 
indigenous trees and patches of the 
nationally significant Matted Flax-lily, 
currently protected by small unsightly 
enclosures. Making a large restoration 
zone here would create a large “patch of 
bush” leaving the circular path framed by 
woodland and separating visually some of 
the main use areas of the park from 
housing, creating a more natural 
experience for Park users. 
 
Area 3 
The state significant Melbourne Yellow 
Gums occur here as clump.  Creating a 
restoration zone here would help create a 
visual edge to the large open area up the 
hill, which may be particularly important as 
the pines along the road are removed over 
time. 
 
Area 4 
The state significant Melbourne Yellow 
Gums occur here as clump with the only 
large Sweet Bursaria (Bursaria spinosa) in 
the Park. Creating a restoration zone here 
would help create a visual edge to the large 
open area up the hill, which may be 
particularly important as the pines along the 
road are removed over time. 
 
Area 5 
In between Meyrick Crescent and the 
internal walking path where there is a steep 
edge and substantial areas of native grass 
with mostly native eucalypts present. This 
area would mean less mowing in a difficult 
situation and provide an attractive edge 
and visual break between the Park and 
street. 
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Figure 2  Recommended Restoration Zones 
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Storm Water and Drainage Assessment 
Rod Wiese of Storm Consulting inspected 
Price Park with the stakeholders and 
design team on 11th February 2011, in 
order to assess the existing drainage 
conditions and provide advice on storm 
water management.  The full report is 
included in the following Sections 3.4.1 to 
3.4.2. 

3.3.3 Existing Drainage Conditions 
A short ridge exists near the centre of the 
Park in a north-south alignment, which 
defines the highpoint.  No formal drainage 
exists on the site and therefore stormwater 
runoff is all overland and moves away from 
the high point in all directions perpendicular 
to the contours except where pathways 
intercept and re-direct the flow.  In some 
cases this is causing scour (observed 
adjacent Lady Betty Parade) and sediment 
is being carried down slope and often flows 
to the stairs leading to Meynick Crescent.  
Sediment was observed on the pathway 
adjacent Meynick Crescent which would 
cause a nuisance to pedestrian users. 
 

 
 
Other areas were observed to be suffering 
from minor scour, namely the corner 
adjacent to Lyon Road and Lady Betty 
Parade intersection.   
 

 
 
There is a gully draining to Lyon Road 
towards the south of the Park where 
branches and twigs have been laid 
perpendicular to the flow path in order to 
dissipate water velocity and reduce scour.  
This combined with sapling trees appears 
to be assisting in managing the scour 
issue. 

3.3.4 Strategy 
Runoff should be maintained in a dispersed 
manner wherever possible.  In this state 
there is minimal risk of scour and it 
increases the opportunity for the surface 
water to soak into the ground where it can 
support vegetation growth down slope.  
The areas where flows can concentrate 
and potentially cause scour may readily be 
modified in a subtle way to disperse the 
flows.  For example, shallow spoon drains 
may be graded to direct flows away from 
paths where they can concentrate and 
cause erosion.  The drains should be very 
shallow (around 150mm) so that grass 
mowing machinery can navigate them 
without concern, however they must be 
defined adequately so that maintenance 
vehicles will not compromise the function 
by wheel ruts during wet times. 
 
Advice should be sought from a 
horticulturist/agronomist (or similar) to 
define the nature of the soils.  Soil 
modification may be required to facilitate 
better grass cover as substantial grass 
cover will intercept more runoff and protect 
the soils from scour.  Alternatively 
infiltration trenches may be excavated 
along the contours upslope of vegetated 
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areas to maximize soakage potential back 
into the landscape. 
 
Any garden beds proposed within the Park 
should be constructed parallel to the 
contours so that runoff can move into the 
garden in a dispersed manner.  The garden 
bed should allow the runoff to seep into the 
bed – simple mounding or the creation of 
shallow swales will redirect runoff.  Equally 
important is the exiting of runoff from the 
garden bed as this should be done so the 
flows are dispersed or feed into formal 
drainage. 
 
In some cases it will be necessary for flows 
to cross pathways.  A sealed path will not 
erode and therefore may be constructed at 
grade so that the flows continue in a 
dispersed manner.  However in some case 
a reverse grade may be required.  Some 
pathways, in the less eroded and flatter 
areas of the Park, may remain as gravel (ie 
Lillydale toppings), which is more 
vulnerable to scour than a hard surfaced 
path.  It is difficult to maintain dispersed 
flows across this surface so it is 
recommended to formalize the drainage 
crossings at the necessary locations 
keeping in mind that spoon drains upslope 
will reduce the volumes of runoff at these 
locations. 
  
Trench grates could be used to cross paths 
at key locations.  Runoff would need to be 
directed to the inlet, typically via a grassed 
swale and could exit in a swale or garden 
that is configured to disperse the flows.  
This would need to be undertaken within 
context of the topography at that location.  
Trench grates should have a significant 
slope to avoid accumulation of any 
sediment in the trench grate.  Similarly 
there should be a small drop at the outlet 
end and an energy dissipation area, 
comprising of small rocks, so that sediment 
passing through may accumulate without 
backup up into the trench grate. 
 

3.3.5 Recommendations 
The following recommendations drawn 
from Storm Consulting’s strategy will be 
taken forward in to the Recovery Plan and 
Master Plan: 
 
• Disperse surface water runoff to allow 

water to soak into the ground gradually; 
• Create shallow spoon drains or swales 

to direct water flow and allow water to 
soak into the ground gradually; 

• Introduce planted areas along the 
contours to allow water to move into 
the planting in a dispersed manner; 

• Construct hard surface paths at grade 
so that flows continue in a dispersed 
manner; and 

• Install trench grates across paths to 
catch water flow, in appropriate 
locations, and feed into a swale to 
allow water to disperse gradually. 
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4 Consultation 
Community consultation and engagement 
began in February 2011 with community 
drop in events held at Price Park in 
February, March and September 2011, as 
summarised in Section 2.  Banyule City 
Council also carried out a project with View 
Bank Secondary College to involve 
students in ideas about the type of 
development they would like to see in Price 
Park. 

4.1 Residents Survey 
In March 2011 a survey was undertaken of 
residents surrounding Price Park.  A total of 
1,100 surveys were distributed to local 
residents with 334 surveys or 30.36% 
returned. 
 
• The purpose of the survey was to 

identify: 
• Reason for non-use of the Park; 
• Main activities undertaken; 
• Time usually spent at the Park; 
• How often they attend; 
• When people usually use the Park; 
• Mode of transport; 
• Quality of facilities; 
• What facilities are people would like to 

see improved; 
• What would encourage them to make 

greater use of the Park in future; 
• Preferred surfaces for pathways; and 
• Preferred replacement trees for aging 

pine trees. 
 
The following paragraphs provide a 
summary of questionnaire responses and a 
more detailed survey analysis can be found 
in Appendix 1. 
 
Of the survey respondent’s two thirds were 
female and the vast majority of participants 
were in the 50 years and older age groups. 
 
Around a tenth of respondents indicated 
that they hadn’t used the Park in the last 12 

months.  The main reasons were facilities 
did not suit needs, they do not feel 
welcome, they feel unsafe and they are too 
busy. 
 
The majority of respondents are regular 
users of the Park with around half visiting 
more than once a week.  Around a tenth of 
respondents visit weekly, and even less 
visit at more irregular intervals.  Other 
responses were received which indicated 
many people using the Park daily. 
 
Around half of respondents visit Price Park 
at various times during the week. The next 
most popular times are a midweek morning 
and weekend afternoons, followed by 
midweek afternoons. 
 
The vast majority of respondents use the 
Park for between half an hour and one 
hour. The next highest use was for under 
half an hour.  This indicates that there is 
little to retain people in the Park for more 
than an hour or so. 
 
The main activities undertaken in the Park 
were noted as walking, playground use, 
enjoying the environment and relaxation.  
Other uses included informal play, jogging, 
socialising and picnicking. 
 
The vast majority of users walk to the Park. 
 
Respondents provided a range of reasons 
why they chose to use the Park.  The vast 
majority response was that it is close to 
home. 
 
The quality of the existing facilities were 
rated as adequate by a third of respondents 
and as poor by a third of respondents.  
Only a fifth of respondents rated the 
facilities as good. 
 
Facilities which require improvement at the 
Park were noted as Park furniture, the 
playground, pathways, BBQ and picnic 
facilities, toilets, tree management, shelter 
and shade, lighting and drainage. 
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Facilities or features which would 
encourage greater use of the Park were 
rated.  The most popular were more 
playground equipment, more seating, 
improved BBQ and picnic facilities, 
upgraded toilets, improved cycling and 
walking trails, more shelter and shade, 
improved maintenance, new fitness 
stations, more planting and landscaping 
and more open areas of grassland. 
 
The two pine tree plantations in the Park 
have a limited life span of 5-10 years.  The 
residents were asked what action they 
would like to see on this issue.  Almost the 
same number of respondents wanted the 
pine trees replaced gradually with young 
pines, as those that wanted replacement 
with local indigenous trees. These 
preferences made up the majority of 
responses.  
 
The preferred surface for upgrading 
pathways in the Park is gravel, followed by 
coloured concrete and lastly red brown 
asphalt. 
 
The final section of the survey gave 
opportunity for individual comments from 
respondents.  The results of this can be 
seen in Appendix 1. 
 
In addition, residents have expressed to 
Council and interest in forming a ‘Friends 
of’ groups for the Park with the support of 
Banyule City Council. 
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5 Analysis Plan
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6 Recommendations 
This section outlines the recommendations for the future development and recovery plan for Price Park. 
 
Priority ratings – High = 1-3 years, Medium = 4-7 years, Low = 8-12 years 

6.1 Facilities and Structures  
OBJECTIVES:  
To improve the existing facilities and structures within the Park for the local community.  
To improve the opportunities for community recreation, leisure and enjoyment. 
 
 
ISSUE / ATTRIBUTE ACTION PRIORITY OPINION OF 

CAPITAL 
COSTS 

OPINION OF 
RECURRENT 
COSTS 

• Refurbish the existing BBQ and picnic area with 
an additional shelter and BBQ.  Replace the 
existing picnic table and provide more picnic 
tables.  

High 
 
 

$25,000 
 
 
 

• Provide a new drinking fountain and dog water 
point at the existing BBQ area. 

High $5,000 

• Remove the existing litterbin and dog bin.  Place 
new litter bins and dog bins with bags at three key 
access points in to the Park. 

High $3,000 

• Reseed areas of eroded ground. High $2,000 

BBQ and picnic area including shelter and 
seating 
• The current facilities only cater for a small 

number of users at once.   
• There is inadequate provision of seating, 

tables, BBQ facilities and shelter.   
• The area suffers from erosion due to 

frequent pedestrian use.   
• The litterbin and dog bin are located too 

close to this area. 

• Incorporate 2 new picnic tables at the south end 
of the Park. 

Low $5,000 

$3,000 general  
cost per year 
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ISSUE / ATTRIBUTE ACTION PRIORITY OPINION OF 
CAPITAL 
COSTS 

OPINION OF 
RECURRENT 
COSTS 

• Enclose the existing play space, swings and an 
extended area with 1.2m height fencing. 

 

High $23,000 
 

• Extend the area of mulch surfacing for expansion 
of the play equipment.   

High $16,800 

• Provide additional equipment to cater to a broader 
range of ages and abilities. 

High $30,000 

Play area 
• The existing play equipment is becoming 

dated and does not accommodate a broad 
age range of children. 

• Concerns about children’s safety when 
using a playspace in a park where many 
dogs are off the lead. 

• Provide shade planting adjacent to the playspace. High $2,000 

$500 

• Create a log trail from felled tree trunks for 
informal and imaginative play. 

Medium $3,000 
 

Informal play 
• Opportunities for informal and imaginative 

play should be increased. 
• Create two dry creek gardens for sensory and 

informal play, with the dual purpose of 
revegetation and control of water flows. 

Medium Refer to Table 
6.2 

$200 per year 

• Upgrade or replace the existing toilet block, to 
comply with DDA standards.   

Medium $50,000 up to 
$150,000 
 

Toilet block 
• The toilet block is in need of updating 
• Park users have concerns over safety and 

lack of lighting. 
• There is no disabled toilet. 

• Provide security lighting to the toilet facility. Medium $4,000 

$1,000 per year 

Fitness equipment 
• Fitness equipment is outdated and in need 

of replacement. 
 

• Implement a staged replacement of the existing 
equipment with new fitness equipment stations, in 
clusters of two to three activities, at specific points 
around the circuit path. 

 

Medium $1,500 for 
removal of 
existing 
equipment 
$45,000 for new 
equipment 

$500 per year 
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ISSUE / ATTRIBUTE ACTION PRIORITY OPINION OF 
CAPITAL 
COSTS 

OPINION OF 
RECURRENT 
COSTS 

• Install a concrete half court with a basketball and 
netball ring close to the existing play space. 

High / 
Medium 

$4,000 
 

 
- 

• Provide a level kick about area within the south 
sector of the Park.  Allow for earthworks, 
topsoiling, seeding and initial maintenance. This 
space will allow for informal mixed use and 
games. 

Medium $10,000 $3,000 per year 

Sports equipment and space 
• There is no provision of sports equipment 

or a level playing space. 
• There is no provision for children and 

teenagers who have outgrown the existing 
playground equipment. 

• There has been interest from the 
Melbourne Disk Golf Club to formalise the 
Disk Golf course. 

 
• Work with Melbourne Disk Golf Club to identify 

appropriate locations for the installation of in 
ground sockets to facilitate easy set up and 
removal of baskets. 

Medium $3,000 - 

Seating 
• There is limited seating scattered around 

the Park. 

• Provide new bench seats with back rests at 
specific locations within the Park. 

 

High / 
Medium 

$8,000 - 

Lighting 
• Perceived issues surrounding safety due to 

limited lighting within the Park. 

• Council to undertake detailed review into the need 
to provide lighting in the Park. 

High $3,000 - 
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ISSUE / ATTRIBUTE ACTION PRIORITY OPINION OF 
CAPITAL 
COSTS 

OPINION OF 
RECURRENT 
COSTS 

Access points continued • Introduce new access points on the west edge of 
the Park to connect in to the circuit path.  This will 
involve the removal of rock wall in three locations 
and introduction of connecting concrete path. 

High $20,000 - 

• Construct a replacement circuit path around the 
Park, with connections to each access point, the 
main playground, concrete basketball pad and 
toilet block.  Provide a DDA compliant access 
path from an accessible entrance to the BBQ / 
picnic area and toilet block.  Revegetate edges 
where necessary as per revegetation actions.  For 
steeper areas suffering from erosion the path will 
be exposed aggregate concrete (800 linear 
metres).  Where the gradient is gentle enough the 
path will be compacted gravel (500 linear metres).  
The same type of gravel should be used for the 
two surface treatments. 

High Gravel $20,000 
 
Concrete 
$110,000 
 
 
 
 
 

$1,000 per year 
for maintenance 
of gravel path 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Internal paths 
• Internal paths are suffering from erosion 

due to excessive surface water flow.   
• Lack of defined routes encourages 

pedestrian traffic to exacerbate erosion on 
existing routes and desire lines. 

• Access between the toilets and BBQ and 
picnic area is not suitable for people with 
restricted mobility. 

• Introduce a mown grass trail across the open 
grassed area from the southern corners of the 
Park. 

Medium - $500 

• Fence off the play area with 1.2m height fencing.  
Use this fence line to enlarge the existing play 
spaces so that there is room for secure play 
without the presence of dogs. 

High Refer to Table 
6.1 

- Dogs in the Park 
• There is conflict between dog walkers with 

dogs off leads and other Park users, 
particularly those with young children. 

• Uncertainty amongst Park users regarding 
dog controls. 

• Park signage to include information of off lead 
controls. 

High Refer to Table 
6.1 

- 
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ISSUE / ATTRIBUTE ACTION PRIORITY OPINION OF 
CAPITAL 
COSTS 

OPINION OF 
RECURRENT 
COSTS 

• Provide dog bins with bags at three entrance point 
to the Park. 

High Refer to Table 
6.1 

- • Existing dog litter bins are inadequate. 
• Currently no provision of dog bags. 
• Currently no provision of water for dogs. 

• Include a dog water bowl with the proposed 
drinking fountain. 

High Refer to Table 
6.1 

- 

6.4  Total capital and recurrent costs 
 
If all works were to be carried out at one time then the total capital and current costs are as below.  However the report advocates a stage approach by 
denoting high, medium and low priorities in Tables 6.1 to 6.3. 
 
Total capital costs  
 

$716,300 

Total recurrent costs / annum *  
 

$31,600 

*Recurrent costs will be subject to CPI increases. 
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7 Recovery Plan and Master Plan
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Figure 3  Detail plan to illustrate proposed planting in the north west corner of the Park 

 
Figure 4  Sketch to illustrate proposed planting in the north west corner of the park


