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Planning Decisions Committee Agenda — 7 April 2021

The Planning Decisions Committee

The Planning Decisions Committee is a delegated committee of Council with full authority to make
decisions in relation to planning applications and certain heritage referrals. The committee is made
up of three Councillors who are rostered on a quarterly basis.

Participating in the Meeting

Planning Decisions Committee meetings are decision-making forums and only Councillors have a
formal role. However, Council is committed to ensuring that any person whose rights will be directly
affected by a decision of Council is entitled to communicate their views and have their interests
considered before the decision is made.

There is an opportunity for both applicants and objectors to make a submission to Council in
relation to each matter presented for consideration at the meeting.

Before each item is considered, the meeting chair will ask people in attendance if they wish to
make submission. Simply raise your hand and the Mayor will invite you to come forward, take a
seat at the microphone, state your name clearly for the record and:

. Speak for a maximum of five minutes;

. direct your submission to the chair;

. confine your submission to the planning permit under consideration;

. If possible, explain your preferred decision in relation to a permit application (refusing,

. granting or granting with conditions) and set out any requested permit conditions
. avoid repetition and restating previous submitters;

. refrain from asking questions or seeking comments from the Councillors, applicants or
other submitters;
. if speaking on behalf of a group, explain the nature of the group and how you are able to

speak on their behalf.

Once you have made your submission, please remain silent unless called upon by the chair to
make further comment or to clarify any aspects.

Following public submissions, the applicant or their representatives will be given a further
opportunity of two minutes to exercise a right of reply in relation to matters raised by previous
submitters. Applicants may not raise new matters during this right of reply.

Councillors will then have an opportunity to ask questions of submitters. Submitters may determine
whether or not they wish to take these questions.

Once all submissions have been received, the formal debate may commence. Once the debate
has commenced, no further submissions, questions or comments from submitters can be received.

Arrangements to ensure our meetings are accessible to the public

Planning Decisions Committee meetings are held at the Richmond Town Hall. The following
arrangements are in place to ensure they are accessible to the public:

. Entrance ramps and lifts (via the entry foyer).

. Interpreting assistance is available by arrangement (tel. 9205 5110).

. Auslan interpreting is available by arrangement (tel. 9205 5110).

. A hearing loop and receiver accessory is available by arrangement (tel. 9205 5110).
. An electronic sound system amplifies Councillors’ debate.

. Disability accessible toilet facilities are available.
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Appointment of Chair

Councillors are required to appoint a meeting chair in accordance with the City of Yarra
Governance Rules 2020.

Statement of recognition of Wurundjeri Woi-wurrung Land

“Yarra City Council acknowledges the Wurundjeri Woi Wurrung people as the Traditional
Owners and true sovereigns of the land now known as Yarra.

We acknowledge their creator spirit Bunijil, their ancestors and their Elders.

We acknowledge the strength and resilience of the Wurundjeri Woi Wurrung, who have
never ceded sovereignty and retain their strong connections to family, clan and country
despite the impacts of European invasion.

We also acknowledge the significant contributions made by other Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander people to life in Yarra.

We pay our respects to Elders from all nations here today—and to their Elders past, present
and future.”

Attendance, apologies and requests for leave of absence

Anticipated attendees:
Councillors

e Cr Edward Crossland
« Cr Stephen Jolly
+ Cr Sophie Wade

Council officers

Ally Huynh (Senior Co-Ordinator Statutory Planning)
John Theodosakis (Principal Planner)

Rhys Thomas (Senior Governance Advisor)

Cindi Johnston (Governance Officer)

Declarations of conflict of interest

Any Councillor who has a conflict of interest in a matter being considered at this meeting is
required to disclose that interest either by explaining the nature of the conflict of interest to

those present or advising that they have disclosed the nature of the interest in writing to the
Chief Executive Officer before the meeting commenced.

Confirmation of Minutes

Any Councillor who has a conflict of interest in a matter being considered at this meeting is
required to disclose that interest either by explaining the nature of the conflict of interest to

those present or advising that they have disclosed the nature of the interest in writing to the
Chief Executive Officer before the meeting commenced.
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6. Committee business reports

Item Page Rec.
Page
6.1 PLN20/0566 - 1-9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Full demolition, 5 51

construction of a multi-level building (5 storeys, plus two basement
levels) and a reduction in the car parking requirements with the use
of the land for a food and drink premises, shops, art gallery, offices
and one dwelling (permit required for dwelling use).

6.2 PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Amendment to 165 185
Planning Permit PLN17/1059 to delete the basement levels/car
parking, delete Conditions 17, 22, 23 & 24, modify the layout of the
ground floor (including an increase in bicycle parking from 12 to 20
spaces) and a reduction in the statutory car parking requirement

Agenda Page 4



Planning Decisions Committee Agenda — 7 April 2021

6.1

PLN20/0566 - 1-9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Full demolition, construction of a multi-
level building (5 storeys, plus two basement levels) and a reduction in the car
parking requirements with the use of the land for a food and drink premises,

shops, art gallery, offices and one dwelling (permit required for dwelling use).

Executive Summary

Purpose

1.

This report provides the Planning Decision Committee (PDC) with an assessment of the
planning permit application PLN20/0566 which is for full demolition, construction of a multi-
level building (5 storeys, plus two basement levels) and a reduction in the car parking
requirements with the use of the land for a food and drink premises, shops, art gallery, offices
and one dwelling (permit required for dwelling use) at Nos. 1 — 9 Gertrude Street Fitzroy VIC
3065, against the provisions of the Yarra Planning Scheme (the Scheme) and recommends
that Council notify the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) and all parties to the
proceeding that Council supports the application, subject to conditions.

Key Planning Considerations

2. Key planning considerations include:

(@) Built form and heritage (Clause 22.02, 22.14 and 43.01);

(b) Land use (Clause 34.01);

(c) Interface Uses Policy (Clause 22.05); and

(d) Car and bicycle parking provision (Clauses 52.06 and 52.34).
Key Issues
3.  The key issues for Council in considering the proposal relate to:

(@) Policy and strategic support;

(b)  Built form and heritage;

(c) On and off-site amenity impacts;

(d) Car parking, traffic, and bicycle provisions;
(e) Waste management; and

(f)  Objector concerns.

Submissions Received

4.

Seventy two (72) objections were received to the application and can be summarised as:

(@) Design and overdevelopment (height, scale, bulk, materials);

(b) Heritage impacts, including lack of integration with the World Environs Heritage Precinct;

(c) Off-site amenity (visual bulk, overshadowing, overlooking);

(d) Car parking, traffic impacts and pedestrian safety;

(e) Issues during construction (noise, traffic, air quality);

() Reduced property values;

(g) Setting a precedents for high development within the immediate area;

(h)  Impacts to local ecosystems;

(i)  Unacceptable use of the laneway for an art gallery; and

() Lack of consultation relating to the Environment Protection and Biodiversity and
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act).
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5.

One (1) support letter was received to the application and can be summarised as:

(@)

Commendable design response to the area.

VCAT Proceedings (remove if not relevant)

6. On 3 February 2021, Council was informed that the applicant had lodged a Section 79 ‘failure
to determine within the prescribed time’ appeal with the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT).

7. A Compulsory Conference is listed for 25 June 2021 with a VCAT Full Hearing scheduled for
five days beginning on 30 August 2021.

Conclusion

8. Based on the following report, that had Council been in a position to make a decision, the

proposal would have been considered to comply with the relevant planning policy and should
therefore be supported subject to the following key recommendations:

(@)
(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Deletion of the topmost level;

The podium height reduced to be no higher than No. 11 Gertrude Street (abutting
bluestone building to the east);

Reduce the extent of glazing to the Gertrude Street fagade at Level 1 by providing a
semi-transparent brick veil (similar to that of hit-and-miss treatment);

Proposed hit-and-miss treatment (semi-transparent brick veil) along the western facade
at ground level reduced by providing more glazing; and

Provision of wall-mounted sensor lighting and property identification to the art gallery,
along the western facade at ground level.

CONTACT OFFICER: Nish Goonetilleke
TITLE:

TEL:

Senior Statutory Planner
9205 5005
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PLN20/0566 - 1-9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Full demolition,
construction of a multi-level building (5 storeys, plus two
basement levels) and a reduction in the car parking
requirements with the use of the land for a food and drink
premises, shops, art gallery, offices and one dwelling (permit
required for dwelling use).

Reference D21/22840
Author Nish Goonetilleke - Senior Statutory Planner
Authoriser Coordinator Statutory Planning
Ward: Langridge
Proposal: Full demolition, construction of a multi-level building (5 storeys, plus
two basement levels) and a reduction in the car parking
requirements with the use of the land for a food and drink premises,
shops, art gallery, offices and one dwelling (permit required for
dwelling use).
Existing use: Commercial tenancies
Applicant: Tract Consultants Pty Ltd
Zoning / Overlays: Commercial 1 Zone
Heritage Overlay (Schedule 361)
Design and Development Overlay (Schedule 8)
Development Contribution Overlay (Schedule 1)
Date of Application: 14 August 2020
Application Number: PLN20/0566

Planning History

1. Council records indicate that there is no planning permit history for the subject site.

Background

2.  The application was received by Council on 14 August 2020 and additional information was
received on 10 November 2020. The application was advertised on 10 November 2020 and
seventy two (72) objections and one (1) support letter were received.

3.  Whilst the advertising process was occurring, Council sought and received formal referral

advice from internal departments within Council, including the Traffic Engineering Unit,
Heritage, Urban Design Unit, Strategic Planning Unit, ESD Advisor, Strategic Transport Unit,
City Works Unit, Open Space Unit and Arborist. External referral comments were received
from Acoustic Consultants, with notice given under a S52 of the Planning and Environment Act
(1987) to the Executive Director Heritage Victoria.

VCAT Proceedings

4.

Council was informed by the Applicant that they had lodged a Section 79 ‘failure to determine
within the prescribed time’ appeal with the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT)
on 03 February 2021, with a Compulsory Conference is listed for 25 June 2021 with a VCAT
Full Hearing scheduled for five days beginning on 30 August 2021.
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Planning Scheme Amendments

Amendment C270

5.

Council has prepared a Built Form Framework and Heritage Built Form Review for activity
centres in Fitzroy and parts of Collingwood and on 17 December 2019, Council requested the
Minister for Planning (the Minister) to consider the approval of proposed interim built form
controls (interim Design and Development Overlays/DDOs). These interim DDOs would apply
while permanent controls are being prepared.

Whilst the subject site is not included in the proposed Gertrude Street Shops DDO (DDO31),
which outlines future, mandatory and preferred built form requirements in areas along Gertrude
Street, the proposed wider framework will be considered as part of this application.

Whilst the Built Form Framework and Heritage Built Form Review is considered in the
assessment of this application (being an adopted document by Council) the Amendment has
not yet been approved by the Minister and does not form part of the Yarra Planning Scheme
(the Scheme). The request for interim controls has not undertaken elements of a formal
Planning Scheme Amendment, including exhibition or an independent panel process, with the
interim controls providing a ‘placeholder’ whist the permanent controls are being prepared. As
such, these temporary controls carry limited statutory weight until the formal Amendment is
approved by the Minister.

Amendment C238

8.

10.

Planning Scheme Amendment C238 was gazetted on 01 February 2021 and inserts a hew
Schedule 1 to the Development Contributions Plan Overlay (DCPOL) into the planning scheme
(Clause 45.06) and applies the DCPO1 to all land in the City of Yarra

The amendment replaces the Schedule to Clause 72.03 with a new Schedule to update the
list of maps forming part of the planning scheme; and replaces the Schedule to Clause 72.04
with a new Schedule to incorporate the Yarra Development Contributions Plan 2017 (HillPDA,
April 2019) (The Plan) into the planning scheme.

The Plan requires developers to pay a contribution towards essential city infrastructure and is
to ensure that the cost of providing new infrastructure and upgrading existing infrastructure is
shared between developers and the wider community on a fair and reasonable basis. The Plan
outlines that DCPO charges comprise of Development Infrastructure Levy (DI) and/or a
Community Infrastructure Levy (Cl). Payment of DI (applicable to all new development) may
be made at subdivision stage, planning permit stage or building permit stage whilst payment
of the CI (applicable to residential developments/components only) must be made at the
building permit stage. A condition and a note have been included in the recommendation to
require the development contributions to be met prior to commencement of the development.

The Proposal

11. The application seeks approval for full demolition, construction of a multi-level building and a
reduction in the car parking requirements with the use of the land for a food and drink premises,
shops, art gallery, offices and one dwelling (permit required for dwelling use). The proposal is
summarised as follows:

General

12. Construction of a 5-storey building (plus 2 x basement levels), with a maximum overall height

of 19.2m (excluding the lift overrun) above natural ground level (NGL) and street-wall height
of 7.8m.
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13.

14.

C
n
0}

18.

The building design would encompass a contemporary, rectilinear form with varied setbacks
and vertical window openings to Gertrude Street. The proposal incorporates a two-storey base
to the eastern and western title boundaries, with varied setbacks from the southern (front)
boundary to provide a ‘popping in and out’ design to the podium when viewed from Gertrude
Street. The upper levels; Levels 2, 3 and 4 are recessed a maximum of 4m, 7m and 10m,
respectively, from Gertrude Street, set back a minimum of 0.59m, 2m and 4.22m, respectively
from Royal Lane (with terraces encroaching some of these setbacks) and built abutting the
majority of the eastern boundary, (with the exception of a 1m setback at Level 4). Whilst the
ground floor would be built abutting the majority of the northern title boundary (with the
exception of a 1.74m wide recess for vehicle access), the remainder of the floors between
Levels 1 to 4 would consist of a minimum setback of 1.3m from Marion Lane. A central lift and
stair access extends vertically from ground floor to Level 4;

The overall development is proposed to be finished in a mix of ‘mid-brown’ masonry brickwork
(including partial hit-and-miss design), ‘warm-toned’ concrete, metal wire balustrades and
glazing along the southern, northern and western facades (see image below);

Proposed Gertrude Street Facade, looking west (Snohetta Architects October 2020)

Commercial tenancies (no permit required uses) between ground floor to Level 3 consisting
of:

(@) 134sgm of leasable floor area (LFA) of food and drink premises at ground floor;

(b) Atotal of 229sgm of LFA of shops at ground floor dispersed between 4 tenancies;

(c) 154sgm of LFA of art gallery with 45 patrons;

(d) 1,655sgm of total office net floor area (NFA) between Levels 1 to 3;

Dwelling (permit required use) at Level 4 consisting of 3 x Bedrooms;

Seventeen (17) on-site car parking spaces provided over the two basement levels and
allocated as follows:

(@) Food and drink premises x 1;
(b) Shops x 3;

(c) Artgalleryx1;

(d) Office x 10;

(e) Dwelling x 2;

A total of twenty six (26) bicycle parking spaces provided, with twenty (20) provided on-site
within a secure location at basement level 1 and six (6) visitor bicycle spaces within three
hoops along the Gertrude Street frontage;
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19. Four (4) shower / change rooms provided at basement level 1;

Buildings and Works

20. Full demolition of all fabric on site;

Basements

21. Built abutting all title boundaries, the two basement levels will consist of the following;

(a) Basementlevel 2:

(i)

(i)
(iii)

(iv)
(v)

9 x car parking spaces (7 allocated for the office uses and 2 for the dwelling) along
the southern floorplate;

4 x storage areas (6sqm, 7sgm, 37sgm and 150sqm);

2 x unisex toilets, ancillary space (20sqm), including a circulation space (55sgm)
abutting the central lift and stairwell which provides access to the upper floors;
Fire tanks, fire pump room, water pump room and substation, with a grease
interceptor trap and sewer pump station below;

Car lift and associated services along the eastern floorplate;

(b) Basementlevel 1:

0)

(ii)
(i)
(iv)

Ground floor

8 x car parking spaces (1 x each for the food and drink premises and art gallery, 3
x shops, and 3 x office use) along the southern floorplate;

Centrally located male and female end of trip facilities, with 20 secure bicycle
parking spaces, adjacent to the central lift/stairwell and main switch board,;
27sgm of storage for the dwelling adjacent to the car lift, communications and
sprinkler room;

20,000 litre rainwater tank connected for sanitary purposes, and associated
services along the north-eastern floorplate;

22. The ground floor would consist of varied setbacks from Gertrude Street, ranging between 0.4m
to 1.32m, with the majority of this level constructed to the northern (rear), eastern and western
title boundaries (and a portion of the western boundary wall consisting of hit-and-miss
brickwork), with the exception of a 1.74m setback from the northern boundary providing vehicle
access to Marion Lane via a car lift;

23. The ground floor would also consist of the following:

(@) A food and drink premises and 4 separate shop tenancies (Shops 1 to 4), all accessed
via Gertrude Street;

(b) An art gallery, including 16sgm of storage towards the north-eastern floor plate,
accessed via a 1.8m recess from Royal Lane to the west;

(c) A central passageway (between the food and drink premises and Shop 1) provides
access to the central lobby/reception, lift/stairwell, including 23sgm of waste storage
area, car lift, and WC;

(d) A gas meter assembly, substation and car lift access is located towards the north-eastern
floor plate;

Level 1

24. This level is built flush to the ground floor, with the exception of the 1.8m recess from Royal
Lane and the provision of a minimum 1.3m setback from the rear boundary, with a terrace
encroaching this setback;
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25. This level accommodates 704sgm of NFA of office, including centrally located lift/stairwell,
communications room, ancillary services, waste chute and WCs;

Level 2
26. The majority of Level 2 would be built abutting the eastern boundary, set back a minimum
0.29m from the front boundary and 0.59m from the western boundary, with terraces

encroaching these setbacks and set back 1.3m from the rear boundary;

27. This level accommodates 559sgqm of NFA of office, including centrally located lift/stairwell,
communications room, ancillary services, waste chute and WCs;

Level 3
28. This level would be built to the majority of the eastern boundary, with varied front and western
setbacks ranging between 4m and 0.58m to the edge of the terraces and with a minimum 1.3m

rear setback;

29. This level accommodates 392sqgm of NFA of office, including centrally located lift/stairwell,
communications room, ancillary services, waste chute and WCs;

Level 4

30. Level 4 would have varied front, western and rear setbacks with a minimum of 7m, 2m and
1.3m to the terraces, respectively, and set back 1m from the eastern boundary with a terrace
encroaching this setback;

31. This level accommodates 1 x 3 bedroom dwelling with each room consisting of ensuites, an
open plan kitchen/dining/lounge room with terraces fronting in all directions, a library, cellar,
scullery, WC and laundry; and

Roof Plan

32. An open roof plant area with 40 x solar panels, 2 x gas storage/hot water units accessed via a
roof hatch, including the stairs and lift overrun are provided at the roof above Level 4, with a

minimum front setback of 16.2m from Gertrude Street, 12.66m from Royal Lane, 1.91m from
Marion Lane and 1m from the eastern boundary.

Existing Conditions

Subject Site

Subject site (Googl Street View, July 2019)
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33.

34.

35.

The subject site is located on the northern side of Gertrude Street, approximately 60m east of
Nicholson Street and 200m west of Brunswick Street. The site is generally rectangular in shape
with a frontage of 30.14m to Gertrude Street and a maximum depth of 29.95m, constituting a
total area of approximately 903sgm. The western and northern boundaries abut Royal Lane
(4.24m wide) and Marion Lane (3.83m wide), respectively.

The site is occupied partly by a double-storey (to Gertrude Street and Royal Lane) and partly
a single-storey (to Marion Lane), brick commercial building, with a high parapet to Royal Lane,
gable roof, which is built to all title boundaries. This site has high site coverage and has on-
site car parking at ground floor.

Title and Plan of Subdivision

There are no restrictive covenants listed against the certificate of titles provided for the site 1
& 9 Gertrude Street, aside from a shared party-wall easement and drainage easement between
the sites. However, a notation on the title plans confirm that these two encumbrances have
ceased to affect since 20 July 1967.

Surrounding Land

36.

37.

The surrounding land consists of a mix of varied zones as shown on the image below. The
northern side of Gertrude Street (inclusive of the subject site) is commercially zoned land
(Commercial 1 Zone) to the east, between Royal Lane and Brunswick Street, with residentially
zoned land (NRZ1) directly to the south of Gertrude Street, with land zoned General
Residential Zone (GRZ2) directly to the north across Marion Lane. To the south-west of the
subject site, across Gertrude Street is a small pocket of Public Use Zone (Schedule 4).

MELBOURNE
CARLTON

Zoning map (Planning Maps Online, January 2021)

The built form in the immediate area is varied and contains a mixture of heritage buildings (with
varied heritage gradings) and pockets of contemporary building designs. The older housing
stock are typically of the Victorian and Edwardian-era and a mix of single to three-storeys in
scale. The emerging character of the surrounding area is increasingly diverse, ranging
between double to four-storey.
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38.

39.

40.

The subject site is located within the Gertrude Street Neighbourhood Activity Centre (NAC),
approximately 40m to the east of Nicholson Street and 200m west of the Brunswick Street
Activity Centre (AC), which comprises a diverse range of retail, hospitality and arts-based
offerings and has a night time economy with many licensed premises including bars, nightclubs
and restaurants. The subject site is also located within proximity to the Central Business District
(CBD), and within 90m east of the Carlton Gardens which houses the Melbourne Museum and
the Royal Exhibition Building (REB) and is also part of the municipality of Melbourne City
Council.

The wider area of Fitzroy is currently going through a period of transition from lower scale
buildings to higher density development. The older building stock typically has high site
coverage with buildings presenting to the public realm with no setbacks and single to three-
storey high boundary walls. The emerging building stock consists of contemporary
architectural responses, with generally rectilinear forms, and typically consisting of materials
ranging from red brick, concrete and metal cladding with high proportions of glazing. As shown
below, the following medium scale developments within this section of Fitzroy have been
approved, some of which are under construction or already completed:

Address and Distance to | Development Image
Subject Site
Nos. 70 — 74 Nicholson 3-storey apartment building

Street, 33m north-west (Planning Permit PL09//0997,
9.45m above NGL

No. 88 Nicholson Street, 4-storey mixed-use building

100m north-west (Planning Permit
PLN12/0245), 13.4m above
NGL

No. 166 — 168 Gertrude 5-storey mixed-use building
Street, 400m east (Planning Permit
PLN14/0419), 11.72m above
NGL

Further south of the subject site, along Victoria Parade are a number of multi-storey
developments associated with the St Vincent’s Hospital complex.
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41. As shown in the image above, planning application PLN20/0567 at Nos. 27 — 41 Victoria
Parade Fitzroy is currently being assessed by Council for the demolition of the Aikenhead
building and partial demolition of the Daly Wing and Brennan Hall buildings at the St Vincent's
Hospital complex to allow for the construction of an eleven (11) storey building (plus roof plant
and basement) and use of the land for the purpose of a research and development centre and
education centre, with a food and drink premises (cafe) at the ground floor and a full reduction
in the car parking requirement(s) of the Yarra Planning Scheme. This site is located at the
corner of Nicholson Street and Victoria Parade, approximately 260m south of the subject site.

42. Immediately surrounding the subject site are the following properties:
North

43. To the north of the subject site, across Marion Lane is a part two to part four-storey redbrick
serviced apartment building operating as Quest Royal Gardens. This building has varied
setbacks from Marion Lane, but has provisions for basement car parking accessed via the
corner of Marion Lane and Royal Lane. This building has been graded as being “not-
contributory” to the heritage precinct.

South

44. To the south of the subject site, across Gertrude Street is a row of double-storey, exposed and
rendered brick, heritage buildings with varying heritage gradings, fronting Gertrude Street. The
majority of these buildings are used as dwellings.

West

45. To the west of the subject site, across Royal Lane are a row of three-storey terraces known as
‘Royal Terrace’ which are listed on the Victorian Heritage Register. These dwellings consist of
a three-storey terraces fronting Nicholson Street (built boundary to boundary), with single to
double-storey additions towards the rear, including single-storey garages/outbuildings/studios
abutting Royal Lane. Secluded private open space (SPOS) is located between the terrace
buildings and single-storey outbuildings to the rear.

East
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46. Abutting the subject site to the east is No. 11 Gertrude Street; a double-storey, bluestone,
commercial building set back approximately 1.1m from the front boundary and built along the
majority of the shared boundary with the subject site, with the exception of a centrally located
private open space (POS). This building has been graded as being “individually-significant” to
the heritage precinct. Further east are a mix of single to double-storey commercial buildings,
of varying heritage grading and some with shop-top-dwellings.

47. Both Royal Lane and Marion Lane are local Right-of-Ways (ROW) with no parking permissible
along the length of the laneways. The lanes are narrow in width, and predominantly appear to
be ‘back-of-house’ areas with access to car parking areas (commercial and residential) a
common feature of the lanes. There are no footpaths provided along Marion Lane, with the
footpath provided on the eastern side of Royal Lane being narrow.

48. The subject site has good access to public transport and retail, including:

(@) Gertrude Street tram routes, directly outside;

(b) Nicholson Street tram routes approximately 40m to the west;

(c) Brunswick Street AC and tram lines approximately 200m to the east;

(d) Victoria Parade tram and bus services approximately 260m to the south; and
(e) Smith Street AC and tram lines approximately 730m east.

';’;"b-’, ‘l"f"‘i‘ ]

The subjct site and surrounding land (Nearmaps, Jnuary 2021
Planning Scheme Provisions
Zoning
49. The subject site is zoned Commercial 1 Zone (C1Z). The following provisions apply:

(@) Pursuant to Clause 34.01-1 of the Yarra Planning Scheme (the Scheme) commercial
tenancies such as food and drink premises, shop, art gallery (nested under exhibition
centre) and office uses are identified as 'Section 1 - Permit not required’ uses.There is
no limit on LFA or NFA in the schedule to the C1Z, therefore a planning permit is not

required for the shop and office uses.

(b) Pursuant to Clause 34.01-4 of the Scheme, a planning permit is required to construct a
building or construct or carry out works.
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(c) Pursuantto Clause 34.01-4 of the Scheme, a planning permit is required to use the land
as a dwelling given the residential frontage / access is wider than 2 metres.

Overlays

50.

51.

52.

53.

The subject site is affected by the Heritage Overlay (Schedule 361 — World Heritage Environs

Area Precinct). The following provisions apply:

(@) Pursuant to Clause 43.01-1 of the Scheme, a planning permit is required for demolition
and to construct a building and carry out works, including:

(i) A solar energy system attached to a building that primarily services the land on
which it is situated if the services are visible from a street (other than a lane) or
public park;

(i) A rainwater tank if the rain water tank is visible from a street (other than a lane) or
public park;

(b) A planning permit is triggered under the overlay for the demolition and proposed works,
aside from the solar energy facility (on the roof) and the underground rainwater tank as
they are not visible from Gertrude Street.

The subject site is affected by the Design and Development Overlay (Schedule 8). The
following provisions apply:

(@) Pursuantto Clause 43.02-2 of the Scheme, a permit is required to:
(i)  construct a building or to construct or carry out works. This does not apply if a
schedule to this overlay specifically states that a permit is not required.
(b) Schedule 8 does not specifically state that a permit is not required for buildings and
works. Therefore, a permit is triggered for the proposed works under this overlay.

(c) In accordance with Section 52(1)(c) of the Act, notice however must be given to the
Executive Director Heritage Victoria (HV).

The subject site is affected by the Development Contribution Plan Overlay (Schedule 1). The
following provisions apply:

(@) Pursuant to Clause 45.06-1 of the Scheme a permit granted must:
(i)  Be consistent with the provisions of the relevant development contributions plan;
(i) Include any conditions required to give effect to any contributions or levies
imposed, conditions or requirements set out in there relevant schedule to this
overlay.

As the proposed development is not exempt from a development contribution a condition and
a note have been included in the recommendation to require the development contributions to
be met prior to commencement of the development.

Particular Provisions

Clause 52.06 (Car Parking)

54.

55.

The number of car parking spaces required under Clause 52.06-5 of the Scheme must be
provided to the satisfaction of the responsible authority. A planning permit is required for a
reduction in the number of car parking spaces.

The following table identifies the car parking requirement under Clause 52.06-5, the provision
on site, and the subsequent reduction:

Proposed Use Size Statutory Parking | No. of No. of Reduction
Rate Spaces Spaces | Required
Required | On-site
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Food and drink 134sgm 3.5 spaces to each | 4 1 3

premises 100sgm of LFA

Shop (Combined) | 229sgm 3.5 spacestoeach |8 3 5
100sgm of LFA

Art gallery (Place | 45 patrons | 0.3 spaces to each | 13 1 12

of assembly) patron permitted

Office 1,655sgm | 3 spaces to each 49 10 39

(Combined) 100sgm of NFA

Dwelling 1x3 2 spaces per 2 2 0

bedroom dwelling
Total 76 17 59

56. With 17 car parking spaces provided on-site, the proposal seeks a total reduction of 59 car

spaces.

Clause 52.34 — Bicycle facilities

57. Pursuant to Clause 52.34-3, the following bicycle provision is required.

Proposed Size Rate No. of No. of
Use Spaces Spaces
Required Provided

Food and 134sgm 1 employee space to each 300sgm of 0
drink LFA if the LFA
premises -

1 visitor space to each 500sgm of

LFA
Shop 229sgm 1 employee space to each 600sgm of 0
(Combined) LFA if the LFA exceeds 1000sgm

1 visitor space to each 500sgm of

LFA if the LFA exceeds 1000sgm
Art gallery 45 patrons | 1 employee space to each 0
(Place of 1500sgm of NFA
assembly)

2 plus 1 visitor space to each 2 visitor

1500sgm of NFA spaces
Office 1,655sgm | 1 employee space to each 300sqm of | 6 employee
(Combined) NFA if the NFA exceeds 1000sgm spaces

1 visitor space to each 1000sgm of

NFA if the NFA exceeds 1000sgm | 2 visitor

spaces
Dwelling 1x3 In developments of four or more 0
bedroom storeys, 1 resident space to each 5
dwellings
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In developments of four or more
storeys, 1 visitor space to each 10

dwellings
Total 6 employee | 20 on-site
spaces
4 visitor 6 visitor
spaces off-site

58. The proposal exceeds the bicycle parking rate for office employees/visitors and the art gallery
visitor spaces.

Proposed Use | Rate Required Provided on-site

Showers / 1 to the first 5 employee spaces | 1 showers / 4 showers /

Change rooms and 1 to each additional 10 change rooms change rooms
employee spaces

59. The proposal also exceeds the showers/change rooms for office employees/visitors.

General Provisions

Clause 62 — General exemptions

60. Pursuant to Clause 62.02-2 (Buildings and works not requiring a permit unless specifically
required by the planning scheme), of the Scheme:

(@) Any requirement in this scheme relating to the construction of a building or the
construction or carrying out of works, other than a requirement in the Public Conservation
and Resource Zone, does not apply to a:

(i) A solar energy facility attached to a building that primarily services the land on
which it is situated;

61. Therefore, the proposed solar panels on the roof do not trigger a planning permit under the
Cilz.

Clause 65 - Decision Guidelines

62. The decision guidelines outlined at Clause 65 of the Scheme are relevant to all applications.
Because a permit can be granted does not imply that a permit should or will be granted. Before
deciding on an application, the Responsible Authority must consider a number of matters.
Amongst other things, the Responsible Authority must consider the relevant State and Local
Planning policy Frameworks, as well as the purpose of the zone, overlay or any other provision.

Planning Policy Framework (PPF)

63. Relevant clauses are as follows:
Clause 11.01-1R (Settlement - Metropolitan Melbourne)
64. Relevant strategies include;
(@) Develop a network of activity centres linked by transport; consisting of Metropolitan

Activity Centres supported by a network of vibrant major and neighbourhood activity
centres of varying size, role and function.
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(b) Create mixed-use neighbourhoods at varying densities, including through the
development of urban-renewal precincts that offer more choice in housing, create jobs
and opportunities for local businesses and deliver better access to services and facilities.

Clause 11.02-1S (Supply of Urban Land)

65. The relevant objective is to ensure a sufficient supply of land is available for residential,
commercial, retail, industrial, recreational, institutional and other community uses.

Clause 11.03 (Planning for Places)
Clause 11.03-1R (Activity centres — Metropolitan Melbourne)

66. Relevant strategies are:

(@) Support the development and growth of Metropolitan Activity Centres by ensuring they:
(i)  Are able to accommodate significant growth for a broad range of land uses.
(i)  Are supported with appropriate infrastructure.
(i) Are hubs for public transport services.
(iv) Offer good connectivity for a regional catchment.
(v) Provide high levels of amenity.

Clause 13.05-1S (Noise abatement)

67. The relevant objective is to assist the control of noise effects on sensitive land uses; while the
strategy is to ensure that development is not prejudiced and community amenity is not reduced
by noise emissions, using a range of building design, urban design and land use separation
techniques as appropriate to the land use functions and character of the area.

Clause 13.07-1S (Land use compatibility)

68. The relevant objective of this clause is to protect community amenity, human health and safety
while facilitating appropriate commercial, industrial, infrastructure or other uses with potential
adverse off-site impacts.

Clause 15.01 (Built Environment and Heritage)
69. This clause outlines the following guidelines;

(@) Planning should ensure all land use and development appropriately responds to its
surrounding landscape and character, valued built form and cultural context.

(b)  Planning must support the establishment and maintenance of communities by delivering
functional, accessible, safe and diverse physical and social environments, through the
appropriate location of use and development and through high quality buildings and
urban design.

(c) Planning should promote development that is environmentally sustainable and should
minimise detrimental impacts on the built and natural environment.

(d) Planning should promote excellence in the built environment and create places that:

(i)  Are enjoyable, engaging and comfortable to be in.

(i)  Accommodate people of all abilities, ages and cultures.

(i)  Contribute positively to local character and sense of place.

(iv) Reflect the particular characteristics and cultural identity of the community.
(v) Enhance the function, amenity and safety of the public realm.

Clause 15.01-1S (Urban design)
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70. The relevant objective is to create urban environments that are safe, functional and provide
good quality environments with a sense of place and cultural identity.

Clause 15.01-2S (Building Design)

71. The relevant objective is to achieve building design outcomes that contribute positively to the
local context and enhance the public realm.

72. The strategies of this clause are:

(@) Ensure the site analysis provides the basis for the consideration of height, scale and
massing of new development.

(b) Ensure development responds and contributes to the strategic and cultural context of its
location.

(c) Minimise the detrimental impact of development on neighbouring properties, the public
realm and the natural environment.

(d) Ensure the form, scale, and appearance of development enhances the function and
amenity of the public realm.

(e) Ensure buildings and their interface with the public realm support personal safety,
perceptions of safety and property security.

()  Ensure development provides safe access and egress for pedestrians, cyclists and
vehicles.

() Ensure development provides landscaping that responds to its site context, enhances
the built form and creates safe and attractive spaces.

Clause 15.01-4R (Healthy neighbourhoods - Metropolitan Melbourne)

73. The strategy is to create a city of 20 minute neighbourhoods that give people the ability to meet
most of their everyday needs within a 20 minute walk, cycle or local public transport trip from
their home.

Clause 15.01-5S (Neighbourhood character)

74. The relevant objective is to recognise, support and protect neighbourhood character, cultural
identity, and sense of place.

75. Strategies are:

(@) Ensure development responds to cultural identity and contributes to existing or preferred
neighbourhood character.

(b) Ensure development responds to its context and reinforces a sense of place and the
valued features and characteristics of the local environment and place by emphasising
the:

(i)  Pattern of local urban structure and subdivision.
(i)  Underlying natural landscape character and significant vegetation.
(i)  Heritage values and built form that reflect community identity.

Clause 15.02-1S (Energy and resource efficiency)

76. The relevant objective is to encourage land use and development that is consistent with the
efficient use of energy and the minimisation of greenhouse gas emissions.

Clause 15.03-1S (Heritage conservation)
77. The relevant objective is to ensure the conservation of places of heritage significance.

78. Strategies include:
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(a) Encourage appropriate development that respects places with identified heritage
values.

(b) Retain those elements that contribute to the importance of the heritage place.

(© Encourage the conservation and restoration of contributory elements of a heritage
place.

(d) Ensure an appropriate setting and context for heritage places is maintained or
enhanced.

(e) Support adaptive reuse of heritage buildings where their use has become redundant.

Clause 17.02-1S (Business)

79. The relevant objective is to encourage development which meet the communities’ needs for
retail, entertainment, office and other commercial services.

Clause 18.01-1S — Land use and transport planning

80. The relevant objective of this clause is to create a safe and sustainable transport system by
integrating land use and transport.

Clause 18.02-1S (Sustainable personal transport)

81. The relevant objective is to promote the use of sustainable personal transport. Relevant
strategies include:

(@) Encourage the use of walking and cycling by creating environments that are safe and
attractive.

(b) Develop high quality pedestrian environments that are accessible to footpath-bound
vehicles such as wheelchairs, prams and scooters.

(c) Require the provision of adequate bicycle parking and related facilities to meet demand
at education, recreation, transport, shopping and community facilities and other major
attractions when issuing planning approvals.

(d)  Ensure provision of bicycle end-of-trip facilities in commercial buildings

Clause 18.02-2S (Public Transport)

82. The relevant objective is to facilitate greater use of public transport and promote increased
development close to high-quality public transport routes.

Clause 18.02-2R (Principal Public Transport Network)

83. Arrelevant strategy of this clause is to maximise the use of existing infrastructure and increase
the diversity and density of development along the Principal Public Transport Network,
particularly at interchanges, activity centres and where principal public transport routes
intersect.

Clause 18.02-4S (Car Parking)

84. The relevant objective is to ensure an adequate supply of car parking that is appropriately
designed and located.

85. A relevant strategy is to protect the amenity of residential precincts from the effects of road
congestion created by on-street parking.

Local Planning Policy Framework (LPPF)

86. The following LPPF provisions of the Scheme are relevant:
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Clause 21.04 (Land Use)
Clause 21.04-1 — Accommodation and housing

87. Relevant objectives and strategies include;

(@) Objective 3: To reduce potential amenity conflicts between residential and other uses.
() Strategy 3.2 Apply the Interface Uses policy at clause 22.05.
(i)  Strategy 3.4 Discourage late night and 24 hour trading activities located near
residential zones to minimize impacts on residential amenity.

Clause 21.04-2 (Activity Centres)
88. Relevant strategies include;

(a) Strategy 4.1 Increase the range of retail, personal and business services, community
facilities, and recreation activities, within individual centres.

(b) Strategy 5.2 Support land use change and development that contributes to the
adaptation, redevelopment and economic growth of existing activity centres.

(c) Strategy 5.3 Discourage uses at street level in activity centres which create dead
frontages during the day.

Clause 21.04-3 Industry, office and commercial

89. The relevant objective for this clause is to increase the number and diversity of local
employment opportunities.

Clause 21.05 — Built Form
Clause 21.05-1 (Heritage)

90. Relevant objectives and strategies include;

(@) Objective 14 To protect and enhance Yarra's heritage places:
(i)  Strategy 14.3 Protect the heritage skyline of heritage precincts.
(i)  Strategy 14.4 Protect the subdivision pattern within heritage places.
(i)  Strategy 14.6 Protect buildings, streetscapes and precincts of heritage significance
from the visual intrusion of built form both within places and from adjoining areas.
(iv) Strategy 14.8 Apply the Development Guidelines for Heritage Places policy at
clause 22.02

Clause 21.05-2 (Urban design)
91. The relevant objectives and strategies are:

(@) Objective 16 To reinforce the existing urban framework of Yarra;

(b) Objective 17 To retain Yarra’s identity as a low-rise urban form with pockets of higher
development:

(c) Objective 18 To retain, enhance and extend Yarra’s fine grain street pattern;

(d) Objective 20 To ensure that new development contributes positively to Yarra's urban
fabric;

(e) Objective 21 To enhance the built form character of Yarra’s activity centres;
(i)  Strategy 21.1 Require development within Yarra’s activity centres to respect and

not dominate existing built form; and
()  Objective 22: To encourage the provision of universal access in new development.

Clause 21.05-3 — Built form character

92. The general objective of this clause is:
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(@) Objective 23 — To maintain and strengthen the identified character of each type of
identified built form within Yarra.

Clause 21.05-4 (Public environment)

93. The relevant objective and strategies are:
(@) Objective 28 To a provide a public environment that encourages community interaction
and activity:
(i) Strategy 28.1 Encourage universal access to all new public spaces and buildings.
(i)  Strategy 28.2 Ensure that buildings have a human scale at street level.
(i)  Strategy 28.3 Require buildings and public spaces to provide a safe and attractive
public environment.

Clause 21.06 (Transport)
Clause 21.06-1 (Walking and cycling)

94. The relevant objective and strategy include:

(@) Obijective 30 To provide safe and convenient pedestrian and bicycle environments.
(i) Strategy 30.1 Improve pedestrian and cycling links in association with new
development where possible.
(i)  Strategy 30.2 Minimise vehicle crossovers on street frontages.
(i)  Strategy 30.3 Use rear laneway access to reduce vehicle crossovers.

Clause 21.06-2 (Public transport)
95. Relevant objectives and strategies include;
(@) Obijective 31: To facilitate public transport usage.
(i)  Strategy 31.1 Require new development that generates high numbers of trips to
be easily accessible by public transport.
Clause 21.06-3 (The road system and parking)

96. Relevant objective is Objective 32: To reduce the reliance on the private motor car.

Clause 21.07 — Environmental Sustainability
Clause 21.07-1 (Environmentally sustainable development)

97. The relevant objective and strategy of this clause is:

(a) Objective 34 To promote ecologically sustainable development
(i) Strategy 34.1 Encourage new development to incorporate environmentally
sustainable design measures in the areas of energy and water efficiency,
greenhouse gas emissions, passive solar design, natural ventilation, stormwater
reduction and management, solar access, orientation and layout of development,
building materials and waste minimisation;

Clause 21.08-7 Neighbourhoods (Fitzroy)
98. The following relevant commentary is offered at this clause:
(a) Fitzroy is a mixed commercial and residential neighbourhood notable for the consistency

of its Victorian streetscapes. It comprises a dense combination of residential areas,
shopping precincts and commercial/ industrial activities.
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(b) The Gertrude Street centre has a number of eclectic and innovative retailers as well as
heritage buildings which help to give the centre an individual and unique sense of place.
Gertrude Street also has an arts focus which should be retained and fostered.

99. Figure 18 (Built form character map: Fitzroy) shows the subject site as being within a ‘heritage
overlay’ where the objective is to ensure that development does not adversely affect the
significance of the heritage place.

Relevant Local Policies

Clause 22.02 (Development Guidelines for sites subject to Heritage Overlay)
100. The relevant objectives of this clause are as follows:

(@) To retain significant view lines to, and vistas of, heritage places.

(b) To preserve the scale and pattern of streetscapes in heritage places.

(c) To ensure that additions and new works to a heritage place respect the significance of
the place.

101. The relevant sections of this clause are as follows:

Clause 22.02-5.1 (Demolition)

102. Generally encourage the retention of a building in a heritage place, unless:
(@) The building is identified as being not contributory

Clause 22.02-5.7 (New Development, Alterations or Additions)
Clause 22.02-5.7.1 (General)

103. The relevant objectives of this clause are as follows:

(@) Encourage the design of new development and alterations and additions to a heritage
place or a contributory element to a heritage place to:

() Respect the pattern, rhythm, orientation to the street, spatial characteristics,
fenestration, roof form, materials and heritage character of the surrounding historic
streetscape.

(i)  Be articulated and massed to correspond with the prevailing building form of the
heritage place or contributory elements to the heritage place.

(i)  Be visually recessive and not dominate the heritage place.

(iv) Be distinguishable from the original historic fabric.

(v)  Not remove, cover, damage or change original historic fabric.

(vi) Not obscure views of principle facades.

(vii) Consider the architectural integrity and context of the heritage place or contributory
element.

Clause 22.14 (Development Guidelines for Heritage Places in the World Heritage Environs Area)
104. The relevant objectives are to:

(@) To protect significant views and vistas to the Royal Exhibition Building and Carlton
Gardens.

(b) To maintain and conserve the significant historic character (built form and landscapes)
of the area.

(c) To ensure new development in the area has regard to the prominence and visibility of
the Royal Exhibition Building and Carlton Gardens.
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105. The relevant policy of this clause are as follows:

(@) Retain and conserve individually-significant and contributory places, including
contributory fabric, form, architectural features and settings, to assist with maintaining
the heritage character of the setting and context of the Royal Exhibition Building and
Carlton Gardens;

(b) Retain and conserve the valued heritage character of streetscapes to assist with
maintaining the heritage character of the setting and context of the Royal Exhibition
Building and Carlton Gardens.

(c) Retain the predominantly lower scale form of development which provides a contrast to
the dominant scale and form of the Royal Exhibition Building.

(d) Protect direct views and vistas to the Royal Exhibition Building and Carlton Gardens from
bordering/abutting streets and other views and vistas to the dome available from streets
within the precinct including Gertrude Street, Marion Lane and in Victoria Parade
immediately east of the junction with Nicholson Street.

Clause 22.05 (Interface Uses Palicy)
106. The relevant policy is:

(@) New non-residential use and development within Business and Mixed Use and Industrial
Zones are designed to minimise noise and visual amenity impacts upon nearby, existing
residential properties.

Clause 22.07 (Development abutting laneways)

107. This policy applies to applications for development that is accessed from a laneway or has

laneway abuttal, with the relevant objectives as follows;

(&) To provide an environment which has a feeling of safety for users of the laneway.

(b) To ensure that development along a laneway acknowledges the unique character of the
laneway.

(c) To ensure that where development is accessed off a laneway, all services can be
provided to the development. To ensure that development along a laneway is provided
with safe pedestrian and vehicular access.

Clause 22.16 Stormwater Management (Water Sensitive Urban Design)

108. This policy applies to applications for new buildings (amongst others). Clause 22.16-3 requires
the use of measures to “improve the quality and reduce the flow of water discharge to
waterways”, manage the flow of litter from the site in stormwater and encourage green roofs,
walls and facades in buildings where practicable.

Clause 22.17 (Environmentally Sustainable Design)

109. The overarching objective is that development should achieve best practice in environmentally
sustainable development from the design stage through to construction and operation. The
considerations are energy performance, water resources, indoor environment quality, storm
water management, transport, waste management and urban ecology.

Incorporated Documents

110. Appendix 8 to the City of Yarra Review of Heritage Areas, 2007 identifies the subject site as
being “Not-contributory” to the World Heritage Environs Area Precinct (as identified by
Schedule 361 to the Heritage Overlay).
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Advertising

111.

112.

113.

The application was advertised under the provisions of Section 52 of the Planning and
Environment Act (1987) by 363 letters sent to surrounding owners and occupiers and by two
signs displayed on site; one at the Westgarth Street frontage and the other on the laneway
facade.

Council received 72 objections, the grounds of which are summarised as follows:

(@) Design and overdevelopment (height, scale, bulk, materials);

(b) Heritage impacts, including lack of integration with the World Environs Heritage Precinct;

(c) Off-site amenity (visual bulk, overshadowing, overlooking);

(d) Car parking, traffic impacts and pedestrian safety;

(e) Issues during construction (noise, traffic, air quality);

() Reduced property values;

(g) Setting a precedents for high development within the immediate area;

(h) Impacts to local ecosystems;

(i)  Unacceptable use of the laneway for an art gallery; and

() Lack of consultation relating to the Environment Protection and Biodiversity and
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act).

One (1) support letter was received to the application and can be summarised as:

(@) Commendable design response to the area.

Referrals

External Referrals

Executive Director Heritage Victoria

114.

115.

116.

As stated earlier in the report, the application was referred to the Executive Director Heritage
Victoria under Section 52 of the Act based on the requirements of the DDOS8. Heritage Victoria
objected to the proposed development, with their comments included as an attachment to this
report.

The application was also referred to the following external referral:

(@) Acoustic (SLR Consulting).

Referral comments have been included as attachments to this report.

Internal Referrals

117.

118.

The application was referred to the following areas within Council:

(a) Traffic Engineering Unit;

(b) Heritage Advisor;

(c) Urban Design Unit (streetscapes and any capital works only);
(d) Strategic Planning Unit;

(e) ESD Advisor;

(f)  Strategic Transport Unit;

(g) City Works Unit;

(h)  Open Space; and

(i)  Arborist.

Referral comments have been included as attachments to this report.
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OFFICER ASSESSMENT

119.

The primary considerations for this application are as follows:

(a) Strategic and policy support;

(b) Land use;

(c) Built form and heritage;

(d) On and off-site amenity impacts;

(e) Car parking, traffic and bicycle provision;
(H  Waste management; and

(g) Obijector concerns.

Strateqgic and policy support

120.

121.

122.

123.

The subject site is located within a C1Z, which has a key purpose to create vibrant mixed use
commercial centres for retail, office, business, entertainment and community uses. There is
strong strategic direction to support the redevelopment of the site to provide a mixed-use
development with a food and drink premises, shops and art gallery at ground floor, offices
between Level 1 to 3 and residential use above. The site’s location along the Gertrude Street
NAC and in proximity to both the Brunswick Street and Smith Street ACs, allows for the site to
access well serviced public transport and community services. Policy at Clauses 11
(Settlement), 16 (Housing), 18 (Transport) and 21.04 (Land use) of the Scheme, together with
Plan Melbourne, encourage the accumulation of activities and the intensification of
development in and around activity centres. This ensures efficient use of infrastructure and
supports Council’'s preference that established areas experience residual increases in
population growth.

The C1Z also specifically identifies the purpose of the land as an area where higher residential
density developments are anticipated, with growth specifically directed to occur within or close
to activity centres. The dwelling would provide increased housing opportunities consistent with
the policy outlined above. The site has excellent access to shops, restaurants, community
facilities and supermarkets, ensuring that the proposal will result in efficient use of existing
infrastructure, consistent with Clause 21.04 (Land use) of Council's MSS. Further, the
provision of commercial tenancies at ground level, addressing Gertrude Street, would provide
a degree of activity within the street, also consistent with the purpose of the C1Z.

However, policy support for more intensive development needs to be balanced with built form
and heritage guidance at Causes 15.03, 21.05-1 and 21.05-2 of the Scheme. These policies
call for development that responds to the surrounding context with regard to urban character
and cultural heritage. More specifically, Council’s local policy at Clause 22.02 seeks to maintain
and conserve the significant historic character of the area.

As will be discussed in detail within this report, it is considered that the proposal achieves a
good balance of State and local policy in relation to high quality developments and protection
of heritage values. However, such strategic direction must be balanced against site
constraints, the local built form context, the proposed architectural response and the potential
for off-site amenity impacts. These aspects of the development will be discussed in the
following sections of this report.

Land use

124.

A purpose of the C1Z is to provide for residential uses at densities complementary to the role
and scale of the commercial centre. Whilst the site is located within the C1Z, Gertrude Street
has a high proportion of residential in use and zoning.
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On this basis the use of the land for a dwelling at Level 4 would not unreasonably impact any
existing commercial uses in the surrounding area, with the closest of these being the abutting
commercial uses to the east at No. 11 Gertrude Street and the shop-top-dwellings at Nos. 13
and 15 Gertrude Street.

125. Residential noise is unlikely to impact upon existing uses within these abutting buildings, with
internal noise to the dwelling from external sources discussed later in the assessment. The
proposed dwelling use must comply with relevant objectives at Clause 22.05 (Interface uses
policy) of the Scheme, by incorporating measures to minimise the impact of the normal
operation of business activities on the reasonable expectation of amenity within the dwellings.
This will ensure that the growth of further commercial opportunities within proximity to the new
dwelling is not impeded. Furthermore, the residential facet to the proposal is considered
appropriate given the nature of residential use found within the immediate area. Based on the
appropriate design of the dwelling to ensure this is achieved, the use of the land as a dwelling
is considered entirely appropriate in the context and is supported.

Built form and heritage

126. The primary built form considerations for the proposed development are the decision
guidelines at Clause 34.04-8 (C1Z) and policy at Clause 15 (Built Environment and Heritage),
Clause 21.05 (Built Form), Clause 22.07 (Development abutting laneways), Clause 22.02
(Development Guidelines for Sites Subject to the Heritage Overlay) and Clause 22.14
(Development guidelines for heritage places in the world heritage environs area). All of these
provisions and guidelines support a development outcome that responds to the existing or
preferred neighbourhood character and provides a contextual urban design response reflective
of the aspirations for the area. Particular regard must be given to the acceptability of the design
in terms of height and massing, street setbacks and relationship to adjoining buildings.

Context

— e
o Subject site
3-storey
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127.

128.

129.

130.

131.

As outlined earlier within this report, built form in the immediate area is mixed, with an
emergence of contemporary, medium to higher-scale development. The neighbouring streets,
in particular Nicholson Street, Palmer Street, Victoria Parade, Fitzroy Street and Brunswick
Street have altered over recent years due to the approval and construction of a number of
medium to high-scale developments with the most substantial change occurring to the south
of the subject. These developments are interspersed throughout a predominantly single to
three-storey streetscape. This is most clearly demonstrated in the built form context map
above.

Although low-density, single to triple-storey dwellings remain a key feature of the immediate
area, aside from the abutting double-storey, ‘Individually-significant’ buildings to the east
between Nos. 11 to 15 Gertrude Street, these are located largely to the south of Gertrude
Street and further west of the subject site, across Royal Lane. Whilst these ‘individually-
significant’, double-storey row of buildings abutting the subject site and immediately across
Gertrude Street would not be developed to the same extent as the subject site (given the
heritage overlay), it is likely development will occur within the site further east, with the double-
storey building at Nos. 19 — 35 Gertrude Street and the surrounding serviced apartments to
the north, across Marion Lane classified as ‘non-contributory’ to the heritage precinct. Within
the C1Z and given this context, it is clear that some medium-scale built form would be expected
within the immediate surrounds.

As noted within the ‘Planning Scheme Amendments’ section of this report, Council has
prepared a Built Form Framework for Gertrude Street Shops (among other areas), and has
also requested approval from the Minister to introduce an interim Design and Development
Overlay (DDO) while permanent controls are prepared. Whilst the subject site is not included
within the interim DDO31, the sites further east, across Fitzroy Street are. A relevant built form
objective of the proposed DDO31 is to ensure development responds to the heritage character
and intact streetscape of Gertrude Street by supporting a low-rise character (ranging from 3 to
4 storeys).

The draft interim DDO31 outlines preferred maximum height and street wall requirements, and
anticipates majority of the sites fronting Gertrude Street (beyond Fitzroy Street) can potentially
accommodate 11.2m (3-storeys) above retained heritage form or new double to triple-storey
street walls ranging between 8m to 11.2m. It has also been recommended that service
equipment and/or structures including balustrades, unenclosed pergolas for communal areas,
shading devices, plant rooms, lift overruns, stair wells, and structures associated with
pedestrian access, green roof areas and other such equipment may exceed the height
provided that the equipment/structures are no higher than 2.6 metres above the preferred
maximum height. The proposed development would consist of a height of 19.2m and 5-storeys,
with an overall height of 21.45m when including the roof plant. This would be an additional 8m
or 2-storeys higher than the preferred height, not including the roof lift, plant, equipment and
services which extend a further 2.25m above the proposed building height. Council’s Strategic
Planning Unit have recommended that one level should be deleted from the proposed
development given the location of the subject site which is in proximity to the REB. This
recommendation will be discussed in detail later in the ‘height section’ of this report.
Nonetheless, aside from being located within the immediate vicinity of the REB, the subject
site is located within an intact heritage streetscape along Gertrude Street, with Royal Terrace
to the west and two ‘individually-significant’ buildings to the east’ and therefore, it is
recommended that the top-most level be deleted by way of condition.

The draft DDO31 also specifies that the preferred new street wall height is two-storeys, with
an overall height of 8m above NGL. The proposed development complies with this direction as
the proposed podium would be two-storeys, with a maximum height of 7.8m above NGL.
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132.

133.

134.

135.

In addition to the preferred maximum height and street wall height, the DDO31 also
recommends upper levels above the Gertrude Street, street wall be set back a minimum 10m
for sites west of Brunswick Street. The proposal does not comply with this direction as the
upper level setbacks from Gertrude Street vary between 4m at Level 2, 7m at Level 3 and 10m
at Level 4 (up to the building wall). Council’s Strategic Planning Unit have recommended that
greater setbacks be provided from Gertrude Street at the upper levels in order to reduce the
dominance of the built form in relation to the REB. While the Built Form Framework which
informed the DDO31 provides some analysis as to the preferred future scale and massing
sought within Gertrude Street, this does not outweigh other considerations such as recent
approvals in the surrounding area with varied setbacks as well as the strategic direction. Upper
level setbacks will be discussed in detail later in the report.

As outlined previously, there is no dispute that strategically the subject site is appropriately
located for medium-density development, being within proximity to the Brunswick Street and
Smith Street ACs and the C1Z, and with excellent access to cycling networks, public transport,
services and facilities. Based on these attributes, it is a reasonable expectation that this site
will experience intensification in use and development.

With regards to the surrounding heritage context, the site is located within the World Heritage
Environs Area (WHE) and in proximity to the REB. The immediate vicinity has a highly intact
heritage streetscape (unlike the properties further east towards Fitzroy Street and immediately
north across Marion Lane which are listed as non-contributory). Therefore, it is important to
strike a balance between the potential for higher development and the existing heritage
context.

In light of this context, the proposed development would not unduly affect the significance of
the broader heritage place in accordance with Clause 22.02 of the Scheme, subject to the
deletion of the top-most level.

Demolition

136.

Prior to ascertaining if the proposed development of the land is acceptable, consideration of
the extent of demolition is required. These considerations are outlined at Clause 22.02 and
Clause 43.01 of the Scheme. As outlined in Council’s heritage advice, No. 1 — 9 Gertrude
Street is a factory/warehouse constructed between 1960-70s, and is listed in Appendix 8, City
of Yarra Review of Heritage Overlay Areas 2007 (Rev. March 2020) as No. 7 Gertrude Street
with the grading identified as being ‘not-contributory’. On this basis, the full demolition of the
existing building is supported by local heritage policy at Clause 22.02-5.1.

Height

137.

138.

The development proposes an overall height of 5-storeys, with the building extending to a
maximum height of 19.2m above NGL. The proposed roof plant area/lift overrun would add a
further 2.25m to the height, resulting in an overall height of 21.45m above NGL. The street-
wall to Gertrude Street, which also includes varied setbacks ranging between 0.4m to 1.32m,
would consist of a height of 7.8m above NGL, with the upper levels between Levels 2 to 4
setback between 4m to 10m from this frontage. Views to the roof plant area/lift overrun would
be appropriately limited due to its location within the centre of the building.

Objectives at Clause 22.02 of the Scheme aim to (amongst others) preserve the scale and
pattern of streetscapes in heritage places, ensure that additions and new works to a heritage
place respect the significance of the place and for new buildings to be visually recessive and
not dominate the heritage place. Objectives at Clause 22.14 of the Scheme recommends
(amongst others), to protect significant views and vistas to the Royal Exhibition Building and
Carlton Gardens and ensure new development in the area has regard to the prominence and
visibility of the Royal Exhibition Building and Carlton Gardens.
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139.

140.

As demonstrated earlier in the report, the proposed height is within the contextual range of
heights of nearby existing and emerging developments. To the north, across Marion Lane is a
non-contributory commercial building (Quest Apartments) which do not form part of an intact
heritage streetscape. Further east, beyond Nos. 11 and 13 Gertrude Street is a double-storey,
not-contributory, commercial building located between Nos. 19 to 35 Gertrude Street. It is
expected that medium-scale built form would be located in this part of Gertrude Street given
the Commercial 1 zoning and non-contributory status of these buildings in such close proximity
to two activity centres. This is clearly different to the residential lower scale to the west, across
Royal Lane and to the south, across Gertrude Street where less development is expected
(maximum 9m and 2-storeys), and where heritage built form is more intact.

A design objective of the DDO31 is to ensure development maintains the prominence of the
existing low-scale heritage street wall and fine-gain heritage character through recessive upper
levels and a facade composition and articulation that complements the Gertrude Street
character. As stated earlier in the report, the proposal varies from the overall building height
requirements associated with the DDO31 by an additional 8m (excluding the roof plant height).
As part of Clause 22.02 and 22.14 of the Scheme, Council’s Heritage Advisor has identified
three key vantage points from where the subject site can be viewed; the REB (predominantly
the French fountain forecourt and the Dome promenade) and Carlton Gardens located across
Nicholson Street, as well as Royal Terrace, located across Royal Lane to the west. In addition
to these, the viewpoint looking further west along Gertrude Street and Marion Lane have also
been identified as important vantage points when assessing the proposed development. As a
result the applicant provided these vantage points (see images below), which compares
existing conditions vs. proposed conditions:

Vantage points from REB and Carlton Gardens (Snohetta Architects January 2021)

Existing and proposed development from REB (Snohetta Architects January 2021)
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Existing and proposed development from Carlton Gardens (Snohetta Architects January 2021)
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141.

142.

Vantage points along Gertrude Street and Marion Lane (Snohetta Architects January 2021)

pment west of Gertrude Street (Snohetta Architects January 2021)

Given the proposed development is located amongst a highly intact, consistent heritage
streetscape to the immediate east and west, including the proximity to the REB and being on
the WHE Area, both Council’s Strategic Planning Unit and Heritage Advisor recommended that
a level be deleted in order to retain views to and ‘breathing space’ around the heritage features
of the REB and low-rise character of the WHE area. As shown on the above images, the
proposed development would visually penetrate above the well-established Victorian-era
skyline along Gertrude Street and Nicholson Street. Therefore in order to alleviate this, Council
planning officers support the deletion of the topmost level from the proposed development.
The deletion of the top-most level would also assist in limiting any visual conflict between the
Dome promenade of the REB and the parapets of Royal Terrace when viewed from across
Nicholson Street to the west, which is compliant with the objectives at Clause 22.14 of the
Scheme. Therefore, a condition would require the topmost level to be deleted. In addition, the
reduction in the overall height to 4-storeys from 5-storeys would ensure the upper levels remain
visually subservient to the proposed 2-storey street wall and from a strategic context
perspective, a 4-storey proposal is commensurate with the anticipated outcome in behind the
Gertrude Street spine encouraged in DDO31.

Whilst Council’s Strategic Planning Unit were supportive of the 7.8m high, two-storey podium
to Gertrude Street (as it meets the preferred street wall height outlined in DDO31), Council’s
Heritage Advisor has recommended that the podium height be reduced to be no higher than
the bluestone building abutting the subject site to the east at No. 11 Gertrude Street.
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143.

Council’s Heritage Advisor has further stated that whilst the existing building on-site is higher
than the bluestone building to the east, this building is of no heritage value and therefore should
not be used as precedent. Given that the height of proposed podium is a minimal departure
from the abutting site to the east, with the floor to ceiling heights being 3m and 2.7m at ground
level and Level 1, there is scope to reduce the height of the overall podium. Therefore, a
condition will require the proposed podium height to be no higher than the abutting bluestone
building to the east.

Whilst it is acknowledged that the conditional height of the building would be taller than the
existing built form to the east and west, based on the above assessment, it is clear this proposal
is in-line with the emerging character of the broader area and generally consistent with local
and state policy. Whilst initially, this development will be prominent, this will lessen over time
as surrounding sites are developed.

Massing

144,

145.

The development would provide a two-storey street-wall along the Gertrude Street interface,
with the inclusion of small setbacks within lower level frontages ranging between 0.4m to
1.32m; providing a good degree of articulation to the massing of this facade. The objectives of
DDO3L1 states that new buildings within ACs and inner urban areas such as Gertrude Street
should generally be built to the street frontage in order to, respond to the prevailing built form
character of the area, provide a clear definition at the street edge; and maximise the
developable area. In addition, with the exception of retaining existing front setbacks, all new
street walls within the commercial and mixed use zone should be built to boundary. Therefore,
Council’s Strategic Planning Unit found the proposed setbacks at the podium level to be
inconsistent and would not clearly define the street edge as required by the framework for new
street walls. However, Council’s Heritage Advisor found the popping in and out for the podium
works well. The front setbacks along the northern side of Gertrude Street is varied; i.e. some
buildings being constructed to the boundary, with others being set back a minimum 1m.
Therefore, the proposed setbacks to the podium, combined with the height of the street-wall
are found to be commensurate with the existing and emerging built form character in the
surrounding area (e.g. varied front setbacks and 2-storeys), and is considered to provide a
human scale to the development, by focussing pedestrian sightlines to the lower levels. This
outcome is supported.

The upper levels above the podium are to be set back 4m, 7m and 10m at Levels 2, 3 and 4,
respectively, with terraces encroaching these setbacks at Levels 2 and 3. Council’s Strategic
Planning Unit found that these setbacks at Level 2 and 3 do not comply with the preferred
setback of DDO31 which is 10m, in order to ensure development retains view lines to the drum,
dome, lantern and flagpole of the Royal Exhibition Buildings and respects the prominence and
integrity of corner heritage buildings. After the deletion of the topmost level (Level 4), Council’s
Heritage Advisor has recommended that the new top level (Level 3) be setback further from
the rear (Marion Lane), and considerably from the west, away from Royal Terrace and the
Exhibition Building and from the east which will ensure a more recessive form as viewed from
the east along Gertrude Street. Whilst it has been recommended that significant upper level
setbacks are required along this section of Gertrude Street, in order to visually conceal upper
levels so as to protect views and vistas to the REB and Carlton Gardens, an increased setback
to the Levels 2 to 3 are not supported by Council planning officers, based on the following:

(@) The varied setbacks at Levels 2 and 3, combined with the deletion of Level 4, are found
to be adequate to reduce any visual dominance of the proposed built form on-site. The
use of angled setbacks from the corner of Gertrude Street and Royal Lane, combined
with terraces helps to provide a sense of openness along the Gertrude Street facade;

(b) Being arelatively large site and located on a corner (where traditionally more hard edged
and taller built form is located) allows for a more robust presentation to the street.
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146.

147.

Nonetheless, the proposed angled upper level setbacks, combined with the hit-and-mix
brickwork along the western elevation, including extensive glazing to the Gertrude Street
facade and western fagade at Levels 2 and 3 would help to anchor this corner setting at
Gertrude Street and Royal Lane, including when viewed from the corner of Gertrude
Street and Nicholson Street;

(c) The street level activation and the two-storey podium would maintain interest at the lower
levels of the development, drawing the eye of pedestrians to these levels and thereby
minimising the visual impact of the upper levels;

(d) The proposed materials for the street-wall are predominantly glazing, with a light brown
brick work. Above the street wall, the upper levels will feature more brickwork, with less
glazing and terraces. In contrast, the western facade fronting Royal Lane consists of no
glazing at ground level and Level 1, but with glazing at Levels 2 to 3 that increase in
visual permeability as the development rises. Whilst the hit-and-miss treatment along
Royal Lane at ground level is deemed to be inadequate for articulation and activation
(discussed later in the report), the broader western elevation is considered to help in
positively ‘breaking up’ the overall visual exposure of the development from the west
(see images below); and

v

Proposed south and west elevations (Snohetta Architects October 2020)

(e) Inaddition, the varied upper level setbacks approach allows for the development to avoid
a ‘wedding cake’ typology as it presents to Gertrude Street, Royal Lane and Nicholson
Street, and presents more as a backdrop of built form.

The proposed development incorporates minimum western setbacks from Royal Lane of
0.59m (terrace encroaching this recess), 0.58m and 2m at Levels 2, 3 and 4. Between Levels
2 to 4, the proposal also incorporates a minimum 1.31m rear setback from Marion Lane. Similar
to Council’s Heritage Advisor, Council’s Strategic Planning Unit have stated that the proposed
development does not comply with the building separation and rear boundary requirements
identified in the framework. However, the framework does not specify a numerical requirement
for building separation and setbacks from rear boundaries. Nonetheless, in order to achieve a
level of ‘breathing space’ around the REB, Council’s Strategic Planning Unit have
recommended increased setbacks from the west, rear and east between Levels 2 to 4.
However, Council’s Heritage Advisor only recommended the new level (Level 3) to be set back
from these boundaries. This has been recommended as the views of the REB Dome from
Marion Lane is an iconic view which is similar to a long narrow view of the dome of the Florence
Duomo. Council’s Heritage Advisor found that the upper levels have the potential to encroach
on this Marion Lane viewscape.

However, as shown on the images below, the majority of built form along Marion Lane are
either built to the boundary or have minimal setbacks. The proposed development does not
appear to encroach onto this viewline, especially with the deletion of the topmost level.

Agenda Page 35



Planning Decisions Committee Agenda — 7 April 2021

Similarly, the deletion of the topmost level would reduce the visibility of the development above
Royal Terrace to the west. Therefore, Council’'s Planning Officers disagree that greater
setbacks are required from the western, eastern and rear boundaries at Levels 2 and 3, with
the reduced height of the development on-site assisting to maintain a sense of ‘openness’ to
the REB.

148. As shown below, the subject site presents a 5-storey party wall punctuated by hit-and-miss
brickwork at Levels 2 to 4 to the common boundary with No. 11 Gertrude Street. Council’s
Heritage Advisor found the east elevation to be blank and highly visible from Gertrude Street
which will add to the dominance of the proposed building in views from the east. Nonetheless,
the deletion of Level 4 would help to alleviate most of this visual bulk. Furthermore, it is
considered that Levels 2 and 3 consist of a balanced degree of ‘brick’ to ‘hit-and-miss
brickwork’ ratio and therefore, no further articulation is required along the eastern fagade.
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Proposed east elevation (Snohetta Architects October 2020)

Public Realm and pedestrian spaces

149.

150.

151.

Clause 21.05 (Built form) of the Scheme seeks new development to make a positive
contribution to the enhancement of the public domain. This principle requires the design of
interfaces between buildings and public spaces to enhance the visual and social experience
of the user.

Active uses are proposed at ground level, with windows and terraces allowing direct interaction
and casual surveillance between the commercial uses and the public realm. The positioning
of commercial uses to the primary frontage with individual entrances along Gertrude Street,
not only provides a strong sense of address to the commercial uses within the building but also
benefits the public realm by maximising the permeability of the street. Council’s Urban Design
Unit supported the varying width of the ground floor tenancies and the emphasis on verticality
in its reference to the surrounding subdivision pattern, however further articulation and fagade
features have been encouraged in order to better integrate the proposed development with the
fine-grained heritage character found along Gertrude Street. Currently the proposal
incorporates double-storey glazing to the street, which Council’s Urban Design Unit found to
be monolithic in appearance and uncharacteristic of the area. The current shopfront typology
along Gertrude Street consists of glazing at ground level with more solid forms at first floor.
Other features associated with commercial buildings include awnings, friezes/architraves etc.
which create articulation between the ground and first floors in surrounding buildings in the
area. Therefore, Council’'s Urban Design Unit recommended that the extent of glazing to the
first-floor tenancies be reduced, and further articulation/architectural detail to be provided in
order to better integrate the shopfronts with the surrounding context and reduce their perceived
scale when experienced by pedestrians from the street. It is agreed that the extent of double-
storey glazing to the Gertrude Street facade is uncharacteristic. Therefore, a condition will be
included to reduce the extent of glazing to the Gertrude Street facade at Level 1 by providing
a semi-transparent brick veil (similar to that of the hit-and-miss brickwork treatment).

In contrast, the western elevation at ground level does not appear to have any meaningful
articulation and only a treatment of hit-and-miss brickwork. This combined with the lack of
glazing at first floor provides an unsafe passageway to the art gallery entrance located towards
the rear of Royal Lane. Council’s Urban Design Unit found the location of the proposed Art
Gallery along Royal Lane to be problematic due to the lane’s inadequate footpath width. The
following options were recommended by Council’s Urban Design Unit for the applicant to
explore:

(a) Setback the proposed building at ground level to enable the footpath to be widened to
ensure DDA compliance; or
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(b) Undertake an appropriate traffic study along Royal and Marion Lanes to determine
whether the footpath may be extended into the roadway to a compliant width. If this
option is pursued, further discussion would be required with council’s traffic and civil
engineering teams to ensure a feasible outcome.

152. However, it is considered that the addition of glazing along the western facade at ground floor
would help to improve this unsafe passageway. Therefore, in contrast to the first floor southern
facade, a condition will require the proposed hit-and-miss treatment (semi-transparent brick
veil) be reduced by providing more glazing along the western facade at ground level. Further
to this, the plans show sensor lighting to be provided at the entrance to the art gallery, including
a security gate which would be closed after hours. However, further improved entry
identification and pedestrian safety is required and could be achieved by providing lighting and
numbering along the western facade, which would define the entry into the art gallery. A
condition will require wall-mounted sensor lighting and property identification to be provided
along the western facade at ground level.

153. Vehicle access has been provided via the northern ROW, along Marion Lane (away from
Gertrude Street). This ensures that these services do not impact on the pedestrian experience.
In addition, the majority of the back-of-house services (water metre, waste, etc.) have been
consolidated within the northern ROW fagade. This layout is supported as this would ensure
the frontage remains primarily pedestrian focused considering Gertrude Street’s role as an
important shared street and cycling corridor between Nicholson and Brunswick Streets.
Council's Strategic Planning Unit were also supportive of this arrangement as DDO31
recommends servicing and car parking to be provided from secondary side streets or rear
laneways and consolidate services into basement levels in order to mitigate extent of inactive,
blank walls to the public realm. Therefore, the proposal was found to be compliant with the
traffic access requirements identified within the framework.

154. Furthermore, Council’s Urban Design Unit provided the following recommendations relating to
pavements, bicycle hoops and additional information required on the plans;

(@) All redundant crossovers on Gertrude Street and Royal Lane are to be removed and
pavement is to be reinstated as asphalt footpath with dressed bluestone kerb and pitcher
channel;

(b) Bluestone pitcher along the Marion Lane laneway to be retained and or/reinstated to
match existing as required;

(c) The proposed bicycle parking is to be installed parallel to the kerb and located at the
front end of adjacent parking bays (out of the door zone);

(d) Existing footpath features, including but not limited to, relative levels, trees, pits,
drainage, hydrants, signposts, light poles, street furniture, vehicle crossovers, pram
ramps etc., to be shown on existing and proposed drawings;

(e) Existing parking spaces to be shown on the Demolition Plan;

(H  Any proposed changes to on-street car-parking bays to be shown on Proposed
Streetscape Plan (including dimensions as per Australian Standards);

155. All of the above, except for the demolition plan to show existing parking spaces on-site, will be
required by way of condition or note. The demolition is triggered under the heritage overlay
and the extent of demolition outlined in the ground floor demolition plan is considered to be
adequate.

Architectural quality

156. Palicy at Clause 15.01-2S encourages high standards in architecture and urban design, whilst
Clause 22.02 encourages the design of new development to respect (amongst others) the
pattern, spatial characteristics, fenestration, roof form, materials and heritage character of the
surrounding historic streetscape, and to consider the architectural integrity and context of the
heritage place.
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157.

158.

159.

160.

161.

As noted earlier, an increasing degree of modern, higher built form is visible within Gertrude,
Palmer and Brunswick Streets, including Victoria Parade, with these contemporary
developments providing robust, symmetrical designs, straight lines, glazing and flat roof forms.
The proposal responds well to these characteristics, by providing a contemporary, rectilinear
form incorporating a mix of traditional (brown brick) and modern materials (glazing).

In compliance with Clause 22.02-5.7 of the Scheme, the design language makes a notable
reference to the industrial past by incorporating brick in its podium, with the upper levels
consisting of more glazing; a more contemporary architectural presentation which helps to
break down the overall massing of the development. This is considered to appropriately
respond to the more traditional brick material in the area at ground level and references
materials and finishes in the broader heritage precinct. The design has incorporated vertical-
rectangular window formats that are reflective of (but not in imitation of) the dominant pattern
of fenestration in the heritage precinct. As stated earlier in the report, a condition will require
the extent of double-storey glazing fronting Gertrude Street to be reduced by providing less
glazing at Level 1 and more semi-transparent brick veil (similar to that of the hit-and-mix
brickwork treatment). Subject to condition, the architectural response of the proposed
development is found to be well considered particularly in relation to its existing remnant
heritage surrounds, past industrial context, and future built form aspirations. Aside from
requiring further texture brick along the southern and eastern facade, Council’s Heritage
Advisor found the proposed colours to be generally acceptable with the proportions and rhythm
of the design to be generally good.

As shown below, given the site’s abuttal to a street and the western ROW (Royal Lane), the
proposal wraps the brick treatment around the edge of the ROW. This helps to retain the visual
link between the various exposed facades of the building, acknowledging views along Gertrude
Street from the south.

Nonetheless, as discussed earlier, a condition will require the ground level to consist of more
glazing along the western facade, ensuring there is a visual connection to both Gertrude Street
and Royal Lane.

The inclusion of an alternatively layered brick treatment (hit-and-miss) to the upper levels add
visual interest when viewed from Gertrude Street, Royal Lane and Marion Lane. The profile
and materiality of the building aids in the retention of the fine grain expression of the allotments
along Gertrude Street whilst smoothly transitioning from the Activity Centre/Spine to NRZ.
Overall, the proposed development would be a positive contribution to the existing fabric of
Fitzroy, providing a new benchmark for developments in a similar transition zone.
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162.

163.

Given the prominence of the site and its highly sensitive nature, Council’s Heritage Advisor
recommended samples of all materials to be provided. Therefore, a condition will require a
facade strategy to be provided in conjunction with other Condition 1 requirements, which would
detail the proposed design for all facades, including the podium. This would provide Council
certainty regarding the high architectural quality of the overall proposal prior to construction,
and would also ensure the western elevation (at ground level especially) would maintain a level
of articulation as opposed to sheer walls on boundaries. This condition will also require a
sample board and coloured drawings outlining colours, materials and finishes for this elevation.

Overall it is considered that subject to conditions, the proposed development would achieve a
good level of architectural quality. The proposal would significantly contribute to and improve
the streetscape through active frontages and use of high-quality materials which the existing
building within the subject site currently lacks.

Landscaping

164.

165.

The development provides landscaping in the form of landscaping planters along the edges of
terraces provided between Levels 2 to Level 4. Given the site context in a C1Z, the extent of
landscaping is considered an appropriate response. The landscape plan prepared by Snohetta
Architects (dated 20 September 2020) was referred to Council’'s Open Space Unit who were
generally supportive of the landscape plan, but recommended the following:

(@) Planting beds to be 450mm deep and not 300mm (to allow greater success for the
proposed planters);

(b)  Any mulch used on the higher levels consists of a wind-proof material;

(c) A detailed planting plan including a plant scheduled that includes botanical and common
names, size at maturity (height and width), pot size and number of trees. Trees and
plants should be shown at mature size on the plan;

(d) Ensure none of the plants specified are listed on the DELWP advisory list of weeds;

(e) Provide information around ongoing maintenance procedures;

The above will be required by way of condition.

Site Coverage

166.

The overall land would be covered in built form. The degree of built form coverage proposed
is similar to that found on many sites within proximity to the land, with intensive development
a characteristic of the surrounding neighbourhood, especially within the C1Z. These works
would cover 100% of the site and reduce permeability accordingly. The degree of built form is
considered acceptable based on the context of the land, which has been one of commercial
style buildings, and is not considered to result in a visually bulky or imposing building.

Laneway abuttal

167.

168.

The western (Royal Lane) and northern (Marion Lane) ROWSs are currently used by vehicles
to access numerous sites fronting Gertrude Street, Palmer Street, Fitzroy Street, as well as
Nicholson Street. Marion Lane would be used for vehicle access for the 17 on-site car spaces.

Whilst a pedestrian entrance is located within the western wall providing access to the art
gallery along Royal Lane, this entrance is located away from the vehicle entrance found along
Marion Lane. As this entrance is located at a distance from Gertrude Street and cannot be
readily viewed from this area, as discussed earlier, in order to ensure pedestrian safety a
condition will require external lighting to be provided along the western facade at ground floor
and more glazing and less hit-and-miss brick treatment at ground level.
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169.

170.

171.

172.

173.

All proposed works, including doors and windows would be located wholly within the title
boundaries of the subject site. Council’s Traffic Engineering Unit is supportive of this as this
would ensure the ROWSs are not obstructed by built form. Furthermore, the art gallery entrance
along Royal Lane is recessed 1.8m and opens inwards within the title boundaries of the subject
site. This allows for pedestrians to move out of the laneway, minimising any conflict with on-
coming traffic.

Given that the car parking access to the site would be provided from Marion Lane and the
principal pedestrian entrance is provided via Gertrude Street for the remainder of the uses on-
site, and subject to the conditions discussed, the proposal is consistent with Clause 22.07-3
which states pedestrian entries be separate from vehicle entries.

A number of west and north-facing windows and terraces face the ROWSs, thereby providing a
level of passive surveillance through activity at these frontages. The terraces wrapping around
edges of Gertrude Street and Royal Lane, including the window openings would aid in the
passive surveillance of the laneway. Potential overlooking to the habitable room windows and
SPOS associated with the dwelling to the west will be discussed later within this report.
Overlooking to the north, across Marion Lane is limited to the Quest serviced apartments which
iS not a sensitive use.

A designated internal bin storage room for waste is provided at both basement levels and
ground level, ensuring that no refuse will be stored in the ROW.

Subject to condition, the ROWSs would continue to meet emergency services access
requirements and will not obstruct existing access to other properties in the laneway. The
objectives of Clause 22.07 will be met.

Light and Shade

174.

175.

176.

Shadow diagrams provided by Snohetta Architects indicate that a limited section of the
northern footpath of Gertrude Street would result in new shadowing between 9am to 11am and
1pm to 3pm, with shadows at 12noon falling on existing shadows on the September equinox.
Royal Lane is already in shadow during the morning hours as a result of the existing building
on-site. The subject site is within a location where a degree of overshadowing is inevitable due
to the mixed built form character which has been established in this area. Irrespective of this,
it is considered that the shadowing from the development would not affect the usability of the
public realm, being limited in scale and duration on the Gertrude Street interface.

The design principles outlined under DDO31 recommends that proposed buildings avoid
increased overshadowing of street and public space on the opposite side of Gertrude Street
between 10am and 2pm at the equinox (22 September). Given the wide depth of Gertrude
Street, the additional shadows would not reach the southern footpath of Gertrude Street.
Therefore, whilst the pedestrians using the northern footpath along Gertrude Street would be
in shadow, the southern footpath would not be in shadow. Council’s Strategic Planning Unit is
supportive of the extent of shadows on the public realm as it meets the requirements identified
in the framework. Whilst the proposal does overshadow the SPOS of the dwellings associated
with Royal Terrace between 9am and 10am at the equinox, Council’s Strategic Planning Unit
deemed this acceptable as this is outside the specified time frame (10am to 2pm) on the
equinox.

The subject site is located in a commercial precinct and some degree of overshadowing is
inevitable due to the hard-edge built form character which has been established. To achieve
zero additional shadow impacts to Gertrude Street would require a significantly smaller
development at the subject site, contrary to the overall strategic direction of the Scheme for
the subject site. In light of this, it is considered that the additional shadowing cast to the
northern footpath of Gertrude Street would not unreasonably impact the use of this public
space.
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On and off-site amenity impacts

On-Site Amenity

177. The development is considered to achieve a good level of internal amenity through the

178.

179.

180.

following:

(@) provision of a suite of ESD features which include natural ventilation to all floors,
excellent daylight access to all office spaces and dwelling provided from the northern
and western aspects;

(b) all floors between Levels 1 to 4 provided with terraces and planter-boxes along
respective perimeters; and

(c) bicycle parking for both employees and visitors and end of trip facilities for employees.

With regards to the wider ESD features of the development; the following have been identified
as part of the applicant's SMP (prepared by Ark Resources, dated 30 October 2020):

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

(9)

Minimum 10% improvement on NCC 2019 Section J reference building;

Minimum 6 — 7 Star NatHERS rating for the dwelling;

13kWp rooftop PV system;

Electric Vehicle (EV) charging infrastructure for 2 cars;

26 bicycle parking spaces, with 2 being eBikes;

STORM rating of a 130% as a result of the proposed 20,000Ltr rainwater tank used for
sanitary purposes; and

Water-efficient fixtures.

To further increase the development’s energy efficiency, Council’s ESD Advisor recommended
a number of modifications and additions to the design as well as the Sustainability
Management Plan (SMP). These include the following:

(a)
(b)
(©)
(d)
()
(f)

(9)
(h)
(i)

()

(k)

(

(m)
(n)
(0)
(P)

(@)

Provide daylight assessment (hand drawn or modelled) to articulate access;

Provide JV3 modelling to support claim above NCC;

Provide thermal performance details within JV3 modelling;

Provide GHG reduction details within JV3 modelling;

Clarify system and consider using a heat pump to further reduce energy consumption;
Provide peak demand details within JV3 modelling;

Confirm use of HVAC and 3 pipe VRF;

Confirm ventilation strategy for the two basement car park levels;

Confirm reduction in IPD against NCC,;

Confirm water metering for individual tenancies;

Confirm the use of materials that contain post-consumer recycled content (i.e.
insulation), or procure recycled materials (i.e. bricks);

Confirm extent of sustainable timber strategy (by weight or cost);

Confirm extent of PVC strategy (by weight or cost);

Include car share availability within (requested) Green Travel Plan;

Identify location of EV charge points on plans (A100 / A101);

Provide a Green Travel Plan (GTP) with performance targets and monitoring and
reporting components included,;

Provision of external shading along the north to further increase the thermal performance
of the building.

These improvements and updates can be included as conditions for an updated SMP. Further,
a condition can be added to condition 1 to ensure that all details associated with the endorsed
SMP be included on the development plans.
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181.

Whilst Council’'s ESD Officer has recommended the introduction of vegetation of ground level
and a green roof/wall, this will not be required by way of condition. Given the subject site is
located within a C1Z, with limited vegetation already existing along the northern side of
Gertrude Street, it is considered that based on the site context, the extent of proposed
vegetation associated with the overall development is adequate.

Off-site amenity

182.

183.

184.

185.

186.

Clause 15.01-2S of the Scheme aims to provide building design that minimises the detrimental
impact of development on neighbouring properties, the public realm and the natural
environment, with potential impacts relating to overshadowing of SPOS, loss of daylight to
windows, visual bulk and overlooking of sensitive areas. The relevant policy framework for
amenity considerations is contained within Clause 22.05 (Interface uses policy) of the Scheme.
In this instance the site abuts land within the C1Z, but with residentially zoned land across
laneways to the north and west and on the opposite side of Gertrude Street to the south.
Further, the site is located within a neighbourhood where commercial uses are encouraged.

Decision guidelines at Clause 22.05-6 specify that Council should consider (as appropriate);
The extent to which the proposed buildings or uses may cause overlooking, overshadowing,
noise, fumes and air emissions, light spillage, waste management and other operational
disturbances that may cause unreasonable detriment to the residential amenity of nearby
residential properties.

The subject site sits in close proximity to residential buildings within residential zones, the
closest of which are the three storey terraces known as ‘Royal Terrace’ to the west across
Royal Lane. Though these dwellings front Nicholson Street they do have rear additions fronting
the subject site. SPOS is located between the terrace buildings and single storey outbuildings.

Clause 22.05-4.1 of the Scheme recommends that non-residential development is to be
designed to (relevantly):

(@) Minimise the potential for unreasonable overlooking of private open space areas and into
habitable room windows of adjoining residential properties, through the use of
appropriate siting, setbacks, articulation and possibly screens.

(b) The location, length and height of any wall built to a boundary not adversely impact on
the amenity of any adjoining residential properties in terms of unreasonable
overshadowing of private open space, visual bulk or loss of day light to habitable room
windows.

(c) Where private open space and/or windows to adjoining residential properties are
unreasonably affected, appropriate setbacks from boundaries are to be provided to
address loss of daylight, overshadowing and visual bulk impacts.

(d) Provide for a high level of acoustic protection to adjoining residential properties

(e) Minimise the opportunity for light spill due to fixed or vehicular lights, outside the
perimeter of the site and on to habitable room windows of nearby residential properties.

Setbacks and visual bulk

The proposed development would be visible from the front windows of dwellings on the south
side of Gertrude Street and the rear yards of the three storey terraces fronting Nicholson,
however the proposed podium height of two storeys with two storeys above would not result
in an overwhelming or visually dominant building when viewed from these more sensitive
interfaces. The removal of the top level along with the introduction of an enhanced street wall
design via conditions combined with the existing quality of the materiality, modulation and
articulation of the design, reduce the overall scale of the building and allow it to sit comfortably
in this context. As discussed earlier in report, the 2-storey podium is appropriate in context and
would complement the double-storey residential dwellings across Gertrude Street.

Agenda Page 43



Planning Decisions Committee Agenda — 7 April 2021

187.

188.

189.

190.

191.

192.

193.

Daylight to habitable room windows

There are no habitable room windows (HRW) located within 3m of the subject site. Therefore,
there will be no unreasonable daylight and solar access impacts to north-facing HRW of the
residential dwellings to the south.

Overshadowing
Shadowing of footpaths were discussed earlier in the report (light and shade section).

The SPOS associated with the dwellings across Royal Terrace are impacted by additional
shadow between 9 and 10am, in particular the dwelling at 52 Nicholson Street. After 10am
there will be no additional impacts to these dwellings. The removal of the top level will ensure
that additional overshadowing of no.52 Nicholson Street is acceptable.

Whilst not considered as SPOS, the front gardens of the dwellings to Gertrude Street opposite
will also not be impacted as a result of the proposed development during the September
equinox.

Overlooking

Standard B22 of Clause 55.04-6 (ResCode) of the Scheme includes requirements for
managing overlooking, and requires that:

(@) A habitable room window, balcony, terrace, deck or patio should be located and designed
to avoid direct views into the secluded private open space of an existing dwelling within
a horizontal distance of 9 metres (measured at ground level) of the window, balcony,
terrace, deck or patio. Views should be measured within a 45 degree angle from the
plane of the window or perimeter of the balcony, terrace, deck or patio, and from a height
of 1.7 metres above floor level.

The closest POS within proximity to the subject site (and located within the NRZ1) is associated
with the dwellings located across Royal Terrace, (Nos. 50 to 58 Nicholson Street) while the
closest HRWs are associated with serviced apartments to the north. Subject to the removal of
the top level, which is the only residential component, it is considered that the buffer of the
laneways will protect both the dwellings fronting Nicholson Street and the serviced apartments
to the north from any unreasonable overlooking from the office use.

In the event that any residential component is re-introduced into the remaining footprint then
further screening would likely be required to the west and north unless sectional diagrams
could demonstrate there was no overlooking in accordance with the above standard.

Noise

Policy at Clause 22.05 of the Scheme seeks to ensure new commercial development is
adequately managed having regard to its proximity to residential uses. In this instance, the
proposed office, food and drink, shops and art gallery uses do not require a planning permit
and therefore restrictions cannot be included. Whilst the lack of planning permission required
for the office, retail, shops and art gallery use prevents Council controlling hours of operation
and employee numbers, a condition will be added ensuring that the development must comply
at all times with the State Environment Protection Policy — Control of Noise from Commerce,
Industry and Trade (SEPP N-1).
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194.

195.

196.

197.

198.

199.

General conditions would also be included in order to ensure the amenity of the area is not
unreasonably compromised due to the proposed uses. These would include restrictions on
noise, waste disposal, deliveries and emissions, including light spill. Subject to the above
conditions, the use of the land as office, retail (food and drink and shops) and art gallery can
be supported.

Wind

A Wind Assessment was not undertaken as part of the proposal. This is acceptable, as the
proposed height of the development is similar to that of other four-storey buildings (post
deletion of a level) found within the immediate area and the neighbouring buildings are
between double to three-storeys in height. Wind impacts are of more concern when a proposed
development is significantly higher than surrounding built form.

Nonetheless, the setbacks above the two-storey podium will provide a degree of articulation
which would combat wind impacts by removing sheer walls to all facades. Landscaping and
balustrades surrounding the terraces will also alleviate unreasonable wind impacts within these
space.

Equitable development

To ensure the ‘fair, orderly, economic and sustainable development of land’ in accordance with
the objective of the Act, matters of equitable development must be considered. The Scheme
aims to facilitate equitable development opportunities for neighbouring properties within the
context of the site's location and that of adjoining properties. In this instance the site has direct
abuttal with only one property; No. 11 Gertrude Street to the east. No 11 Gertrude Street like
the subject site is zoned C1Z and constructed flush to the subject site. The proposed
development has responded relatively appropriately to this abutting site by having three levels
of boundary wall and then setting in modestly at the upper residential level but ensuring primary
residential outlook is to the north and south. Nonetheless the upper level is recommended for
deletion which would further enhance this interface. In the even the abutting Individually
Significant site did redevelop it would be in the form of a modest rear addition which could
press against the subject proposal.

The remaining interfaces are all considered well resolved given the buffer provided by the
lanes and Gertrude Street. To the most sensitive interface to the west the proposal sets back
further at the upper levels which is considered an acceptable response.

As a result of the above, it is considered that the proposal does not unduly compromise or
prejudice the future development potential of adjoining properties.

Car parking, traffic and bicycle provision

Car parking

200.

Under the Clause 52.06-5 of Scheme, the development’s parking requirements are as follows:

Proposed Use Size Statutory Parking | No. of No. of Reduction
Rate Spaces Spaces | Required
Required | On-site
Food and drink 134sgm 3.5 spaces to each | 4 1 3
premises 100sgm of LFA
Shop (Combined) | 229sgqm 3.5 spacestoeach |8 3 5
100sgm of LFA

Agenda Page 45



Planning Decisions Committee Agenda — 7 April 2021

201.

202.

203.

204.

205.

Art gallery (Place | 45 patrons | 0.3 spaces to each | 13 1 12

of assembly) patron permitted

Office 1,655sgm | 3 spaces to each 49 10 39

(Combined) 100sgm of NFA

Dwelling 1x3 2 spaces per 2 2 0
bedroom dwelling

Total 76 17 59

Based on the table above, as only 17 car spaces are provided on-site, the development results
in a parking shortfall of 59 car parking spaces. Before a requirement for car parking is reduced,
the applicant must satisfy the Responsible Authority that the provision of car parking is justified
having regard to the assessment requirements of Clause 52.06-6.

Availability of Car Parking

The subject site is located within an area containing predominantly time-restricted car parking,
with periods ranging from ¥4 hour to 2 hours. A large proportion of kerb-side parallel parking is
restricted to 2 hours, extending along the northern and southern side of Gertrude Street
(directly abutting and across the subject site). There are also sections of ‘no-stopping’ in front
of the subject site and across to the south along Gertrude Street, with no parking spaces
provided.

There are currently two car parking spaces provided along the Gertrude Street frontage of the
site; these would not be impacted by the development as car parking on-site would be
accessed via Marion Lane to the rear. Instead, the crossovers in front of the site would be
made redundant as a result of providing vehicle access to the site from the side. Therefore, a
condition will require this redundant crossovers to be demolished and re-instated as standard
footpath and kerb and channel. This will allow for existing on-street car parking in front of the
subject site to increase from two to four.

Parking Demand for Office Use

The applicant provided a Traffic Report, dated 4 November 2020 and prepared by Ratio
Consulting, associated with office type developments is generally long-stay parking for
employees and short-term parking. In practice, since the area has good access to public
transport services, the parking demand generated by the office is expected to be lower than
the statutory parking rate of 3 spaces per 100sgm of leasable floor space.

The site itself will result in a rate of 0.6 spaces per 100sgm. Council’s Traffic Engineering Unit
highlighted that Council often approves small scale office developments with no on-site car
parking or large scale developments with minimal on-site car parking spaces. This is based
largely on the inner-city location of these offices and the proximity they have to public transport.
The proposed office (0.6 spaces per 100sgm) is comparable to similar office development
approved within the immediate area in Yarra and as such, the provision of 17 on-site parking
for the proposed office use is considered appropriate.

Parking Demand for Food and Drink Premises

The reduction of 3 spaces for the food and drink component of the proposal would be readily
accommodated off-site. Furthermore, given the location of the subject site; i.e. near an AC with
good access to public transport, combined with the area’s coverage of ¥4 hour to 2P restrictions
would provide regular turnover of parking throughout the day.

Parking Demand for Shops
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206.

207.

208.

2009.

210.

211.

Council’'s Engineers have indicated that typically shop uses would generate parking of 1 space
per 100 square metres of floor area and that for the proposal the demand would be two spaces.
The proposal provides three spaces for the shops with the remaining demand accommodated
on-street.

Parking Demand for Exhibition Centre

Council’s Engineers have indicated that car parking for this type of use is essentially short stay
for patrons and long-stay for staff so the one car space provided for this use would be allocated
to staff and any shortfall would be accommodated off-site in the surrounding road network or
any off-street car park.

Appropriateness of Providing Fewer Spaces than the Likely Parking Demand

The additional reduction in car parking being sought by the proposal is supported by the
following:

(@) Given the nature of the area, with a mix of use and central location with good access to
public transport. The short-term hour spaces are unlikely to be affected by the proposed
office use as they are not convenient for employees working during business hours. The
permit-restricted spaces would continue to protect car parking availability for existing,
permit-holding residents. Council’'s Engineering Services Unit confirmed that the
occupancy of on-street car parking within this area is very high, making it undesirable for
employees to arrive to work via vehicle. This would further encourage staff to commute
to the site by using alternative transportation modes;

(b) Tram services operating along Victoria Parade (250m to the south), and in the immediate
area of Nicholson Street and Gertrude Street. The site also has access to bus services
operating along Victoria Parade and a nearby train service at Parliament Station (550m
to the south);

(c) The site has good connectivity to the on-road bicycle network, with an acceptable amount
of bicycle parking spaces proposed;

(d) The site is within the Gertrude Street AC and 200m west of the Brunswick Street AC,
which consists of a number of retail, entertainment and commercial premises. Visitors to
the proposed site may combine their visit by engaging in other activities or business
whilst in the area; and

(e) The proposed development is considered to be in line with the objectives contained in
Council’'s Strategic Transport Statement. The site is ideally located with regard to
sustainable transport alternatives and the reduced provision of on-site car parking would
potentially discourage private motor vehicle ownership and use.

The reduction in the car parking requirement associated with the office, food and drink, shops
and art gallery uses are considered appropriate in the context of the development and the
surrounding area.

Car park access and layout

The proposed car parking layout and access shown proposed was assessed by Council’s
Traffic Engineering Unit, who confirmed that the width of the garage entrance (4.4m) and the
headroom clearances are satisfactory and met all relevant standards and guidelines. The
dimensions / details of the car spaces, accessible parking space, aisles, ceiling heights, car lift
and the vehicle turning movement diagrams were also found to be suitable. However,
conditions will require both column depths and setbacks and clearance to walls to be clearly
annotated on the proposed plans.

Furthermore, the queuing analysis was deemed acceptable as it found that at peak times only
one car would queue inside the property and another inside the lift which means there will be
no queuing in Marion Lane.
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212.

213.

214.

215.

216.

217.

218.

2109.

To demonstrate the appropriateness of the vehicle entry additional information is required via
condition in the form of 1:20 sectional diagrams.

Finally the waste collection diagrams demonstrate that a 6.34m long waste vehicle could
satisfactorily entre and exit off Marion Lane to the Traffic Engineer’s satisfaction.

Bicycle parking

The proposal generates a demand of 10 statutory spaces (6 employee and 4 visitor). Whilst
generally supportive of the overall proposed bicycle parking numbers and arrangements for
employees (on-site) and visitors (within three bicycle hoops along the Gertrude Street
footpath), based on the plans, Council’s Strategic Transport Unit recommended the following
condition:

(@) Notations indicating the dimensions of visitor bicycle spaces and relevant access ways
to demonstrate compliance with Australian Standard AS2890.3 or be otherwise to the
satisfaction of the responsible authority.

This will be required by way of condition.

In addition, four shower / change rooms (EOT facilities) are provided within Basement 1 which
exceeds Council’s best practice standards.

Council’s BESS guidelines encourage the use of fuel efficient and electric vehicles (EV). Based
on the plans, Council’'s Strategic Transport Unit have recommended that car parking areas
should be electrically wired to be ‘EV ready’ to allow for easy future provision for electric vehicle
charging. However, the SMP prepared by Ark Resources state that two car parking spaces on-
site will be provided with EV charging infrastructure. However this has not been identified on
the floor plans (only the eBike parking has been annotated). Therefore, a condition will require
the two EV charging pods to be annotated on the plans. This has also been required by
Council’'s ESD Officer.

Both Council’s ESD Officer and Strategic Transport Unit have recommended the provision of
a Green Travel Plan (GTP) with the following to be included:

(@) Performance targets and monitoring and reporting components;

(b) Description of the location in the context of alternative modes of transport;

(c) Employee welcome packs (e.g. provision of Myki/transport ticketing);

(d) Sustainable transport goals linked to measurable targets, performance indicators and
monitoring timeframes;

(e) Designated ‘manager’ or ‘champion’ responsible for co-ordination and implementation;

(H  Details of bicycle parking and bicycle routes

(g) Details of Green Travel funding and management responsibilities;

(h) Types of bicycle storage devices proposed to be used for employee and visitor spaces
(i.e. hanging or floor mounted spaces);

(i)  Security arrangements to access the employee bicycle storage spaces;

() Signage and wayfinding information for bicycle facilities and pedestrians pursuant to
Australian Standard AS2890.3; and

(k)  Provisions for the GTP to be updated not less than every five years.

As a result of the above recommendations will be required by way of condition.

Traffic
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220.

221.

Local planning policy at Clauses 18.02, 21.03, 21.06-3 and 21.07 encourages reduced rates
of car parking provision for development sites within close proximity to public transport routes
and activity centres.

By providing a lower rate of on-site car spaces, it will ensure that the development does not
generate any unreasonable increase in traffic levels for the surrounding road network.

The Traffic Report prepared by Ratio Consulting states that the adopted traffic generation for
the site is 0.5 trips per space during each peak hour period. Council’s Traffic Engineering Unit
have confirmed that the traffic generated from the proposed uses are not unduly high and
would not pose adverse impacts on the surrounding road network.

Waste management

Waste

222.

223.

The Waste Management Plan (WMP) prepared by Ratio Consultants and dated 30 October
2020 indicates that waste collection would be undertaken by a private contractor where mini
rear loaders shall access the area in front of the car lift on ground level from Marion Lane, with
the waste contractor responsible for transferring bins between the bin rooms and collection
vehicle through the car lift. To minimise conflict between pedestrians and other
incoming/outgoing motorists using Marion Lane, the collection is expected to only take no
longer than 5 minutes, with a maximum of two waste streams to be collected on a given day.
Furthermore, given the proposal has made arrangements for the 4-way waste stream, the
chute intakes and bin rooms would be provided with signs showing correct disposal of each
waste stream. Council’s City Works Unit have reviewed the WMP and confirmed that this WMP
is satisfactory, aside from the following outstanding items:

(@) Provide more detail on proposed Council collection process for residential apartment and
include relevant proof this operation can occur;

(b) If Council collection is approved, the apartment would receive the following allocation
based on current 3 bin kerbside service;
(i) 80 Litre garbage bin collected weekly;
(i) 240 Litre recycling bin collected fortnightly;
(i) 80 Litre glass bin collected fortnightly; and
(iv) 120 Litre food organics and green organics bin

As a result of the condition requiring the deletion of the topmost level, the dwelling use would
no longer be part of the proposed development. Therefore, the above recommendations will
not be included by way of condition. Rather, a condition will require the WMP to be amended
to reflect the new Condition 1 requirements, i.e. deletion of the topmost level.

Loading

224,

The Scheme does not provide any requirements for loading bays, rather Council must consider
loading and unloading as relevant to the application. A loading bay has not been provided as
part of the development. This is considered to be an acceptable outcome given that the
majority of the development is associated with an office use. Whilst there will be a food and
drink premises, shops and art gallery proposed at ground floor, this is not a largescale
operation and deliveries are likely to be from small vehicles which can utilise the on-street
parking.

Objector concerns

225.

The objector concerns are outlined and discussed below:
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(@)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

9

(h)

(i)

()

Design and overdevelopment (height, scale, bulk, site coverage and permeability);

Matters relating to height, scale and bulk are discussed at paragraphs 137 through to
148. Site coverage and permeability are discussed in paragraph 166.

Heritage impacts, including lack of integration with the World Environs Heritage Precinct;
Heritage has been discussed in paragraphs 126 to 142, 144 to 148 and 156 to 158.

Off-site amenity (visual bulk, overshadowing, overlooking);
Visual bulk is discussed in paragraph 182 to 199. Overshadowing and overlooking have
been discussed in paragraphs xx to xx and paragraphs xx to xx respectively.

Car parking, traffic impacts and pedestrian safety;

Car parking, traffic impacts and pedestrian safety have been discussed in paragraphs
200 to 224. Council’s Traffic Engineering Unit have deemed Marion Lane, the northern
ROW to have sufficient width and capacity to service vehicles associated with the new
building.

Issues during construction (noise, traffic, air quality);

This will be managed by via a conditional requirement for a Construction Management
Plan (CMP), to be approved by Council’'s Construction Management Unit.

Reduced property values;

VCAT has consistently found that property values are speculative and not a planning
consideration. Fluctuations in property prices are not a relevant consideration when
assessing an application under the provisions of the Planning & Environment Act (1987),
nor the Yarra Planning Scheme.

Setting a precedents for high development within the immediate area;

Each application Council receives is assessed independently on its merits using relevant
policy.

Impacts to local ecosystems;

The proposed development is located on a site which was previously used for
commercial purposes, with full site coverage. There are no existing trees proposed to be
removed, with the existing trees on the Gertrude Street footpath proposed to be
protected during construction. Therefore, there is no impact on the local ecosystem. As
discussed earlier in the report, the proposed development is recommended to be lowered
in height (by way of condition) in order to (amongst other things) reduce any off-site
amenity impacts to neighbouring lots. Any noise, traffic and pollution to occur during the
construction phase will be managed by the CMP.

Unacceptable use of the laneway for an art gallery; and

Use of Royal Lane to access the proposed art gallery has already been discussed in
paragraphs 151 to 152. Nonetheless, conditions have recommended the installation of
wall-mounted sensor lighting along the ground floor western fagade as well as increased
glazing in order to provide safety to pedestrians.

Lack of consultation relating to the Environment Protection and Biodiversity and
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act).
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As outlined in https://www.environment.gov.au/epbc/information-for/local-government,
the responsibility for referring an action lies with the person proposing to take the action.
Therefore, a local government is responsible for referring actions that the local
government proposes to take itself. It is not responsible for referring the actions of other
developers. Furthermore, the responsibility for referring an action to the Commonwealth
Environment Minister lies with the person proposing to take that action. A local
government is only obliged to refer an action that the local government itself proposes to
take. It is not responsible for referring the actions of other proponents. Therefore, the
responsibility lies with the applicant and not Council to refer this application as per the
EPBC Act.

Conclusion

226.

227.

Based on the above, the proposed development is considered to demonstrate compliance with
policy objectives contained within the Planning Policy Framework and Municipal Strategic
Statement. Notably, the proposal achieves the State Government’s urban consolidation
objectives, Council's preference to direct higher density commercial development in
commercial precincts and aligns with the State Policy. The proposed uses are also considered
to have strong strategic support and are considered acceptable, subject to conditions.

Therefore, the proposal, subject to the conditions recommended, is an acceptable planning
outcome that demonstrates compliance with the relevant Council policies.

RECOMMENDATION

That having considered all submissions and relevant planning policies, the Committee resolves to
advise the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal that had it been in the position to, it would have
issued a Notice of Decision to Grant Planning Permit PLN20/0566 for the full demolition, construction
of a multi-level building (plus two basement levels) and a reduction in the car parking requirements
with the use of the land for a food and drink premises, shops, art gallery and offices (no permit
required uses) at 1 - 9 Gertrude Street Fitzroy VIC 3065, subject to the following conditions:

1.

Before the development starts, amended plans to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority
must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. When approved, the plans
will be endorsed and will then form part of the permit. The plans must be drawn to scale with
dimensions and three copies must be provided. The plans must be generally in accordance
with the plans prepared by Snohetta Architects, dated 29.10.2020 (Rev B: A050), dated
07.10.2020 (Rev A: A051, A052, A053, A054), dated 29.10.2020 (Rev O: A100, A101, A102,
A103, A104, A105, A106, A110), dated 07.10.2020 (Rev K: A401, A402, A403, A404, Rev C:
A405, A451, A452, A453), dated 29.10.2020 (Rev L: A300, A301), dated 07.10.2020 (Rev A:
A320) and dated 14.08.2020 (Rev E: A002), but modified to show the following:

(@) Deletion of the topmost level,

(b) The podium height reduced to be no higher than No. 11 Gertrude Street (abutting
bluestone building to the east);

(c) Reduce the extent of glazing to the Gertrude Street facade at Level 1 by providing a semi-
transparent brick veil (similar to that of hit-and-miss treatment);

(d) Proposed hit-and-miss treatment (semi-transparent brick veil) along the western fagade
at ground level reduced by providing more glazing;

(e) Provision of wall-mounted sensor lighting and property identification to the art gallery,
along the western facade at ground level;

(f)  Existing vehicle crossover on Gertrude Street and Royal Lane shown on demolition
ground floor plan demonstrating that they will be removed and replaced with footpath,
kerb and channel;
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(g) Any proposed changes to on-street car-parking bays (including dimensions as per
Australian Standards);

(h) Bluestone pitcher along the Marion Lane laneway to be retained and or/reinstated to
match existing as required;

(i)  Annotate the location of the two EV charging pods for vehicles;

()  The column depths and setbacks to be dimensioned on basement plans;

(k) The clearance of car spaces adjacent to walls are to be dimensioned on basement plans;

() 1:20 cross-sectional vehicle access drawing showing the reduced level of the north and
south edge of Marion Lane, the centreline of Marion Lane and the finished floor level of
the internal slab;

(m) Design changes to implement recommendations of the Sustainable Management Plan
Condition No. 5 of this permit;

(n) Design changes to implement recommendations of the Acoustic Report Condition No. 9
of this permit; and

(o) Design changes to implement recommendations of the Landscape Plan Condition No.
11 of this permit.

The development as shown on the endorsed plans must not be altered (unless the Yarra
Planning Scheme specifies that a permit is not required) without the prior written consent of the
Responsible Authority.

Prior to the issue of a building permit, commencement of the development, or issue of a
Statement of Compliance (whichever occurs first) the Development Infrastructure Levy must
be paid to Yarra City Council in accordance with the approved Development Contributions
Plan, or the Owner must enter into an agreement with Yarra City Council to pay the amount of
the levy within a time specified in the agreement.

In conjunction with the submission of development plans under Condition 1, a Facade Strategy
and Materials and Finishes Plan to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority must be
submitted to and be approved by the Responsible Authority. When approved, the Fagade
Strategy and Materials and Finishes Plan will be endorsed and will then form part of this permit.
This must detail:

(a) elevation drawings at a scale of 1:20 illustrating typical podium details, entries and doors,
and utilities, including detailed design of all elevations; and
(b) asample board and coloured drawings outlining colours, materials and finishes.

Sustainable Management Plan

5.

Before the plans are endorsed, an amended Sustainable Management Plan to the satisfaction
of the Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority.
When approved, the Sustainable Management Plan will be endorsed and will form part of this
permit. The Sustainable Management Plan must be generally in accordance with the
Sustainable Management Plan prepared by Ark Resources and dated 30 October 2020, but
modified to include the following:

(a) All design changes required under Condition 1 of this permit;

(b)  Any changes required under Condition 16 (Green Travel Plan) of this permit;

(c) Provision of external shading along the northern fagade to further increase the thermal
performance of the building;

(d) Provide daylight assessment (hand drawn or modelled) to articulate access;

(e) Provide JV3 modelling to support claim above NCC,;

(f)  Provide thermal performance details within JV3 modelling;

(g) Provide GHG reduction details within JV3 modelling;

(h) Clarify system and consider using a heat pump to further reduce energy consumption;

(i)  Provide peak demand details within JV3 modelling;
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()  Confirm use of HYAC and 3 pipe VRF;

(k) Confirm ventilation strategy for the two basement car park levels;

() Confirm reduction in IPD against NCC;

(m) Confirm water metering for individual tenancies;

(n)  Confirm the use of materials that contain post-consumer recycled content (i.e. insulation),
or procure recycled materials (i.e. bricks);

(o) Confirm extent of sustainable timber strategy (by weight or cost);

(p) Confirm extent of PVC strategy (by weight or cost);

(9) Include car share availability within (requested) Green Travel Plan; and

(N Identify location of EV charge points on plans (A100 / A101).

The provisions, recommendation and requirements of the plans and endorsed Sustainable
Development Assessment must be implemented and complied with to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority.

Waste Management Plan

7.

Before the development commences, an amended Waste Management Plan to the satisfaction
of the Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority.
When approved, the amended Waste Management Plan will be endorsed and will form part of
this permit. The amended Waste Management Plan must be generally in accordance with the
Waste Management Plan prepared by Ratio Consultants and dated 30 October 2020, but
modified to include:

(@) All design changes required under Condition 1 of this permit;
The provisions, recommendations and requirements of the endorsed Waste Management Plan

must be implemented and complied with at all times to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority.

Acoustic Report

9.

10.

Before the development commences, an amended Acoustic Report to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. When
approved, the amended Acoustic Report will be endorsed and will form part of this permit. The
amended Acoustic Report must be generally in accordance with the Acoustic Report prepared
by Acoustic Logic and dated 29 October 2020, but modified to include;

(a) All design changes required under Condition 1 of this permit;

(b)  An updated report include SEPP N-1 limits. If it is still not possible to obtain typical
background noise levels, then Zoning Levels can be used as the noise limits;

(c) A statement added to the report requiring the mechanical plant (including carpark gate,
car lift and substation), once designed, be reviewed by a suitably qualified acoustic
consultant to ensure SEPP N-1 compliance; and

(d) The limits on garbage collection hours be written as an absolute requirement (i.e. remove
the word “generally”), with the hours reflecting the EPA 1254 Guidelines; 7 am to 8 pm
Monday to Saturday and 9 am to 8 pm Sundays and public holidays, if there are two or
more collections per week.

The provisions, recommendations and requirements of the endorsed Acoustic Report must be
implemented and complied with to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Landscape Plan

11.

Before the development commences, an amended Landscape Plan to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. When
approved, the amended Landscape Plan will be endorsed and will form part of this permit.
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12.

The amended Landscape Plan must be generally in accordance with the Landscape Plan
prepared by Snohetta Architects and dated 29 September 2020, but modified to include (or
show):

(@ All design changes required under Condition 1 of this permit;

(b) Planting beds to be 450mm deep and not 300mm (to allow greater success for the
proposed planters);

(c) Any mulch used on the higher levels to consist of a wind-proof material;

(d) A detailed planting plan including a plant scheduled that includes botanical and common
names, size at maturity (height and width), pot size and number of trees. Trees and plants
should be shown at mature size on the plan;

(e) None of the plants specified are listed on the DELWP advisory list of weeds; and

(f)  Information around ongoing maintenance procedures;

Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the Responsible
Authority, the landscaping works shown on the endorsed Landscape Plan must be carried out
and completed to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. The landscaping shown on the
endorsed Landscape Plan must be maintained by:

(@) implementing and complying with the provisions, recommendations and requirements of
the endorsed Landscape Plan;

(b) not using the areas set aside on the endorsed Landscape Plan for landscaping for any
other purpose; and

(c) replacing any dead, diseased, dying or damaged plants,

to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Tree Management Plan

13.

14.

Before the development commences, a Tree Management Plan to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority must be prepared by a suitably qualified Arborist and must be submitted
to and approved by the Responsible Authority. When approved the Tree Management Plan
will be endorsed and will form part of this permit. The Tree Management Plan must make
recommendations for the protection and preservation of the trees on the Gertrude Street
footpath in accordance with AS4970, as well as a robust TPZ fencing with appropriate signage,
including:

(a) pre-construction;

(b)  during construction; and

(c) post construction;

(d) the provision of any barriers;

(e) any pruning necessary; and

()  watering and maintenance regimes,

to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Before the development commences, or by such later date as approved in writing by the
Responsible Authority, the permit holder must provide a bond to the Responsible Authority for
the existing trees on the Gertrude Street footpath, in proximity of the site. The bond:

(@) isto be to the total value of the $15,000 for all trees;

(b) must be provided in a manner, and on terms, to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority;

(c) may be held by the Responsible Authority until the buildings and works are completed to
the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority; and

(d) may be applied by the Responsible Authority to allow for a large replacement planting(s)
and costs associated with establishment and maintenance.
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15.

Once the buildings and works are completed to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority,
any portion of the bond which has not been applied by the Responsible Authority will be
refunded to the permit holder.

The provisions, recommendations and requirements of the endorsed Tree Management Plan
must be complied with and implemented to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Green Travel Plan

16. Before the development commences, a Green Travel Plan to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. When
approved, the Green Travel plan will be endorsed and will form part of this permit. The Green
Travel Plan must include, but not be limited to, the following:

(@) All design changes required under Condition 1 of this permit;

(b) Performance targets and monitoring and reporting components;

(c) Description of the location in the context of alternative modes of transport;

(d) Employee welcome packs (e.g. provision of Myki/transport ticketing);

(e) Sustainable transport goals linked to measurable targets, performance indicators and
monitoring timeframes;

(f)  Designated ‘manager’ or ‘champion’ responsible for co-ordination and implementation;

(g) Details of bicycle parking and bicycle routes

(h) Details of Green Travel funding and management responsibilities;

(i)  Types of bicycle storage devices proposed to be used for employee and visitor spaces
(i.e. hanging or floor mounted spaces);

()  Security arrangements to access the employee bicycle storage spaces;

(k) Signage and wayfinding information for bicycle facilities and pedestrians pursuant to
Australian Standard AS2890.3; and

(D Provisions for the GTP to be updated not less than every five years.

17. The provisions, recommendations and requirements of the endorsed Green Travel Plan must
be implemented and complied with to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

General

18. The use and development must comply at all times with the State Environment Protection
Policy — Control of Noise from Commerce, Industry and Trade (SEPP N-1).

19. Before the development is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the
Responsible Authority, all new on-boundary walls must be cleaned and finished to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

20. Before the building is occupied, any wall located on a boundary facing public property must be
treated with a graffiti proof finish to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

21. All buildings and works must be maintained in good order and appearance to the satisfaction
of the Responsible Authority.

22. Before the development is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the

Responsible Authority, all screening and other measures to prevent overlooking as shown on
the endorsed plans must be installed to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. Once
installed the screening and other measures must be maintained to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority.
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23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the Responsible
Authority, all external lighting capable of illuminating access to the pedestrian entries and car
parking area must be provided. Lighting must be:

(@) located;

(b) directed,;

(c) shielded; and

(d) of limited intensity.

to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

The area set aside for the parking of vehicles, together with the associated access lanes as
delineated on the endorsed plan must:

(@) be designed, provided and completed to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority;

(b) thereafter be maintained to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority;

(c) be made available for such use at all times and not used for any other purpose;

(d) be properly formed to such levels that it can be used in accordance with the endorsed
plan; and

(e) be drained and sealed with an all-weather seal coat;

all to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the Responsible
Authority, the car lift must be installed in accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications by
a suitably qualified person. The car lift must be maintained thereafter to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority.

Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the Responsible
Authority, the redundant vehicular crossings on Gertrude Street and Royal Lane must be
demolished and re-instated as standard footpath and kerb and channel:

(a) atthe permit holder's cost; and
(b) to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority

Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the Responsible
Authority, the footpath along the property’s Gertrude Street frontage must be stripped and re-
sheeted with a cross-fall of 1:40 or unless otherwise specified by Council;

(a) atthe permit holder’s cost; and
(b) to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the Responsible
Authority, the half width road pavement of Gertrude Street (in between the south kerb to the
centre of the road) must be profiled (grinded). Any isolated areas of pavement failure must be
reinstated with full-depth asphalt. All road markings are to be reinstated following the
completion of the re-sheet works;

(a) atthe permit holder’s cost; and
(b) to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Prior to the completion of the development, subject to the relevant authority’s consent, the
relocation of any service poles, street line markings, car parking sensors, service structures,
fire hydrants or service pits necessary to facilitate the development must be undertaken:

(a) atthe permit holder's cost; and
(b) to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.
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30.

31.

32.

33.

Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the Responsible
Authority, any damage to Council infrastructure resulting from the development must be
reinstated (including the full re-sheeting of the footpath at the front of the property if required
by Council):

(a) atthe permit holder's cost; and
(b) to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the Responsible
Authority, bike racks must be installed:

(a) atthe permit holder’s cost; and
(b) in alocation and manner,

to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Delivery and collection of goods to and from the land may only occur between 7am and 10pm
Monday to Saturday, or after 9am on a Sunday or public holiday except for those allowed under
any relevant local law.

The amenity of the area must not be detrimentally affected by the development, including
through:

(a) the transport of materials, goods or commodities to or from land;

(b) the appearance of any buildings, works or materials;

(c) the emission of noise, artificial light, vibration, smell, fumes, smoke, vapour, steam, soot,
ash, dust, waste water, waste products, grit or oil, or

(d) the presence of vermin.

to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Construction Management Plan

34.

Before the development commences, a Construction Management Plan to the satisfaction of
the Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority.
When approved, the plan will be endorsed and will form part of this permit. The plan must
provide for:

(a) a pre-conditions survey (dilapidation report) of the land and all adjacent Council roads
frontages and nearby road infrastructure;
(b)  works necessary to protect road and other infrastructure;
(c) remediation of any damage to road and other infrastructure;
(d) containment of dust, dirt and mud within the land and method and frequency of clean up
procedures to prevent the accumulation of dust, dirt and mud outside the land,
(e) facilities for vehicle washing, which must be located on the land;
(f)  the location of loading zones, site sheds, materials, cranes and crane/hoisting zones,
gantries and any other construction related items or equipment to be located in any street;
(g) site security;
(h)  management of any environmental hazards including, but not limited to:
(i)  contaminated soill;
(i)  materials and waste;
(i)  dust;
(iv) stormwater contamination from run-off and wash-waters;
(v) sediment from the land on roads;
(vi) washing of concrete trucks and other vehicles and machinery; and
(vii) spillage from refuelling cranes and other vehicles and machinery;
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35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

(i)  the construction program;

()  preferred arrangements for trucks delivering to the land, including delivery and unloading
points and expected duration and frequency;

(k) parking facilities for construction workers;

()  measures to ensure that all work on the land will be carried out in accordance with the
Construction Management Plan;

(m) an outline of requests to occupy public footpaths or roads, or anticipated disruptions to
local services;

(n) an emergency contact that is available for 24 hours per day for residents and the
Responsible Authority in the event of relevant queries or problems experienced;

(o) the provision of a traffic management plan to comply with provisions of AS 1742.3-2002
Manual of uniform traffic control devices - Part 3: Traffic control devices for works on
roads;

If required, the Construction Management Plan may be approved in stages. Construction
of each stage must not commence until a Construction Management Plan has been
endorsed for that stage, to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

During the construction:

(a) any stormwater discharged into the stormwater drainage system must be in compliance
with Environment Protection Authority guidelines;

(b) stormwater drainage system protection measures must be installed as required to ensure
that no solid waste, sediment, sand, soil, clay or stones from the land enters the
stormwater drainage system;

(c) vehicle borne material must not accumulate on the roads abutting the land;

(d) the cleaning of machinery and equipment must take place on the land and not on
adjacent footpaths or roads; and

(e) all litter (including items such as cement bags, food packaging and plastic strapping)
must be disposed of responsibly.

The provisions, recommendations and requirements of the endorsed Construction
Management Plan must be implemented and complied with to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority.

The development, once commenced, must be completed to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority.

Except with the prior written consent of the Responsible Authority, demolition or construction
works must not be carried out:

(@) Monday-Friday (excluding public holidays) before 7 am or after 6 pm;

(b) Saturdays and public holidays (other than ANZAC Day, Christmas Day and Good Friday)
before 9 am or after 3 pm;

(c) Sundays, ANZAC Day, Christmas Day and Good Friday at any time.

This permit will expire if:

(a) the development is not commenced within two years of the date of this permit;
(b) the development is not completed within four years of the date of this permit.

The Responsible Authority may extend the periods referred to if a request is made in writing
before the permit expires or within six months afterwards for commencement or within twelve
months afterwards for completion.
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Notes:

A building permit may be required before development is commenced. Please contact Council’s
Building Services on 9205 5555 to confirm.

This site is subject to a Heritage Overlay. A planning permit may be required for any external works.
Prior to the issue of a building permit for the development allowed by this permit, the Community
Infrastructure Levy must be paid to Yarra City Council in accordance with the approved Development

Contributions Plan.

Provision must be made for drainage of the site to a legal point of discharge. Please contact Council’s
Building Services on 9205 5555 for further information.

Areas must be provided inside the property line and adjacent to the footpath to accommodate pits
and meters. No private pits, valves or meters on Council property will be accepted.

Any services poles, structures or pits that interfere with the proposal must be adjusted, removed or
relocated at the Permit Holder's expense after seeking approval from the relevant authority.

The removal of any kerbside parking sensors and any reinstatement of parking sensors will require
the Permit Holder to pay Council the cost of each parking sensor taken out from the
kerb/footpath/roadway. Any costs associated with the reinstatement of road infrastructure due to the
removal of the parking sensors must also be borne by the Permit Holder.

No pipes, ducting or protrusions from the ceiling or walls are to be installed above or within the space
clearance envelopes for the car stacker devices.

All future employees working within the development approved under this permit will not be permitted
to obtain employee car parking permits.

A local law permit (e.g. Asset Protection Permit, Road Occupation Permit) may be required before
development is commenced. Please contact Council’s Construction Management Branch on Ph.
9205 5585 to confirm.

The applicant must liaise with Council’s open space unit for the protection of the street trees in the
vicinity of the site.

Attachments
1 PLNZ20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Traffic Engineering Referral Comments

2 PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Urban Design Referral Comments

3 PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Open Space Referral Comments

4  PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Waste Management Referral Comments
5 PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council ESD Referral Comments

6  PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Strategic Planning Unit Comments

7  PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Heritage Referral Comments
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10

11

PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Decision Plans
PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Strategic Transport Comments
PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude Street Fitzroy - External Acoustic Referral Comments

PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude Street Fitzroy - Council Arborist Referral Comments
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Attachment 1 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Traffic Engineering Referral
Comments

“YaRRA MEMO

To: Nish Goonetilleke
From: Artemis Bacani
Date: 23 December 2020
Subject: Application No: PLN20/0566
Description: Five-Storey Mixed Use Development

Site Address: 1-9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy

| refer to the above Planning Application received on 20 November 2020 in relation to the proposed
development at 1-9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy. Council’s Civil Engineering unit provides the following
information:

Drawings and Documents Reviewed

Drawing No. or Document Revision Dated
Ratio Consultants Traffic report Rep01F04 4 November 2020
Snohetta A100 Basement 2 Plan 2 29 October 2020
A101 Basement 1 Plan 2 29 October 2020
A102  Ground Floor Plan 2 29 October 2020
A300 Section 1 2 29 October 2020
A403  North Elevation T October 2020

CAR PARKING PROVISION

Proposed Development

Under the provisions of Clause 52.06-5 of the Yarra Planning Scheme, the development's parking
requirements are as follows:

Quantity/
Proposed Use Size Statutory Parking Rate® Noﬁ:;fi'::ges NOAIT;;'::EES
Shops 229 m? 35 spaces per 100 m? of leasable 8 3
(4 Tenancies) floor area
Food and Drink Premises 134 m? 3.5 spaces per 100 m? of leasable 4 1
(Café) floor area
Place of Assembly 45 Patrons 0.3 spaces to each patron 13 1
(Gallery) permitted
Office 1654 m? 3 spaces to each 100 m? of net 49 10
floor area
‘ Three-bedroom dwelling 1 2 spaces to each dwelling 2 2
‘ Total 76 Spaces 17 Spaces
C:\Users\GoonetiN\AppData\LocaliMicrosoftiWindows'INetCache\Content. Outlook\ TE04SRPUVGEDE (1-9 Gertrude St).docx
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Attachment 1 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Traffic Engineering Referral
Comments

* Since the site is located within the Principal Public Transport Network Area, the parking rates in Column B
of Clause 52 .06-5 now apply.

A reduction of 59 car spaces (consisting of 5 spaces for the shops, 3 spaces for the café use, 12
spaces for the gallery, and 39 office spaces) in the car parking requirements is sought by the
applicant.

To reduce the number of car parking spaces required under Clause 52.06-5 (including to reduce to
zero spaces), the application for the car parking reduction must be accompanied by a Car Parking
Demand Assessment.

Car Parking Demand Assessment
In reducing the number of parking spaces required for the proposed development, the Car Parking
Demand Assessment would assess the following:

- Parking Demand for Shop Use.
Typically, shop uses would generate a staff parking demand of 1.0 space per 100 square
metres of floor area. For this site, the retail staff parking demand would be say, two spaces.
Any shortfall with the car parking for the shops would accommodated on-street.

- Parking Demand for the Food and Drink Premises.
Using the statutory parking rate, the food and drink premises would generate a parking
demand of 4 spaces. Patrons to the food and drink premises would be drawn from employees
of the office use, as well as residences and local businesses in the surrounding area.

- Parking Demand for the Place of Assembly.
Car parking associated with a place of assembly is essentially short-stay parking for patrons
and long-stay parking for staff. The one car space provided for this use would be allocated for
staff. The shortfall of parking associated with this site would be accommodated off-site (in the
surrounding road network or any off-street car park).

In Fitzroy/Collingwood, a humber of developments have been approved with reduced or no on-
site parking, as shown in the following table:

Development Site ‘ Approved Place of Assembly Parking Rate

Fitzroy

395-397 Gore Street No on-site spaces, 60 patrons
PLN16/0281 issued 10 October 2017

Collingwood

52 Budd Street No on-site spaces, 100 patrons

PLN16/1122 issued 30 May 2017

32-36 Smith Street 4 on-site spaces, 40 patrons
PLN17/0558 issued 11 October 2017

Patrons to the site would be fully aware with the lack of on-street parking in the surrounding
area. The site’s proximity to public transport services would encourage some patrons to
commute to and from the site by sustainable transportation modes such as catching public
transport, riding a bicycle or walking.

C\Users\GoonetiN\AppData\Local\MicrosoftiWindows\INetCache\Content Qutlook\TE04 SRPUNVGE0E (1-9 Gertrude St).docx
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Attachment 1 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Traffic Engineering Referral
Comments

Parking Demand for Office Use.
The proposed office tenants would be provided with a total of 10 on-site parking spaces, which
equates to a parking rate of 0.60 spaces per 100 square metres of floor area.

Throughout the municipality, a number of developments have been approved with reduced
office rates, as shown in the following table:

Development Site ‘ Approved Office Parking Rate

60-88 Cremorne Street, Cremome 0.72 spaces per 100 m?
PLN17/0626 issued 21 June 2018 (200 on-site spaces; 27,653 m?)
2-16 Northumberland Street, Collingwood 0.89 spaces per 100 m?
PLN16/0435 issued 14 June 2017 (135 on-site spaces; 15,300 m?)
51 Langridge Street 054 spaces per 100 m?
PLN17/0332 (Amended) issued 18 May 2018 (18 on-site space; 3,335 m2)

The proposed office parking rate of 0.60 is considered adequate given the site’s proximity to
public transport nodes, shops, and the Melbourne CBD.

Availability of Public Transport in the Locality of the Land.
The following public transport services can be accessed on foot:

Nicholson Street tram services — 120 metre walk
Gertrude Street tram services — 170 metre walk
Brunswick Street tram services — 190 metre walk
Victoria Parade bus services — 265 metre walk
Victoria Parade tram services — 310 metre walk

Multi-Purpose Trips within the Area.
Visitors and customers might combine their visit to the site by engaging in other activities or
business whilst in the area.

Appropriateness of Providing Fewer Spaces than the Likely Parking Demand
Clause 52.06 lists a number of considerations for deciding whether the required number of spaces
should be reduced. For the subject site, the following considerations are as follows:

Availability of Car Parking.
Due to the COVID-19 restrictions, car parking occupancy surveys would not provide an
accurate representation of car parking demands in the surrounding area.

The on-street parking in this part of Fitzroy is generally high during business hours and in the
evenings. The area surrounding the subject site is blanketed in time based parking restrictions
which ensure that parking turns over frequently. Visitors and customers to the site during
business hours should consider commuting by sustainable transportation modes such as
catching public transport, riding a bicycle, or walking - measures that are in line with Council's
position on promoting sustainable and active transport.

Relevant Local Policy or Incorporated Document.

The proposed development is considered to be in line with the objectives contained in
Council's Strategic Transport Statement. The site is ideally located with regard to sustainable
transport alternatives and the reduced provision of on-site car parking would potentially
discourage private motor vehicle ownership and use.
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Adequacy of Car Parking

From a traffic engineering perspective, the reduction of parking associated with the development is
considered appropriate in the context of the development and the surrounding area. Visitors and
customers would be fully aware of the high parking demand in Fitzroy and instead commute to the
site by utilising sustainable transportation modes.

The Civil Engineering unit has no objection to the reduction in the car parking requirement for this
site.

TRAFFIC GENERATION
Trip Generation
The traffic generation for the site adopted by Ratio Consultants is as follows:

Peak Hour
Proposed Use Adopted Traffic Generation Rate
AM ]
Residential 0.5 trips per space during each peak hour period 1 1
(2 spaces)
Commercial 0.5 trips per space during each peak hour period 8 8
(15 spaces)
‘ Total 9 9

Directional Split
Ratio have adopted the following directional split for the following use:

»  AM Peak — 20% outbound (2 trip), 80% inbound (7 trips); and
» PM Peak —80% outbound (7 trips), 20% inbound (2 trip)

The traffic volumes generated by the site are not unduly high and should not have a detrimental
impact on the traffic operation of the surrounding road network.

DEVELOPMENT LAYOUT DESIGN
Layout Design Assessment

Item ‘ Assessment

Access Arrangements

Development Entrance — The vehicle entry on the Marion Lane frontage is 4 40 metres in width to

Marion Lane allow a one-way traffic flow and satisfies AS/NZS 2890.1:2004.

Headroom Clearance A minimum headroom clearance of 2.86 metres has been provided at
the vehicle entrance to satisfy the AS/NZS 2890.1:2004.

Car Parking Modules

Car Spaces The dimensions of the car spaces measure 2.4 metres by 5 4 metres to
satisfy AS/NZS 2890.1:2004.

Accessible Parking Space The 2 4 metre by 5.4 metre accessible car space adjacent shared area
satisfy AS2890.6:2009.
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Layout Design Assessment

Item | Assessment

Car Parking Modules

Aisles An aisle width of 6.0 metres is provided inside the basement car park
levels to satisfy Design standard 2 — Car parking spaces.

Floor to Ceiling Height A minimum floor to ceiling height of 2.65 metres is provided on all levels
of the basement car park to satisfy AS/NZS 2890.1:2004 and
AS2890.6:2009. The Civil Engineering unit is satisfied with the
proposed height inside the basement car park.

Column Depths and Setbacks The column depths and setbacks have not been dimensioned on the
drawings.

Clearances to Walls The clearance of car spaces adjacent to a wall have not been
dimensioned on the drawings.

Vehicle Turning Movements — The swept path diagrams for a B85 design vehicle demonstrating

Car Spaces access into and out of the car spaces are considered adequate.

Other

Car Lift The data sheet for the car lift indicates that it has an internal dimension
of 2.6 metres by 5.6 metres which is adequate to accommodate a B99
vehicle size.

Queuing Analysis The AM peak hour would be the critical time for the operation of the car
park gate.

According to the traffic report the proposed car lift would be capable of
servicing 33 vehicles per peak hour, based on a fotal service time of
108 seconds. By conservatively assuming 7 vehicles per peak hour
wishing to access the development, the utilisation ratio for the car lift
(usage/capacity) would be 0.21 (7 vehicle trips per hour/33 vehicles per
hour).

To determine the storage queue of the car lift, guidance is sought from
the Australian/New Zealand Standard AS/INZS 2890 1:2004. The
mechanical device such as this car lift should have sufficient vehicle
storage to accommodate the 98t percentile queue (the queue that will
be exceeded on 2% of occasions). By knowing the utilisation ratio of the
car lift (in this case, 0.21), the 98t percentile queue length can be
calculated.

Queue Length, N = (Log.Pr(n=N)/ Log, p) — 1
Pr(n>N) = p"+1
where p = r/ s (utilisation factor)
p = average arrival rate / average service rate
=1133
=021

N=(Log.002/ Log,0.21) -1
=1.5 car lengths, say 2 cars

The 98t percentile queue length for the car lift per peak hour would be
two car lengths. This would result with 1 car inside the liftand 1 car
waiting inside the property. There will be no queuing along Marion
Lane.
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Layout Design Assessment

Item

Other

Assessment

Proposed Vehicle Access —
Via Marion Lane

To demonstrate the provision of the 40 mm lip from the edge of Marion
Lane to the finished floor level of the front edge of the slab at ground
level, the applicant must prepare a 1 in 20 scale cross-sectional
drawing showing the reduced level of the north and south edge of
Marion Lane, the centreline of Marion Lane, and the finished floor level
of the internal slab. (Please see under ‘Design ltems to be Addressed
section).

Vehicle Turning Movements —
Basement Levels

The vehicle circulation movements within the basement car park levels
for a B85 design vehicle and an on-coming B85 design vehicle are
considered satisfactory.

Waste Collection Vehicle —
Turning Movements

The swept path diagrams for a 6.34 metre long Mini-Rear Loader
Waste vehicle satisfactorly demonstrates enfry and exit manoeuvres off
Marion Lane.

Design Items to be Addressed

Item

Column Depths and Setbacks

Details

The column depths and setbacks are to be dimensioned on the
drawings.

Clearances fo Walls

The clearance of car spaces adjacent to wall are to be dimensioned on
the drawings.

Proposed Vehicle Access —
Via Marion Lane

To demonstrate the provision of the 40 mm lip from the edge of Marion
Lane to the finished floor level of the front edge of the slab at ground
level, the applicant must prepare a 1 in 20 scale cross-sectional
drawing showing the reduced level of the north and south edge of
Marion Lane, the centreline of Marion Lane, and the finished floor level
of the internal slab.

These levels are to be shown on a 1in 20 scale cross-sectional
drawing, with dimensions, together with the B99 design vehicle ground
clearance template demonstrating access into and out of the
development.

Providing the ground clearance check early in the design phase can
also determine whether further modification works are required, such as
lowering the finished floor level inside the property or making any
adjustments to Council's footpaths or road infrastructure.

Bicycle Considerations The bicycle requirements for this development are to be referred to
Council’s Strategic Transport unit for assessment.
C\Users\GoonetiN\AppData dows\INetCache\Content. Outlook\TECLSRPUVGE06 (1-9 Gertrude St).docx
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ENGINEERING CONDITIONS
Civil Works

Upon the completion of all building works and connections for underground utility services,

» The kerb and channel along the property’s Gertrude Street road frontage must be
reconstructed to Council's satisfaction and at the Permit Holder’s cost.

» The footpaths along the property’s Gertrude Street road frontage must be stripped and re-
sheeted to Council’s satisfaction and at the Permit Holder’s cost. The footpath must have a
cross-fall of 1 in 40 or unless otherwise specified by Council.

» All redundant vehicle crossings must be demolished and reinstated with paving, kerb and
channel to Council’'s satisfaction and at the Permit Holder’s cost.

Road Asset Protection

* Any damaged roads, footpaths and other road related infrastructure adjacent to the
development site as a result of the construction works, including trenching and excavation
for utility service connections, must be reconstructed to Council’s satisfaction and at the
developer’s expense.

Construction Management Plan

= A Construction Management Plan must be prepared and submitted to Council. The Plan
must be approved by Council prior to the commencement of works. A detailed dilapidation
report should detail and document the existing and post construction conditions of
surrounding road infrastructure and adjoining private properties.

Impact of Assets on Proposed Development

= Any services poles, structures or pits that interfere with the proposal must be adjusted,
removed or relocated at the owner's expense after seeking approval from the relevant
authority.

» Areas must be provided inside the property line and adjacent to the footpath to
accommodate pits and meters. No private pits, boundary traps, valves or meters on Council
property will be accepted.

Discharge of Water from Development

* Only roof runoff, surface water and clean groundwater seepage from above the water table
can be discharged into Council drains.

=  Council will not permit clean groundwater from below the groundwater table to be
discharged into Council’'s drainage system. Basements that extend into the groundwater
table must be waterproofed/tanked.

Removal, Adjustment, Changing or Relocation of Parking Restriction Signs

» No parking restriction signs or line-marked on-street parking bays are to be removed,
adjusted, changed or relocated without approval or authorisation from Council's Parking
Management unit and Construction Management branch.

* Any on-street parking reinstated as a result of development works must be approved by
Council's Parking Management unit.

» The removal of any kerbside parking sensors and any reinstatement of parking sensors will
require the Permit Holder to pay Council the cost of each parking sensor taken out from the
kerb/footpath/roadway. Any costs associated with the reinstatement of road infrastructure
due to the removal of the parking sensors must also be borne by the Permit Holder.
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ADDITIONAL ENGINEERING ADVICE FOR THE APPLICANT
Item ‘ Details

Legal Point of Discharge The applicant must apply for a Legal Point of Discharge under
Regulation 133 — Stormwater Drainage of the Building Regulations
2018 from Yarra Building Services unit. Any storm water drainage

within the property must be provided and be connected to the nearest
Council pit of adequate depth and capacity (legal point of discharge), or
to Council's satisfaction under Section 200 of the Local Govemment Act
1989 and Regulation 133.

Clearances to Electrical Assets Overhead power lines run along the north side of Gerfrude Street, dose
to the property boundary.

The developer needs to ensure that the building has adequate
clearances from overhead power cables, fransformers, substations or
any other electrical assets where applicable. Energy Safe Victoria has
published an information brochure, Building design near powerlines,
which can be obtained from their website:

http-/iwww esv vic.gov.au/About-ESV/Reports-and-
publications/Brochures-stickers-and-DVDs

Tree Protection The applicant is to liaise with Council’s Open Space unit regarding the
protection of the street trees along the property’s Gertrude Street
frontage.

C\Users\GoonetiN\AppData\Local\MicrosoftWindows\INetCache'\Content.Outlook\TEO4SRPUGE0E6 (1-9 Gertrude St).docx

Page 8 of 8

Agenda Page 68



Agenda Page 69

Attachment 2 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Urban Design Referral
Comments

MEMO

To: Nish Goonetilleke (Statutory Planning)

From: Daniel Perrone (Urban Design)

Date: 18 Jan 2021

Site Address: 1 — 9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy

Application No: PLN20/0566

Description: Full demolition, construction of a multi-level building (5 storeys, plus two

basement levels) and a reduction in the car parking requirements with the use of
the land for a food and drink premises, shops, art gallery, offices and one
dwelling (permit required for dwelling use).

COMMENTS SOUGHT

Urban Design comments have been sought on the above application, in regard to the following matters:

e Stireetscapes;
s Any capital works approved/proposed within the area of the subject site.

COMMENTS SUMMARY

The comments provided below are based on the following documents:

¢ Architectural Plans — Snohetta — 29 October 2020

In summary, the proposal is supported in principal from a public realm/streetscape perspective subject to
the following amendments and further information requested overleaf.

There are no known planned/approved capital works around the site being led by the Urban Design
Team.

Note: The extent of this review is limited to the proposed development'’s integration with the streetscape
and public realm.
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URBAN DESIGN COMMENTS

1.

3.

Capital Works

There are no known capital works being led by the Urban Design team directly around the site.

Further Information Required on Drawings

Existing footpath features, including but not limited to, relative levels, trees, pits, drainage,
hydrants, signposts, light poles, street furniture, vehicle crossovers, pram ramps etc, to be
shown on existing and proposed drawings.

Existing parking spaces to be shown on Site Plan and Demolition Plan.

Any proposed changes to on-street car-parking bays to be shown on Proposed Streetscape
Plan (including dimensions as per Australian Standards).

Pavements

Gertrude Street:

All redundant crossovers are to be removed and pavementis to be reinstated as asphalt
footpath with dressed bluestone kerb and pitcher channel.

Royal Lane:

All redundant crossovers are to be removed.

Footpath to be reinstated in asphalt with dressed bluestone kerb and pitcher channel.
Roadway to be reinstated in asphalt, retaining (and reinstating where required) existing
bluestone features (pitcher channels, rumble strip etc.).

It is recommended that the applicant explore widening the eastern footpath along Royal Lane
to be DDA compliant, due to the Art Gallery that is proposed along this frontage. The current
width of the existing footpath would inhibit equal access into the Art Gallery.

Marion Lane:

Bluestone pitcher laneway to be retained and or/reinstated to match existing as required.
Bike Hoops

3no. bike hoops are currently proposed to be installed along the Gertrude Street footpath.
Urban Design is supportive of up to 3no. bike hoops to be located within the public realm. The
proposed bicycle parking is to be installed parallel to the kerb and located at the front end of
adjacent parking bays (out of the door zone), as shown in the attached standard detail.
Council’s Strategic Transport Unit is to advise if any further visitor bike parking is required,
noting that this must be located within the subject site whilst being clearly visible and
accessible from the public realm.
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Attachment 2 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Urban Design Referral
Comments

MEMO

5. Public Realm Interface
Gertrude Street:

¢ The varying width of the ground floor tenancies and the emphasis on verticality is supported in
its reference to the surrounding subdivision pattern, however greater articulation and fagade
features are encouraged to better integrate the development with the fine-grained heritage
character of the street.

¢ Currently the proposed design shows double-storey glazing to the street, giving it a monolithic
appearance that is uncharacteristic of the area. The prevalent shopfront typology along
Gertrude Street includes glazing to the ground floor with a more solid first floor providing
articulated openings. Other features, such as awnings, friezes/architraves etc, have also been
used to create articulation between the ground and first floors in surrounding buildings in the
area.

¢ Itis recommended that the extent of glazing to the first-floor tenancies is reduced, and further
articulation/architectural detail is provided to better integrate the shopfronts with the
surrounding context and reduce their perceived scale when experienced by pedestrians from
the street.

e See reference images of surrounding buildings below:

e L S T I T

Royal Lane:

e The proposed location of the Art Gallery along Royal Lane is problematic due to the lane’s
inadequate footpath width. Currently, this would inhibit equal access into the gallery space
(e.g., for wheelchair users) — refer image below.

Page 3 of 4

Agenda Page 71



Agenda Page 72

Attachment 2 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Urban Design Referral
Comments
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Royal Lane (cont.):

e Itis recommended that the applicant explore the following options:

o Setback the proposed building at ground level to enable the footpath to be widened to
ensure DDA compliance.

o Undertake an appropriate traffic study along Royal and Marion Lanes to determine
whether the footpath may be extended into the roadway to a compliant width. If this
option is pursued, further discussion would be required with council’s traffic and civil
engineering teams to ensure a feasible outcome.

END
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Attachment 3 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Open Space Referral
Comments

Goonetilleke, Nish

From: Mardjuki, Julia

Sent: Friday, 27 November 2020 2:35 PM

To: Goonetilleke, Nish

Cc: Williames, Glen

Subject: RE: PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Open Space Referral
Hi Nish

Thanks for sending this through. | have reviewed the plans from Snohetta dated 29/09/2020.

The plans are fine and overall I'm supportive of the landscape concept. The main item | want to raise at this stage is,
they have indicated the planting beds will be a minimum depth of 300mm. Our preferenceis for a 450mm depth to
allow greater success for the proposed planters. We would also like tem to ensure any mulch used on the higher
levels is a wind-proof material.

Tree protection measures for the existing street trees along Gertrude Street will need to be provided at some point
in the process, likely in the form of a Tree Management Plan. They should align with the Australian Standards,
AS4900-2009. The landscape plans do not show any ground floor treatments, including how existing trees and
infrastructure will be integrated into the development. The notes around tree protection may need to be provided
by an independent company. | have cc’d Glen. He will be able to provide further information around this if required.

If a planning permit is issued for this development, we would like to request:

e Adetailed planting plan including a plant scheduled that includes botanical and common names, size at
maturity (height and width), pot size and number of trees. Trees and plants should be shown at mature size
on the plan.

e Please ensure none of the plants specified are listed on the DELWP advisory list of weeds.

e  The plans provide information around ongoing maintenance procedures.

Please let me know if you need anything further from me at this stage.

Kind Regards
Julia

From: Goonetilleke, Nish

Sent: Friday, 20 November 2020 12:47 PM

To: Mardjuki, Julia <Julia.Mardjuki@yarracity.vic.gov.au>

Subject: PLN20,/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Open Space Referral

Hi Julia,

Hope you're well and staying safe!

| was hoping you could provide comments on the following planning application from an open space perspective:
Application No.: PLN20/0566

Address: 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy

Description: Full demolition, construction of a multi-level building (5 storeys, plus two basement levels) and a

reduction in the car parking requirements with the use of the land for a food and drink
premises, shops, art gallery, offices and one dwelling (permit required for dwelling use).
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Comments

Please see link for all documentation: https://www.yarracity.vic.gov.au/services/planning-and-
development/planning-applications/advertised-planning-applications/2020/11/12 /pIn200566

If you have any queries or need any further information, please let me know.
Kind regards,

Kind Regards,

Nish Goonetilleke

Senior Statutory Planner

STATUTORY PLANNING

City of Yarra PO Box 168 Richmond 3121
ABN 98 394 086 520

T (03) 9205 5005
E Nish.Goonetilleke @yarracity.vic.gov.au
W www.varracity.vic.gov.au

Yarra City Council acknowledges the Wurundjeri as the Traditional Owners of this country, pays tribute
to all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people in Yarra, and gives respect to the Elders past and present.
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Attachment 4 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Waste Management Referral

Comments

Goonetilleke, Nish

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hi Nish,

Athanasi, Atha

Thursday, 3 December 2020 2:32 PM

Goonetilleke, Nish

RE: PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - WMP Referral

The waste management plan for 1 - 9 Gertrude St, Fitzroy authored by Ratio consultants and dated
30/10/20 is not satisfactory from a City Works Branch’s perspective.
Issues to be rectified include, but may not be limited to the following:

1. Please provide more detail on proposed Council collection process for residential apartment and
include relevant proof this operation can occur.

2. If Council collection is approved the apartment would receive the following allocation based on
current 3 bin kerbside service.

Regards,

Atha Athanasi

80 Litre garbage bin collected weekly

240 Litre recycling bin collected fortnightly

80 Litre glass bin collected fortnightly

120 Litre food organics and green organics bin(Not current, TBA)

Contract Management Officer

Yarra Waste Services - City Works Branch
168 Roseneath St CLIFTON HILL VIC 3068
T (03) 9205 5547 F (03) 8417 6666
Atha.Athanasi@yarracity.vic.gov.au

WW\Wy.yarracity.vic.gov.au

Follow us on Facebook, Instagram and Twitter

Yarra City Council acknowledges the Wurundjeri Woi Wurrung as the Traditional Owners of this country, pays
tribute to all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people in Yarra, and gives respect to the Elders past and present.

From: Goonetilleke, Nish

Sent: Friday, 20 November 2020 12:23 PM

To: Athanasi, Atha <Atha.Athanasi@yarracity.vic.gov.au>
Subject: PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - WMP Referral
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Comments

Hi Atha,
Hope you're well and staying safe!
| was hoping you could provide comments on the WMP for the following planning application:

Application No.: PLN20/0566

Address: 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy

Description: Full demolition, construction of a multi-level building (5 storeys, plus two basement levels) and a
reduction in the car parking requirements with the use of the land for a food and drink
premises, shops, art gallery, offices and one dwelling (permit required for dwelling use).

Please see link for all documentation: https://www.yarracity.vic.gov.au/services/planning-and-
development/planning-applications/advertised-planning-applications/2020/11/12/pIn200566

If you have any queries or need any further information, please let me know.
Kind regards,

Kind Regards,

Nish Goonetilleke

Senior Statutory Planner

STATUTORY PLANNING

City of Yarra PO Box 168 Richmond 3121
ABN 98 394 086 520

T (03) 9205 5005
E Nish.Goonetilleke @yarracity.vic.gov.au
W www.yarracity.vic.gov.au

Yarra City Council acknowledges the Wurundjeri as the Traditional Owners of this country, pays tribute
to all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people in Yarra, and gives respect to the Elders past and present.
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Sustainable Management Plan (SMP)

Referral Response by Yarra City Council

ESD in the Planning Permit Application Process

Yarra City Council’s planning permit application process includes Environmentally Sustainable
Development (ESD) considerations. This is now supported by the ESD Local Policy Clause 22.17 of
the Yarra Planning Scheme, entitled Environmentally Sustainable Development.

The Clause 22.17 requires all eligible applications to demonstrate best practice in ESD, supported by
the Built Environment Sustainability Scorecard (BESS) web-based application tool, which is based on
the Sustainable Design Assessment in the Planning Process (SDAPP) program.

As detailed in Clause 22.17, this application is a ‘large’ planning application as it meets the category
Mon-residential 1. 1,000m? or greater.

What is a Sustainable Management Plan (SMP)?
An SMP is a detailed sustainability assessment of a proposed design at the planning stage. An SMP
demonstrates best practice in the 10 Key Sustainable Building Categories and;

* Provides a detailed assessment of the development. It may use relevant tools such as BESS
and STORM or an alternative assessment approach to the satisfaction of the responsible
authority; and

* ldentifies achievable environmental performance outcomes having regard to the objectives of
Clause 2217 (as appropnate); and

» Demonstrates that the building has the design potential to achieve the relevant environmental
performance outcomes, having regard to the site’s opportunities and constraints; and

» Documents the means by which the performance outcomes can be achieved.

An SMP identifies beneficial, easy to implement, best practice initiatives. The nature of larger
developments provides the opportunity for increased environmental benefits and the opportunity for
major resource savings. Hence, greater rigour in investigation is justified. It may be necessary to
engage a sustainability consultant to prepare an SMP.

Assessment Process:

The applicant’s town planning drawings provide the basis for Council’s ESD assessment. Through the
provided drawings and the SMP, Council requires the applicant to demonstrate best practice.

Sustainable Management Plan - Referral Assessment Page 1 of 15
Yarra City Council, City Development
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Sustainable Management Plan (SMP)

Referral Response by Yarra City Council

Table of Contents
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Sustainable Management Plan (SMP)

Referral Response by Yarra City Council

Assessment Summary:

Responsible Planner: Nish Goonetilleke
ESD Advisor: Gavin Ashley
Date: 17.12.2020
Subject Site: PLN20/0566
19 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy VIC 3065
Site Area: Approx. ZZZ m?
Project Description: Full demolition and construction of a multi-level building (5

storeys, plus two basement levels) and a reduction in the car
parking requirements with the use of the land for a food and drink
premises, shops, art gallery, offices and one dwelling.

Pre-application meeting(s): Unknown.
Documents Reviewed: + Sustainable Management Plan (Rev C —30.10.20), Ark
Resources

» ESD Memo (9.10.20), Ark Resources

+ Architectural Plans (Rev 2 — 29.10.20), Sn@hetta

+ Landscape Plan (29.09.20), Sn®hetta

» Waste Management Plan (REP01F02 — 30.10.20), Ratio
Consultants

The standard of the ESD does not meet Council’s Environmental Sustainable Design (ESD)
standards. Should a permit be issued, the following ESD commitments (1) and deficiencies (2) should
be conditioned as part of a planning permit to ensure Council’'s ESD standards are fully met.

Furthermore, it is recommended that all ESD commitments (1), deficiencies (2) and the outstanding
information (3) are addressed in an updated SMP report and are clearly shown on Condition 1
drawings. ESD improvement opportunities (4) have been summarised as a recommendation to the
applicant.

(1) Applicant ESD Commitments:

e Minimum 10% improvement on NCC 2019 Section J reference building (SMP, p. 9).

o Minimum 6.7-star NatHERS rating for penthouse apartment (ESD Memo).

e 13kWp rooftop mounted photovoltaic system (SMP, p. 7).

» Reduced car parking, 2x EV charging bays, provision of 26 bicycle parking spaces, and 2x eBikes
for shared use for staff (with adjacent charging sockets) (SMP, p. 9).

* A STORM report with a 130% STORM score has been submitted that demonstrates best practice
and relies on ~707 m? of roof connected to a 20,000-litre rainwater tank connected to toilet flushing
on ground and level 1, landscape irrigation and bin wash (SMP, p. 9).

* DNo increase in stormwater run-off post development (SMP, p. 10).

» Specifications around PYC materials and formaldehyde limits, in addition to strategies to reduce
impact of concrete (i.e. reclaimed water and alternative aggregates) (SMP, p. 10).

(2) Application ESD Deficiencies:

» The proposal claims 4-star Green Star, however has only targeted 45 credits. Consider increasing
this — particularly around energy — to ensure 4-star GS can be achieved (or even better, aim for 5-
star to future-proof the building).

* While ultra-low VOC paint is supported — the fact that the 4-strar Green Star rating is ‘reliant’ on
this innovation point is conceming.

* Provide a Building Users Guide that explains optimal usage of building services to maximise
energy and water consumption

(3) Outstanding Information:
» Provide daylight assessment (hand drawn or modelled) to articulate access.
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Attachment 5 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council ESD Referral Comments

Sustainable Management Plan (SMP)

Referral Response by Yarra City Council

Provide JV3 modelling to support claim above NCC.

Provide thermal performance details within JV3 modeliing.

Provide GHG reduction details within JV3 modelling.

Clanfy system and consider using a heat pump to further reduce energy consumption.
Provide peak demand details within JV3 modelling.

Clanfy HVAC and consider 3 pipe VRF.

Clanfy ventilation strategy for the two basement car park levels.

Clanfy reduction in IPD against NCC.

Confirm water metering for individual tenancies.

Consider and clarify the use of materials that contain post-consumer recycled content (i.e.
insulation), or procure recycled matenals (i.e. bricks).

Confirm extent of sustainable timber strategy (by weight or cost).

Confirm extent of PVC strategy (by weight or cost).

Include car share availability within (requested) Green Travel Plan.

Identify location of charge points on plans (A100 / A101).

Provide a Green Travel Plan with performance targets and monitoring and reporting components
included.

(4) ESD Improvement Opportunities

Concerns regarding lack of external shade along northem fagade — however the ESD memo
addresses this. Consider external operable shading to increase the buildings thermal performance.
Consider the provision of external shading along the north to further increase the thermal
performance of the building.

Consider conducting a preliminary LCA to identify carbon reduction associated with this strategy.
Consider a small pallet of materials and construction techniques that can assist in disassembly.
Consider the provision of vegetation at ground level, not only to increase ecological value — but
mitigate urban heat associated with the buildings mass.

Consider a green roof or wall to improve the ecological value of this site — could be a great solution
for ground floor vegetation inadequacies.

Consider Head contractor to be SO 14001 accredited.

Further Recommendations:

The applicant is encouraged to consider the inclusion of ESD recommendations, detailed in this
referral report. Further guidance on how to meet individual planning conditions has been provided in
reference to the individual categories. The applicant is also encouraged to seek further advice or
clarification from Council on the individual project recommendations.
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1. Indoor Environment Quality (IEQ)

Objectives:
» toachieve a healthy indoor environment quality for the wellbeing of building occupants.
* to provide a naturally comfortable indoor environment will lower the need for building services,
such as artificial lighting, mechanical ventilation and cooling and heating devices.

Issues Applicant’s Design Responses Council Comments CAR*
e Ventilati t t Iy with ASHRAE 62.1
Ventilati entilation systems to comply wi : _
i ,'\l?g'r?tn (SMP, p. 8) — in addition to operable windows Satisfactory. 1
: throughout indicated on plans.
Purging
: Provide daylight assessment
Daylight &
e No information has been provided. (hand drawn or modelled) to 3

Solar Access articulate access.

External 60% of primary spaces to have high quality views ; 1
Views (SMP, p. 9). Satisfactory.
Hazardous Specification of low VOC paints, adhesives,
; sealants and carpets — in addition to GS credit ; 1
gdnaée\;g'é 30C, 50% of internal paints to be ultralow VOC ~ Satsiacto:
(SMP, p. 10).

Concems regarding lack of
external shade along northern
facade — however the ESD

Comior o mode vetiaton, foubleazng (h  memo adiressos this Comsicer 4
' : external operable shading to

increase the buildings thermal
performance.

* Council Assessment Ratings:

1 — Design Response is SATISFACTORY,; 2 — Design Response is NOT SATISFACTORY

3 —MORE INFORMATIOHN is required; 4 — ESD IMPROVEMENT OPPORTUNITIES

References and useful information:

SDAPP Fact Sheet: 1. Indoor Environment Quality

Good Environmental Choice Australia Standards www.geca org.au

Australian Green Procurement www greenprocurement.org

Residential Flat Design Code www planning. nsw.gov.au

Your Home www.yourhome.gov.au
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2. Energy Efficiency

Objectives:

» toensure the efficient use of energy

* toreduce total operating greenhouse emissions
* toreduce energy peak demand

* to minimize associated energy costs.

Issues

NCC Energy

Applicant’s Design Responses

The SMP claims a Minimum 10% improvement on

Attachment 5 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council ESD Referral Comments

Council Comments

Gas Emissions

C0z-e (SMP, p. 22), no GHG emission reduction
information provided.

Effici i i

e emente | NCC 2019 Section J reference buiding (SWP, p.  Gores s
Exceeded 9)-

Thermal . . ) Provide thermal performance
Performance | 'O specific information has been provided. details within JV3 modelling.
Greenhouse Besides the rooftop solar PV savings of 20 fonnes  provide GHG reduction details

within JV3 modelling.

Hot Water
System

Mo specific information has been provided.

Clarify system and consider
using a heat pump to further
reduce energy consumption.

Peak Energy

MNo specific information has been provided.

Provide peak demand details

Demand within J¥3 modelling.

_ Consider the provision of
Effective Some exposed windows along the northern extemnal shading along the north
Shading facade — addressed within the ESD memo. to further increase the thermal

performance of the building.
Efficient HVAC . . )
syslfxle?l:] No specific information has been provided. Clarify and consider 3 pipe VRF.
Car Park Clarify ventilation strategy for
- No specific information has been provided. :23 tIWO basement car park
vels.

Efficient The SMP states 'Lighting systems designed o Ciarify reduction in IPD against
Lighting meet b_est practice illuminance levels and glare NCC.

reduction’ (SMP, p. B).
Electricity A 13kWp rooftop solar PV system is proposed — .
Generation capable of generating approximately 17MWh per ~ Satisfactory.

annum (SMP, p. 22).
Other - -

* Council Assessment Ratings:

1 —Design Response is SATISFACTORY; 2 —Design Response is NOT SATISFACTORY
3 - MORE INFORMATION is required; 4 — ESD IMPROVEMENT OPPORTUNITIES

References and useful information:

SDAPP Fact Sheet: 2 Energy Efficiency

House Energy Rating www makeyourhomegreen vic.gov.au
Building Code Australia www abch gov au

Window Efficiency Rating Scheme (WERS) www wers net
Minimum Energy Performance Standards (MEPS) www energyrating.gov.au
Energy Efficiency www resourcesmari vic.gov.au
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3. Water Efficiency

Objectives:
» toensure the efficient use of water
* toreduce total operating potable water use
» toencourage the collection and reuse of rainwater and stormwater
» toencourage the appropnate use of alternative water sources (e.g. grey water)
« to minimise associated water costs.

Sil= Applicant’s Design Responses Council Comments CAR*
Minimising M_:_nimurg ;\FELS star rating of fixtures (SMP, p. 9):
Amenit: * laps: 5 star )
Y - Toilets: 4 star Satisfactory. 1
Water i
D d + Showers: 3 star
emarn * Urinals: 5 star
Water for A 20,000-L rainwater tank will be used for toilet _
Toilet flushing on the ground level and level 1 (SMP, p.  Satisfactory. 1
Flushing 9).
Vel [ir Metering for common water use consuming 10% Confirm water metering for 3
of development's water use (SMP, p. 8). individual tenancies.
Landscape Water efficient sub-soil drip irrigation system with Sati 1
- isfactory.
Irrigation moisture sensors and timers (SMP, p. 9). L
Cooling towers not used, and fire test system : 1
oher water storage and reuse (SMP, p. 9). = A

* Council Assessment Ratings:

1 — Design Response is SATISFACTORY,; 2 — Design Response is NOT SATISFACTORY
3 —MORE INFORMATIOHN is required; 4 — ESD IMPROVEMENT OPPORTUNITIES

References and useful information:

SDAPP Fact Sheet: 3. Water Efficiency

Water Efficient Labelling Scheme (WELS) www waterrating cov.au
Water Services Association of Australia www wsaa asn . au

Water Tank Requirement www._makeyourhomegreen.vic.gov.au
Melbourne Water STORM calculator www _storm.melboumewater.com.au
Sustainable Landscaping www _ourwater vic.gov.au
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4. Stormwater Management

Objectives:
» toreduce the impact of stormwater runoff
* toimprove the water quality of stormwater runoff
» to achieve best practice stormwater quality outcomes
* toincorporate Water Sensitive Urban Design principles.

Issues Applicant’s Design Responses Council Comments CAR*
A STORM report with a 130% STORM score has
been submitted that demonstrates best practice
STORM and relies on ~707 m2 of roof connected to a Satisfactory 1
Rating 20,000-litre rainwater tank connected to toilet ’
flushing on ground and level 1, landscape
irrigation and bin wash (SMP, p. 9).
Discharge 1o No increase in stormwater discharge to result from  ggtistact 1
Sewer re- development (SMP, p. 10). B
SIOMmwater A rainwater catchment area of 707.63 m2 (SMP,  gajisfactory 1
Diversion p. 20). ’
Stormwater 20,000 litre rainwater tank proposed in basement  gatisfact 1
Detention 1(SMP, p.9 & A101). sracory:
Stormwater Treatment mentioned, but no details provided : ; . 1
Treatment (SMP, p. 9). Clarify treatment prior to re-use.
Others - - -

* Council Assessment Ratings:

1 —Design Response is SATISFACTORY; 2 —Design Response is NOT SATISFACTORY
3 —MORE INFORMATION is required; 4 — ESD IMPROVEMENT OPPORTUNITIES

References and useful information:

SDAPP Fact Sheet: 4. Stormwater Management

Melbourne Water STORM calculator www storm melboumewater.com.au
Woater Sensitive Urban Design Principles www.melbournewater.com.au
Environmental Protection Authority Victoria www epa vic.gov.au

Water Services Association of Australia www wsaa asn . au

Sustainable Landscaping www ourwater. vic.gov.au
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5. Building Materials

Objectives:
» to minimise the environmental impact of materials used by encouraging the use of materials
with a favourable lifecycle assessment.

Issues Applicant’s Design Responses Council Comments
Consiger and clan'fy_the use of
Reuse of Beyond the use of reclaimed water’ in concrete materials that contain post-
Recycled mixes (SMP, p. 10) — no specific information consumer recycled content (i.e. 3
Materials provided. insulation), or procure recycled
materials (i.e. bricks).
Embodied _ ) Consider conducting a
Energy of Concrete mixes to incorporate at least 4_0% preliminary LCA to identify 4
Concrete and  replacement of fine/coarse aggregate with carbon reduction associated
Steel manufactured sand/slag (SMP, p. 10). with this strategy.
Sustainable  Specification of sustainable sourced timber (FSC  ropt hator (= et or 3
Timber or PEFC) (SMP, p. 10). cost).
Consider a small pallet of
Design for . . ) materials and construction
Disassembly N information has been provided. techniques that can assist in 4
disassembly.
Specification of common use PVC products that -
PVC meet Best Practice Guidelines for PVC in the Built “C,ggmf?f;}; of strategy (by 3
Environment (SMP, p. 10). i
™ Council Assessment Ratings:
1 —Design Response is SATISFACTORY; 2 —Design Response is NOT SATISFACTORY
3 —MORE INFORMATION is required; 4 — ESD IMPROVEMENT OPPORTUNITIES
References and useful information:
SDAPP Fact Sheet: 5. Building Materials
Building Materials, Technical Manuals www vourhome gov. au
Embodied Energy Technical Manual www_yourhome gov. au
Good Environmental Choice Australia Standards www . geca org.au
Forest Stewardship Council Certification Scheme www fsc.org
Australian Green Procurement www greenprocurement.org
Sustainable Management Plan - Referral Assessment Page 9 of 15
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6. Transport

Objectives:
* to minimise car dependency
* toensure that the built environment is designed to promote the use of public transport, walking

and cycling.
Issues Applicant’s Design Responses Council Comments CAR™
Minimising Car parking for 16 cars (+1 DDA park) proposed in _
the Provision  basement levels — a reduction from statutory Satisfactory. 1

of Car Parks requirement (SMP, p. 9).

Bike Parking 26 bicycle parking spaces provided (20 in : 1
Spaces basement, 6 on street level) (SMP, p. 9). = A
_ End of trip facilities have been provided in
End of Trip basement 1 -0 in the form of 2x male, and 2x Satisfactory 1
Facilities female showers and associated change rooms ’
(A101).
Include car share availability
Car Share S
Facilities No car share information provided. within (requested) Green Travel 3
Plan.
Electric 2 electric vehicle chargers for 1 residential and 1 . . .
. commercial parking bays (5% of total) will be Identify location of charge points 3
charain provided in addition to 2 eBikes with charging on plans (A100 / A101).
ging sockets (SMP, p. 9).
Provide a Green Travel Plan
Green Travel . with performance targets and 3
Plan A Green Travel plan has not been provided. monitoring and reporting

components included.

* Council Assessment Ratings:

1 —Design Response is SATISFACTORY; 2 —Design Response is NOT SATISFACTORY
3 - MORE INFORMATION is required; 4 — ESD IMPROVEMENT OPPORTUNITIES

References and useful information:

SDAPP Fact Sheet: 6. Transport

Off-setting Car Emissions Options www greenfleet.com.au

Sustainable Transport www transport.vic.gov.au/doifintemet/icy.nsf

Car share options www _yarracity vic.gov.au/Parking-roads-and-transport/Transport-
Services/Carsharing/

Bicycle Victoria www bv.com.au
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7. Waste Management

Objectives:
» toensure waste avoidance, reuse and recycling during the design, construction and operation
stages of development
* toensure long term reusability of building materials.
* to meet Councils’ requirement that all multi-unit developments must provide a Waste
Management Plan in accordance with the Guide to Best Practice for Waste Management in
Mutfti-unit Developments 2010, published by Sustainability Victoria.

Issues Applicant’s Design Responses Council Comments CAR*

: A target to divert 90% of demolition and
Construction  construction waste from landfill has been claimed )
Waste (SMP, p. 10) in addition to a project-specific Satisfactory. 1
Management  Environmental Management Plan (EMP) (SMP, p.
8).

Operational An operational Waste Management Plan (WMP) .
Waste has been provided, and a 23 m? waste room Satisfactory. 1
Management  located on the round flood (A102).

Storage Commercial waste streams include: commingled,
Spaces for paper and cardboard and glass — in addition to Good
Recycling and organics. Residential waste streams include ' 1

commingled and paper and cardboard recycling —
Green Waste i 5 qiition to organics (WMP, p. 18).

Others - - -

* Council Assessment Ratings:

1 — Design Response is SATISFACTORY,; 2 — Design Response is NOT SATISFACTORY
3 —MORE INFORMATION is required; 4 — ESD IMPROVEMENT OPPORTUNITIES

References and useful information:

SDAPP Fact Sheet: 7. Waste Management

Construction and Waste Management www sustainability vic.gov.au
Preparing a WMP www epa.vic.gov.au

Waste and Recycling www _resourcesmart.vic.gov.au

Better Practice Guide for Waste Management in Multi-Unit Dwellings (2002)
www._environment.nsw.gov.au

Waste reduction in office buildings (2002) www environment.nsw. gov.au
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8. Urban Ecology

Objectives:
» to protect and enhance biodiversity
* o provide sustainable landscaping
» to protect and manage all remnant indigenous plant communities
*» toencourage the planting of indigenous vegetation.

Issues Applicant’s Design Responses Council Comments CAR*
On Site
Topsoil There is no productive topsoil on this site. - A
Retention

L Consider the provision of
Maintaining / vegetation at ground level, not
Enhancing Vegetation is proposed on terraces on levels 2, 3 only to increase ecological value 4
Ecological and 4 (see Landscape Plan). — but mitigate urban heat
Value associated with the buildings

mass.
Heat Island . . )
3

Effect Mo information has been provided. See above.
Other _

Consider a green roof or wall to
improve the ecological value of
Green wall, Mo information has been provided. this site — could be a great 4
roofs, facades >
solution for ground floor
vegetation inadequacies.

* Council Assessment Ratings:

1 —Design Response is SATISFACTORY; 2 —Design Response is NOT SATISFACTORY
3 - MORE INFORMATION is required; 4 — ESD IMPROVEMENT OPPORTUNITIES

References and useful information:

SDAPP Fact Sheet: 8 Urban Ecology

Department of Sustainability and Environment www dse vic.gov.au

Australian Research Centre for Urban Ecology www arcue botany unimelb edu.au
Greening Australia www.greeningaustralia.org.au

Green Roof Technical Manual www_yourhome.gov.au

Sustainable Management Plan - Referral Assessment Page 12 of 15
Yarra City Council, City Development

Agenda Page 89



Agenda Page 90
Attachment 5 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council ESD Referral Comments

9. Innovation

Objective:
» toencourage innovative technology, design and processes in all development, which
positively influence the sustainability of buildings.

Issues Applicant’s Design Responses Council Comments

Significant While ultra-low VOC paint is

Enhancement 1x GS credit has been claimed: 30C Improving  gypported — the fact that the 4-
to the on Green Star Benchmarks — by committing to strar Green Star rating is ‘reliant’ 2

50% of internal paints to be ultra-low VOC on this innovation point is

Environmental
(SMP, p. 10 & 15). concemning.

Performance

Innovative
Social - - -
Improvements

New
Technology

New Design
Approach

Others - - -

* Council Assessment Ratings:

1 — Design Response is SATISFACTORY; 2 — Design Response is NOT SATISFACTORY
3 —MORE INFORMATION is required; 4 — ESD IMPROVEMENT OPPORTURNITIES

References and useful information:

SDAPP Fact Sheet: 9 _Innovation

Green Building Council Australia www gbca org.au

Victorian Eco Innovation lab www ecoinnovationlab com
Business Victoria www business vic gov au

Environment Design Guide www environmenidesignguide com au
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10. Construction and Building Management

Objective:
» toencourage a holistic and integrated design and construction process and ongoing high
performance
Issues Applicant’s Design Responses Council Comments CAR*
Building The SMP commits to a comprehensive .
T commissioning and tuning of building systems Satisfactory. 1
(SMP, p. 8).

Provide a Building Users Guide
Building Users . . ) that explains optimal usage of 2
Guide No information has been provided. building services to maximise

energy and water consumption.
Contractor
has Valid . . ) Consider Head contractor to be
1ISO14001 Mo information has been provided. 1SO 14001 accredited. 4

Accreditation

: A project-specific Environmental Management
Constuction  pjan (EMP) has been committed too (SMP, p. 8) —

Management  and a target to divert 90% of demolition and Satisfactory. 1
Plan construction waste from landfill has been caimed

(SMP, p. 10).

The SMP claims that a ‘Climate Change g q
Others Adaptation and Resilience Plan’ will be prepared Provide CC Adaptation and 1

Resilience Plan once prepared.

(SMP, p. 8).

* Council Assessment Ratings:

1 — Design Response is SATISFACTORY; 2 — Design Response is NOT SATISFACTORY
3 —MORE INFORMATION is required; 4 — ESD IMPROVEMENT OPPORTURNITIES

References and useful information:

SDAPP Fact Sheet: 10. Construction and Building Management

ASHRAE and CIBSE Commissioning handbooks

International Organization for standardization — 1S014001 — Environmental Management Systems
Keeping Our Stormwater Clean — A Builder's Guide www melbournewater com au
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Sustainable Management Plan (SMP)

for planning applications being considered by Yarra Council

Applicant Response Guidelines

Project Information:

Applicants should state the property address and the proposed development’s use and extent. They
should describe neighbouring buildings that impact on or may be impacted by the development. It is
required to outline relevant areas, such as site permeability, water capture areas and gross floor area
of different building uses. Applicants should describe the development's sustainable design approach
and summarise the project’s key ESD objectives.

Environmental Categories:

Each criterion is one of the 10 Key Sustainable Building Categories. The applicant is required to
address each criterion and demonstrate how the design meets its objectives.

Objectives:

Within this section the general intent, the aims and the purposes of the category are explained.
Issues:

This section comprises a list of topics that might be relevant within the environmental category. As
each application responds to different opportunities and constraints, it is not required to address all
issues. The list is non-exhaustive and topics can be added to tailor to specific application needs.

Assessment Method Description:

Where applicable, the Applicant needs to explain what standards have been used to assess the
applicable issues.

Benchmarks Description:

The applicant is required to briefly explain the benchmark applied as outlined within the chosen
standard. A benchmark description is required for each environmental issue that has been identified
as relevant.

How does the proposal comply with the benchmarks?

The applicant should show how the proposed design meets the benchmarks of the chosen standard
through making references to the design brief, drawings, specifications, consultant reports or other
evidence that proves compliance with the chosen benchmark.

ESD Matters on Architectural Drawings:

Architectural drawings should reflect all relevant ESD matters where feasible. As an example, window
attributes, sun shading and materials should be noted on elevations and finishes schedules, water
tanks and renewable energy devices should be shown on plans. The site’s permeability should be
clearly noted. It is also recommended to indicate water catchment areas on roof- or site plans to
confirmm water re-use calculations.
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Attachment 6 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Strategic Planning Unit
Comments

PLANNING APPLICATION REFERRAL TO STRATEGIC PLANNING
Strategic planning comments

Strategic Planning comments are provided below.

Strategic Planning comments are provided below. The comments in this assessment focus compliance with the
overarching strategic context of the Gertrude Street Built Form Framework and Heritage Built Form Review. The
proposal does not sit within the Gertrude Street Shops DDO (DDO31) however, as it is immediately outside, it is
viewed that this work can still provide guidance and should be considered as the analysis work is comprehensive and
has the new policy of Amendment C269 (Yarra Planning Scheme Rewrite) in mind. These comments do not provide
commentary on other sections of the planning scheme or fully assess the internal amenity impacts of the application.

Development details

Property address 1-9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy

Application number | PLN20/0566
Referral prepared by | Kate Johnson

i Description ' Full demolition, construction of a multi-level building (5 storeys, plus two basement levels) ‘
and a reduction in the car parking requirements with the use of the land for a food and
drink premises, shops, art gallery, offices and one dwelling (permit required for dwelling

use).
Relevant Amendment C270 — under consideration by Minister for Planning
amendment & status
Existing and e Commercial 1Zone (C1Z)
proposed controls e Design and Development Overlay — Schedule 8 (DDO8)

e Heritage Overlay (HO361)

Subject Site

Agenda Page 93



Agenda Page 94

Attachment 6 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Strategic Planning Unit

Comments

Strategic Planning comments — Summary

General

While the proposal is not covered by the Gertrude Street Shops DDO (DDO31) it is included as part of the
Gertrude Street Built Form Framework (the Framework) where it sits within Precinct 1a: Gertrude Street
(World Heritage Environs). This referral will assess the proposal against the Framework and strategic context
of its immediate surroundings.

This assessment is based on the Framework which was endorsed by Council on 19 December 2019.

The area is also currently covered by DDOO0S8 and is part of the World Heritage Environs Area of the Royal
Exhibition Building and the Carlton Gardens. DDO08 and its surrounding area is currently under review, the
work being led by Council's Senior Heritage Advisor.

While the site is located within the Heritage Overlay (HO361) itis graded as non-contributory and therefore
is not a heritage building.

Proposal

The proposed development generally does not meet the intent of the Framework and the wider WHEA
strategic context with some exceptions. It particular, issues around maintaining views to and ‘breathing
space’ around the Royal Exhibition Building are of particular concern.

Specifically the view to the dome of the Royal Exhibition Building from the rear (Marion Lane) is far too
encroached upon and requires addition setback. Further setbacks are also recommended to the east and
west.

Additionally it is recommended that a level be deleted from the proposal as it is significantly above the 3
storey height recommended for this area in the Framework. This is to ensure the building is not
overwhelming and distracting from a bulk/massing point of view in such a highly intact heritage streetscape.
The low-rise character of the proposals surroundings should be reflected.

The proposal is also out of alignment with street wall setback, upper level setback, building separation and
rear boundary requirements outlined in the Framework.

The proposal does meet street wall height, overshadowing and vehicle and pedestrian access requirements
identified in the Framework for new development.
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Assessment of compliance with built form requirements

Built form
requirements Gertrude Street Built Form Framework | Proposal

Building height
Precinct 1a: Gertrude Street (World 19.2 metres (5 storeys)
Heritage Environs)

11.2 metres (3 storeys)

Street wall

height
el Precinct 1a: Gertrude Street (World 7.8m (2 storeys)

Heritage Environs)

New 2 storey street wall (8m)

Assessment of proposal

The proposal does not comply with the building height requirement
identified in the Framework.

The proposal at 19.2m or 5 stories is above the preferred maximum
building height requirement of the Gertrude Street Built Form Framework
for Precinct 1a.

This is an additional 8 metres or 2 stories higher than preferred height,
not including the roof lift, plant, equipment and services which extend a
further 2.25 metres above the building height.

The proposal is located in a highly intact, consistent heritage streetscape
and is in the immediate vicinity of the Royal Exhibition Building and World
Heritage Environs (WHE) area, within DDOB8. Retaining views to and
‘breathing space’ around the heritage features of the Royal Exhibition
Building and low-rise character of the WHE and surrounds is critical to
maintain the visual prominence of the World Heritage Site and heritage
streetscape. Maintaining space around, and views to the ‘dome’ of the
Royal Exhibition Building is of particular importance.

For this reason it is viewed that one level should be ‘deleted’ from the
proposal to ensure the building height is better integrated and maintains
the surrounding heritage streetscape prominence.

The proposal complies with the street wall height identified in the
Framework.

The proposal’s 7.8m/ two storey street wall along Gertrude Street meets
the proposed new 8m /two storey street wall outlined in the Gertrude
Street Built Form Framework.
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Built form

Gertrude Street Built Form Framework | Proposal Assessment of proposal

requirements

Gertrude Streetis predominantly defined by a consistent two storey
heritage street wall with occasional variations. New built form should
continue to match the heritage streetscape that is distinctive to Gertrude
Street thorough dominant street walls and recessive upper levels.

The proposal meets the intent of the Framework and wider strategic
context through maintaining the two storey street wall of the heritage
streetscape and commercial shopping street.

Street wall
Setback

New buildings within Activity Centres and
inner urban areas such as Gertrude Street
should generally be built to the street

The following street wall
setbacks are provided
from Gertrude Street:

The proposal does not comply with the street wall setback requirement
identified in the Framework.

frontage in order to:

The proposal has a range of different setbacks ranging from 0.40m to

. . - 0.71m 1.32m along Gertrude Street. Each shop fronting Gertrude Street within

* Respond to the prevailing built form .

h ter of th . . 131m the development appears to have a different street wall setback. None of
¢ arac_der ° | € Zr?‘_ . h ) these differing setbacks are built to the boundary and therefore do not

Provide a clear definition at the street - 0.69m create a consistent and clearly defined street edge as required by the
edge; and Framework for new street walls.
* Maximise the developable area. - 132m

- 114m From the plans assessed the alternating street wall setback along

With the exception of retaining existing ) Gertrude is somewhat confusing to view. The renders do not make it any
front setbacks, all new street walls within - 0.40m clearer as to what this alternating setback would look like upon

the commercial and mixed use zone should
be built to boundary.

completion.

The intent of the Framework is for development to achieve a continuous
street wall with no front setback unless an existing front setback exists to
a heritage building. This is to respond to the prevailing heritage character
of Gertrude Street, provide a clear definition at the street edge and to
maximise the developable area. As the proposal is a new development
without heritage constraints it should be built to the boundary for its
entire frontage along Gertrude street.
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Built form

requirements Gertrude Street Built Form Framework | Proposal Assessment of proposal

Upper lever Precinct 1a: Gertrude Street (World The following setbacks The proposal does not comply with the upper level setback requirement
setback Heritage Environs) are provided from identified in the Framework.

Gertrude Street: The Framework identifies a 10m upper level setback requirement for the

- 4mat level 2 section of Gertrude Street the proposalis located within. Whilst the
proposal is setback 10m at level 4, the proposal does not meet this

10m upper level setback between Fitzroy

Street and Royal Lane.

7m at level 3 ) . .
Ensure upper levels are visually concealed requirement as levels 2 and 3 are not setback the required distance above

to manage views to the Royal Exhibition - 10m atlevel 4 the street wall at 4m and 7m respectively.
Building from the identified view

The 4m setback at level 2 is significantly less than the identified 10m and a
locations

terrace at the centre of this level protrudes into the setback which further
reduces it to 2.12m. This is 7.88m under what the Framework establishes
as an acceptable upper level setback for this section of Gertrude Street.
The 7m setback at level 3 also has a terrace protruding into the setback
reducing it to 6.08m.

Along this section of Gertrude Street visually concealed upper levels are
required to protect significant views and vistas to the Royal Exhibition
Building and Carlton Gardens. The proposal must not compete with the
Royal Exhibition Building ‘dome’ when viewed from Gertrude Street.

Itis viewed that additional front setbacks to the higher form above the
podium are required for this reason and to align with the Frameworks
recommended requirements. Greater setbacks will reduce the dominance
of the built form in relation to the Royal Exhibition Building and assist to
maintain a sense of ‘openness’ in views to it.

Building New development should provide a design | The following setbacks The proposal does not comply with the building separation and rear

separation and  response that considers the existing are provided from Royal | boundary requirements identified in the Framework.

rear boundaries condition and future development Lane:
opportunities of adjacent properties in
terms of outlook, daylight and solar access
to windows. -  2mtolevel 3

While the Framework does not identify specific numerical requirements
- 1.25mtolevel 2 for building separation and rear boundaries in the area the proposal is
located, it is very clear in its intent in retaining views to and ‘breathing
space’ around the Royal Exhibition Building and specifically the dome.

- 4.22mtolevel 4
LM iolevels The views to the dome of the Royal Exhibition Building is far too

encroached upon by the proposal. Specifically greater setbacks to the
west, rear and east are required to achieve a better outcome for the

Precinct 1a: Gertrude Street (World
Heritage Environs)
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Built form
requirements

Overshadowing

Gertrude Street Built Form Framework | Proposal

Facilitate equitable development outcomes  The following setbacks

to adjacent sites through adequate are provided from
building separation to rear boundaries. Marion Lane (Rear):

Provide subtle transition to residential -
interfaces.

Precinct 1a: Gertrude Street (World
Heritage Environs)

1.49m to level 1
1.49m to level 2
1.49m to level 3
2.09m to level 4

The proposal does not
overshadow Gertrude

Ensure new development maintains solar| Street.
access to:

The proposal does

Assessment of proposal

World Heritage Environs Area. The proposal must not compete with views
to the dome from Gertrude Street or Marion Lane.

In particular, the rear of the proposal (Marion Lane) requires additional
setback. Currently at the rear there is 1.49m setback at levels 1, 2 and 3
with a slightly greater setback of 2.09m at level 4.

Itis viewed that the rear of the development requires an increased
setback from level 2 and above as to not visually overwhelm the Royal
Exhibition Building. Greater setbacks to the east and west of the proposal
are also recommended for this reason.

The proposal complies with the overshadowing requirements identified in
the Framework.

The proposal does not overshadow Gertrude Street or any other streets to
the first floor within the study area between 10am and 2pm at the equinox.

The proposal does overshadow a row of terraces which front Nicholson

= The footpath on the south side of overshadow Royal Lane to Street and back onto Royal Lane to the first floor between 9am and 10am at
Gertrude Street between 10am and 2pm | the first floor between 9am the equinox. However, as this is outside the specified time frame (10am to
at the equinox. and 10am. 2pm) on the equinox this is deemed acceptable.

* The western footpath of Fitzroy Street
(2m from property boundary) from
10am; and the opposite eastern footpath
(2m from property boundary) before
2pm.

* For other streets within the study area,
to first floor between 10am and 2pm at
the equinox (21 September).
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Built form
requirements

Vehicle and
pedestrian
access

Gertrude Street Built Form Framework

Ensure servicing and car parking is
provided from secondary side streets or
rear laneways.

The consolidation of services into
basement levels is highly encouraged to
mitigate extent of inactive, blank walls to
the public realm.

Proposal Assessment of proposal

Vehicle access is via Marion The proposal complies with the traffic access requirements identified in the
Lane. Framework.

Traffic access being provided through the rear laneway is in compliance
with the proposed DDO and in general accordance with Yarra’s DDOs.
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City of Yarra
Heritage Advice

Application No.: PLN20/0566

Address of Property: 1-9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy

Planner: Nish Goonetilleke

Yarra Planning Scheme References: Clauses 43.01, 21.05, 22.02 and 22.14

I provided brief verbal advice previously and which was emailed to the applicant.

Heritage Overlay No. HO361 Precinct: World Heritage Environs Area Precinct.

Incorporated plan: Incorporated Plan under the provisions of clause 43.01 Heritage Overlay,
Planning permit exemptions, July 2014. No particular controls apply.

Abuts HO 334 South Fitzroy and Royal Terrace, 50-68 Nicholson Street, Fitzroy (VHR0172,
HO183).

Figure 1 Heritage Overlay Map

Anthemion Consultancies 10713 Yarra Heritage Advice
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Figure 2 World Heritage Environs Area (WHEA) Area of Greater Sensitivity

Level of significance

No. 1 - 9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy, a factory/warehouse constructed 1960 - 1970, is listed
under No. 7 Gertrude Street in Appendix 8, City of Yarra Review of Heritage Overlay Areas
2007. (Rev. March 2020). It is Not contributory.

Proposal
Demolition of all existing fabric and construction of a 5 level building above a 2 level basement.
Drawing Numbers

A set of architectural drawings prepared by Snehetta, marked “Schematic Design. Issued for
Town Planning RFI Response Rev. 2/ 0/ 29/10/20" as per Council’s website.

Heritage Impact Statement prepared by Lovell Chen and dated November, 2020.

Letter from Heritage Victoria to Yarra City Council, dated 7 December, 2020.

Anthemion Consultancies 20713 Yarra Heritage Advice
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Essentially this letter indicates that Heritage Victoria does not support the proposal, inter alia,
for the following reasons, viz.:

While the reviewed WHEA Strategy Plan is still being drafted, the height of the proposal at
1-9 Gertrude Street is significantly higher than that which has been proposed by the
consultants.

The Draft Strategy Plan identifies key views and vistas to and from the REB&CG for
protection. This includes views from the dome of the REB which will soon be open to the
public and views of nineteenth century setting out of the Carlton Gardens looking
westwards. Key views to the dome of the REB include those identified in the existing 2009
Strategy and DDOs pertaining to the WHEA such as views from Gertrude Street and
Marion Lane.

From the modelling undertaken, it is considered that the proposal for 1-9 Gertrude Street
is not appropriate in its current form, as it would:

+ be the largest building in the immediate area and a change to the prevailing low scale form

+ take away from the prominence of the dome of the REB when viewed from Gertrude Street and
Marion Lane

* not be sympathetic to its current low-rise setting.

I note that the applicant has submitted perspectives which are in accord with the VCAT accepted
methodology and which show that Heritage Victoria’s 3D modelling is not correct. While there
are discrepancies, the Heritage Victoria version is not so inaccurate that one cannot get a
general understanding of the impacts of the proposal. Nevertheless I have referred to the views
labelled VCAT compliant and also views obtained in the street.

Context Description

The site is immediately behind (east) Royal Terrace and is separated only by a narrow lane
(Royal Lane). Royal Terrace and the subject site are both included in the WHEA. The Statement
of Significance for Royal Terrace reads, inter alia, viz.:

Why is it significant?

Royal Terrace is of architectural significance as the largest early terrace building surviving

in Melbourne, and is unrivalled amongst the early terraces for its elegance. The simple
composition and austere decoration makes it a notable example, albeit a sober one, of the

comparatively rare Regency style in Victoria. It has no comparison in terms of scale or
quality of stonework to any other extant, early terrace building in the other major urban
areas of Australia. It is remarkably intact, most notably the unified facade. The
combination of stone and stucco is also particularly unusual. The ability to appreciate
much of the original 19th century fabric and the hierarchy of the forms including remnant
stables is of particular significance as a valuable record of early residential architecture.

Rovyal Terrace is architecturally significant not only as a prominent landmark but also as an
integral part of the remaining Victorian era streetscape of Nicholson Street. The early
flagstone pavement is unusual in Melbourne. In conjunction with the Exhibition Buildings
opposite, the temrace is a potent reminder of the dramatic development and resultant
social changes occurring in Melbourne during the second half of the nineteenth century as
the city gained international prominence.

Anthemion Consultancies 3of13 Yarra Heritage Advice
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Royal Terrace is of historical significance for its association with a number of important
Victorian identities, particularly John O'Shanassy and Nicholas Chevalier. The array of
distinguished occupants demonstrates the prestigious location and setting, close to
Parliament and Eastern Hill, and opposite the Carlton Gardens and Exhibition Buildings.
[Emphasis added.]

Royal Terrace is highly visible from the Royal Exhibition Building and the Carlton Gardens, in
particular from the French fountain forecourt and the Dome promenade. It is also highly visible
from the west side of Nicholson Street.

To date, the east side of Nicholson Street, say between Gertrude and Palmer Streets, and also
further north to Johnston Street and also south to Princes Street, is a highly intact Victorian and
Edwardian streetscape. Nicholson Street in front of Royal Terrace retains its original flagstone
paving, one of only two examples in Fitzroy.

In summary, the Nicholson Street streetscape is highly intact, includes original infrastructure,
remains free from visual intrusion caused by non-original elements and has an unencumbered
skyline when viewed from the west and the Carlton Gardens. It is one of the epicentres of
architectural heritage significance in Fitzroy. Its pristine condition is in part due to the heritage
policies in the Yarra Planning Scheme and the high level of heritage appreciation amongst the
general public.

The Gertrude Street streetscape also has a high level of intactness. The south side is mostly
intact between Nicholson and Brunswick Streets. On the north side there is also a high level of
intactness and it is noted that there are only two major interventions which are highly visible
and visually intrusive insofar as Gertrude Street is concerned. One is the subject site and the
other is a group of c.1970s double-storey brown brick offices three doors to the east (No. 19?7
Gertrude Street). Neither of these visually penetrate above the established Victorian skyline.

Gertrude Street, and to some extent Nicholson Street, can be seen as gateways into Fitzroy,
Melbourne’s first suburb.

Clause 21.05-1 sets out relevant Objectives and Strategies, viz,:

Objective 14 To protect and enhance Yarra's heritage places.

Strategy 14.1 Conserve, protect and enhance identified sites and areas of heritage
significance including pre-settlement ecological heritage.

Strategy 14.2 Support the restoration of heritage places.

Strategy 14.3 Protect the heritage skyline of heritage precincts.

Strategy 14.4 Protect the subdivision pattern within heritage places.

Strategy 14.5 Protect the significant landscape and heritage within streets, parks,
gardens, waterways or other open spaces.

Strategy 14.6 Protect buildings, streetscapes and precincts of heritage significance

from the visual intrusion of built form both within places and from
adjoining areas.

Strategy 14.7 Protect sites of significance to Aboriginal people.

Strategy 14.8 Apply the Development Guidelines for sites subject to a Heritage
Overlay policy at clause 22.02

Strategy 14.9 Apply the Landmarks and Tall Structures policy at clause 22.03

Objective 15 To protect the setting and context of the World Heritage Listed
Royal Exhibition Building and Carlton Gardens.

Anthemion Consultancies 4 0f 13 Yarra Heritage Advice
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Strategy 15.1 Manage future development within the World Heritage Environs Area
surrounding the World Heritage Listed Royal Exhibition Building and
Carlton Gardens.

Strategy 15.2 Protect views to the Royal Exhibition Building from Gertrude Street
and Marion Lane through the application of the Design and
Development Overlay. [Emphasis added.]

Assessment of Proposed Works

Demolition

Demolition as proposed is acceptable.

Proposed works

Built form (setbacks/ height)

Setbacks

Ground floor Gertrude Street: 410 mm - 1.32 metres are appropriate. However a slightly

deeper setback on the east side to be in line with the facade of No. 11 Gertrude Street
(bluestone building) would be a significant improvement and heritage response.
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Figure 3 MMBW. City of Fitzroy Detail Plan No. 1205. 1899. Scale: 40":1".

The site was previously occupied by Granite Terrace, an impressive 3 storey masonry terrace
containing 5 dwellings and of similar appearance to Royal Terrace (Nicholson Street). Together
they made an impressive comer streetscape. Granite Terrace was set back behind No, 11
Gertrude Street and its steps and gardens contributed to the Gertrude Street streetscape

Anthemion Consultancies 50f13 Yarra Heritage Advice
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similarly to Glass Terrace (Nos. 64 — 78 Gertrude Street) and also Royal Terrace and Barcelona
Terrace in Brunswick Street, immediately south of Gertrude Street.

Figure 7 £.1958 photo of Granite Terraces with gates to Royal Lane
Source: The University of Melbourne, Jack O'Brien, archives ref no. 1965.0004.00242

Figure & Three years prior to demolition, 22 April 1962 phato of Granite Terrace
Source: State Library Victoria, 1.T. Collins Collection, Accession number: H96.210/38

LOVELL CHEN 8

Figure 4 Granite Terrace as illustrated in the HIS prepared by
Lovell Chen.

Ground floor Royal Lane and Marion Lane: on the boundary. Acceptable.

Level 1 Gertrude Street: increase the setback at the east end as indicated above.

Level 1 Royal Lane: on the boundary. Acceptable.

Level 1 Marion Lane: set back 1.49 metres to the elevation at the west end and 1.3 metres at
the east end. Balustrade on the boundary. Acceptable.

Anthemion Consultancies 60f 13 Yarra Heritage Advice
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Level 2 Gertrude Street: 4 metres. Acceptable.

Level 2 Royal Lane: setback to the elevation is 2.5 metres and with terraces in the setback.
Setback between the boundary and the balustrade is 590 mm. Acceptable.

Level 2 Marion Lane: mostly on the boundary. Acceptable but see discussion below.

Level 3 Gertrude Street: setback to the elevation at the east end is 9 metres and to the
balustrade it is 4 metres. At the west end the building is angled. The setback to the elevation is
7 metres.

Level 3 Royal Lane: part of the elevation is angled and part is parallel to the property line. The
setbacks vary considerably and are generally acceptable but see discussion below..

Level 3 Marion Lane: setback to the elevation 1.31 metres. Acceptable but see discussion
below.

Level 4: generally similar to Level 3.

Rooftop Plant: while setback from Nicholson and Gertrude Streets, given impacts in views from
the Carlton Gardens and the west side of Nicholson Street, the plant should pushed back as far
as is possible to the north east corner. This might entail some re-arrangement of the solar
panels.

Where the setbacks have been considered to be acceptable, that is in plan form i.e. and of
themselves, when considered in relation to height and views, the upper levels are problematic.
See discussion below.

Height

The height to the roof is 19.2 metres and to the top of the plant area it is 22.5 metres.
Depending on the viewpoint this is 1 — 2 levels higher than anything in the immediate area,
other than for St Vincent’s Hospital and one narrow building on the south side of Gertrude Street
and which is inconspicuous. These examples cannot be used as precedents.

My initial advice was to drop the podium heights for all the bays to be no higher than the
bluestone building (No. 11 Gertrude Street) and to delete the top floor. This is still my
recommendation. The height for two levels in the podium is 7.8 metres which is generous. I
note that the existing parapet on the subject site is higher than the bluestone building and this
appears to be the datum for the proposed height. The existing building has no heritage value
and should not be used as a precedent. It was constructed when any planning scheme
applicable to Fitzroy was different and less concerned with heritage values than the present
scheme.

After deleting one level, the Fourth (new top) level needs to be set back further from the rear
(Marion Lane), and considerably from the west away from Royal Terrace and the Exhibition
Building and from the east which will ensure a more recessive form as viewed from the east
along Gertrude Street.

Anthemion Consultancies Tof13 Yarra Heritage Advice
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VIEW 2: FROM GERTRUDE STREET LOOKING WES

Figure 5 In this view the building is top heavy and dominant.
It is without precedent in the Gertrude Street
streetscape. The east elevation is mostly blank and
highly visible from Gertrude Street which will add to
its dominance. The top levels compete with the
Dome and its drum on the skyline. The top level
should be deleted.

Anthemion Consultancies 80of 13 Yarra Heritage Advice
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VIEW 3: FROM MARION LANE LOOKING WEST

Figure 6 This view appears to be from the western
end of Marion Lane and only provides one
part of the story.

Figure 22 Framed view from the narrow east end of Marion Lane looking west tothe REB

Figure 7 This view in the HIS is the iconic view and
this view to the Dome along Marion Lane will
most likely be changed. A VCAT compliant
perspective of the proposed building from
this vantage point is required.

This is an iconic view of the Royal Exhibition Building Dome which is similar to a long narrow
view of the dome of the Florence Duomo. The upper levels have the potential to encroach on
the Marion Lane viewscape.

Anthemion Consultancies 9o0f 13 Yarra Heritage Advice
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The Development Guidelines for Heritage Places in the World Heritage Environs Area (Cl. 22.14-
3) state. inter alia. viz.:

* protect direct views and vistas to the Royal Exhibition Building and Carlton
Gardens from bordering/abutting streets and other views and vistas to the dome
available from streets within the precinct including Gertrude Street, Marion Lane
and in Victoria Parade immediately east of the junction with Nicholson Street.

VIEW 4: FROM NICHOLSON STREET LOOKING NOI

Figure 8 My initial advice was that the west elevation
is problematic and needs less height and
greater setbacks away from the Dome, Royal
Terrace and potentially Gertrude Street. It
also needs to be softened to as to reduce
visual intrusion and make it less apparent.

Materials/Colours

The design should include more textured brick instead of big areas of blank brick — the plain
brickwork is an issue to the south and east in particular.

The colours are generally acceptable as can be ascertained from photocopies supplied. Given
the prominence of the site and its highly sensitive nature, samples of all materials must be
provided to the Responsible Authority for approval.

Positive notes are that the proportions and rhythm of the design are generally good and other
than as might be mentioned specifically elsewhere in this advice.

My initial comments were also that the “Popping in and out for the podium works well”.
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Recommendation / Comments:
Not approved.

The context is highly sensitive from a heritage perspective and there are very few opportunities
for comparable developments — this means the subject site will be particulardy prominent and
also because of its prominent location in Gertrude Street which acts as a gateway into Fitzroy.
It will set an inappropriate precedent in its current form.

The site is in close proximity to the Royal Exhibition Building, Carlton Gardens and Royal
Terrace. This highly significant context can be easily, irrevocably and adversely affected by
degrees of change and the combination of elements i.e. height, setback, exact location, style.
Leaving aside the sympathetic infill on the St Vincent’s site in Gertrude Street, there are only
two allotments which do not contribute to the heritage streetscape i.e. the subject site and the
double-storey brown brick offices at No. 19 (?) Gertrude Street.

The proposal is not sufficiently compliant with Cl 22.14 Development Guidelines for Heritage
Places in the World Heritage Environs Area and in particular Cl. 22.14-3:

Policy
It is policy to:

+ retain and conserve individually significant and contributory places, including
contributory fabric, form, architectural features and settings, to assist with
maintaining the heritage character of the setting and context of the Royal
Exhibition Building and Carlton Gardens.

+ retain and conserve the valued heritage character of streetscapes to assist with
maintaining the heritage character of the setting and context of the Royal
Exhibition Building and Carlton Gardens.

« retain the predominantly lower scale form of development which provides a
contrast to the dominant scale and form of the Royal Exhibition Building.

+« avoid consolidation of allotments in residential areas which will result in the loss
of evidence of typical nineteenth century subdivision and allotment patterns.

* protect direct views and vistas to the Royal Exhibition Building and Carlton
Gardens from bordering/abutting streets and other views and vistas to the dome
available from streets within the precinct including Gertrude Street, Marion Lane
and in Victoria Parade immediately east of the junction with Nicholson Street.

+ discourage the introduction and proliferation of permanent structures and items
such as shelters, signage (other than for historic interpretation purposes), kiosks
and the like around the perimeter of the Royal Exhibition Building and Carlton
Gardens in order to:

* avoid impacts on the presentation of the Royal Exhibition Building and

Carlton Gardens, including impacts on axial views along treed alleys and
avenues; and
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* minimise inappropriate visual clutter around the perimeter of the Royal
Exhibition Building and Carlton Gardens.

The proposal is not sufficiently compliant with Cl 22.02-5.7.1 Development Guidelines for Sites
Subject to the Heritage Overlay, viz.:

General

Encourage the design of new development and alterations and additions to a heritage
place or a contributory element to a heritage place to:

* Respect the pattern, rhythm, orientation to the street, spatial characteristics,
fenestration, roof form, materials and heritage character of the surrounding
historic streetscape.

* Be articulated and massed to correspond with the prevailing building form of the
heritage place or contributory elements to the heritage place.

* Be visually recessive and not dominate the heritage place.

* Be distinguishable from the original historic fabric.

+« Notremove, cover, damage or change original historic fabric.
* Not obscure views of principle fagades.

* Consider the architectural integrity and context of the heritage place or
contributory element.

As proposed there will be negative outcome on views from the Dome promenade over the
historic Fitzroy streetscapes and also the upper levels will be in visual conflict with the straight
parapet of Royal Terrace when viewed from the Carlton Gardens and the Dome promenade.

VIEW 6: FROM THE REB LOOKING EAST

Figure 9 View towards Royal Terrace for the Frencc
fountain forecourt.
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Since it was constructed 1854 - 1856, there has never been any visual intrusion on the
skyline of and behind Royal Terrace. The Housing Commission towers (arrowed) which are
visible, are an entire block away in Brunswick Street and were erected in a completely
different political climate and planning environment and cannot be used to justify what is
proposed on this site.

To alleviate this at least one level should be deleted; then the fourth (new top) level should be
set back considerably from the rear (north) and west away from Royal Terrace and the Royal
Exhibition Building.

Greater setbacks above the podium on the east end of the Gertrude Street elevation will
ensure a more recessive form as viewed from Gertrude St. The east elevation is blank and
highly visible from Gertrude St which will add to the dominance of the proposed building in
views from the east.

Given the prominence of the site and its highly sensitive nature, samples of all materials must
be provided to the Responsible Authority for approval.

Further consideration of the proposal needs to be made in accord with the current review of
the WHEA Strategy Plan, moreover given that the Royal Exhibition Building is one of only three
Australian built form sites inscribed on the World Heritage List. The others are the Sydney
Opera House and the Convict Sites.

A VCAT compliant perspective looking west along Marion Lane for Fitzroy Street is required.

Signed:

Robyn Riddett

Director — Anthemion Consultancies
Date: 5 February, 2021.
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Schernatic Design

Development Summary Table

Level | Hame | Gra Level | Name | s |
BASEMENTZ | AMENITIES 1w GROUND | ART GALLERY 138 m
BASEMENT2  ANCILLARY 26 m* GROUND ART GALLERY STORAGE 16 m*
BASEMENT2 | CIRCULATION em GROUND | FOOD AND DRINK 134w
BASEMENT2 | CORE 35 m | PREMISES
BASEMENT2 | EQUIPMENT STORAGE 10 m® (GROUND | SHOP 1 8 m*
BASEMENT2 | PARKING azm |GROUND _|SHOP 2 ki
BASEMENTZ | PLANT Em GROUND | 5HOR 3 62 mt
'BASEMENT 2 | PLANT lam GRAOUNMD  |SHOP 4 55 m*
BASEMENT2 | STORAGE 2
BASEMENT2 | STORAGE 1 183 m* (LEVELY  |OFFICE 705 m*
BASEMENT2Z  STORAGE 2 52 m*

LEVELZ | DFFICE 558 m*
'BASEMENT1 | BICYCLE PARKING (46 m*
BASEMENT1 | GRCULATION 1am lteveLs  [oreice [mm |
BASEMENT1 | CORE 35 mt Tatal HLA iom?
BASEMENT1  END OF TRIF a2 m*
BASEMENT1 | MAIN SWITCHEOARD ROOM |19 m?
BASEMENT1 | PARKING aEm*
BASEMENT1 | PLANT (B
BASEMENT1 | RESIDENTIAL STORAGE 3
BASEMENT 1 | WATER METER ASSEMBLY 1w
GROUND | AMENITIES [11m
GROUND | ART GALLERY 150m
GROUND ART GALLERY STORAGE 18 m*
GROUND | CAR LIFT ACCESS B
GROUND | GREULATION (37 m
GROUND | CORE e
GROUND | FOOD AND DRINK PREMISES 155 m*
GROUND | GAS METER ASSEMBLY 0w
GROUND LOBBY [ RECEPTION M m
GROUND  PassAsE [z
GROUND  |SHOP L 84
GROUND  sHOP2 52
GROUND  |SHOP3 5w
GROUND SHOP 4 &7 m*
GROUND | sussTATION [
GROUND | WASTE 27
LEVEL1 AMENITIES 5m’
LEVEL CREULATION 1w
LEVELL |coRe 36
LEVELL [orFicE (75 m*
LEVEL2 AMENITIES 25 m*
LevEL2 CHCULATION 12w
LEvEL2 |coRE 6m
LEVEL2 OFFICE 588 m*
LEVEL2 TERAACE a2
LEVEL 2 TERRACE 18 m*
LEVEL 2 |TERRACE BEm?
LEVELS. [AmENmES 25 mt
LEVEL3 CRCULATION 12
LEVELS [core [em
LEVELS OFFKE a8 m*
LEVEL3 | TERRACE 15
LEVELS TERRACE 2w
LEVEL3 TERRACE B m*
LEvELE CORE % m
LEVELY |RESIDENCE 344
LEVELa TERRACE 15m
LEVELA TERRACE 0w
Total GFA 50486 m*

1-8 GERTRUDE STREET
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Summary Table
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Exterior Finishes Schedule
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| wage | 0 idimtiwelocatios 000 |

0.1 SOUTHERN FACADE - STREET LEVEL DOOR TYPE 01 - Gl FRONT A
002 STREET LEVEL DOOR TYPE 02 A
0.03 STREET LEVEL DOOR TYPE 03 - SECURITY GATE A
L0l VARIES GLASS TYPE 01 - CLEAR GLAZING A
.01 WESTERN FACADE - EXTERMAL TERRACES | LANDSCAPE 00 - WARM TOMED CONCRETE A
MAOL VARIES MID BROWN MASONEY BRICK TYPE 01 - SOUD A
MAOE VARIES MID BROWN MASONEY BRICK TYPE 02 - RELIEF A
MAOE VARIES MID BROWN MASONEY BRICK TYPE 03 - RECESSED A
MA DS VARIES MID BROWHN MASONRY BRICK TYPE Q4 - HIT AND MISS A
MW EXTERNAL TERRACES METALWORK TYFE 01 - METAL WIRE BALUSTRADE A
FLO1 WESTERN TERRACES. NATIVE VEGETATION FLANTING T PLANTER AOXES ON WESTERN FACADE A

MECHANICAL PLANT SCRE ENING SCREENING TYFE D1 - DOUBLE LAYERED MESH. COLOUR TD MATCH BRICK TONE A

SOUTHERN FACADE - STREET LEVEL GLAZING TYPE 01 - STEEL FRAME GLADNG SYSTEM. CLEAR GLASS. A

SOUTHERN AND NORTHERN FACADES | GLAZING TYPE 02 - RECESSED FULL HEKGHT GLAZING Wy OPERABLE OPENINGS. CLEAR A

GLASS.
WESTERN FACADE GLADING TYPE 03 - DEEPLY RECESSED FULL HEWGHT GLAZING W/ OFERABLE OPENINGS.  |A
CLEAR GLASS.

WESTERN FACADE GLAZING TYPE 04 - RECESSED FLILL HEXGHT GLAZING. FIRED. CLEAR GLASS.

SOUTHERN FACADE - EXTEANAL TERRACES | HARG LANDSCAPE TERRACE - LARGE CONCRETE TILES AND VARIDUS GRAVEL TYPES A

WESTERN FACADE - EXTERMNAL TERRACES | EXTERNAL PAVING TYPE 02 4

NOM ACCESSIBLE RODF GRAVELS A

GROUND FLOOR PUBLIC REALM INTERFACE | BLUESTONE PAVING. 10x100mm STEEL EDGING WE LDED TO BARS AT 1200 CTRS ONEDGE A

OPROETE

__Snghetta 24
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Schernatic Design
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Streetscape Plan
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Demolition South Elevation
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Demolition West Elevation
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Demolition North Elevation
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Demolition East Elevation
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Basement 2 Plan
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Level 4 Floor Plan
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Attachment 9 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Strategic Transport
Comments

YaRRA Planning Referral

To: MNish Goonetilleke

From: Chloe Wright

Date: 30/12/2020

Subject: Strategic Transport Comments

Application No: PLNZ20/0566

Description: Full demalition, construction of a mulfi-level building (5 storeys, plus two basement
levels) and a reduction in the car parking requirements with the use of the land for a food
and drink premises, shops, art gallery, offices and one dwelling (permit required for
dwelling use).

Site Address 1 — 9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy

| refer to the above Planning Application and the accompanying Traffic report prepared by Ratio
Consultants in relation to the proposed development at 1 — 9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy. Council's
Strategic Transport unit provides the following information:

Access and Safety

No access or safety issues have been identified.

Bicycle Parking Provision
Statutory Requirement

Under the provisions of Clause 52.34-3 of the Yarra Planning Scheme, the development’s bicycle
parking requirements are as follows:

Proposed Quantity/ - No. of Spaces No. of Spaces
Use Size Statutory Parking Rate Required Allocated
Dwellings 1 dwelling In developments of four or more 0 resident

storeys, 1 resident space to each 5 spaces

dwellings
In developments of four or more 0 visitor spaces
storeys, 1 visitor space to each 10
dwellings

Office 1,654 sqgm 1 employee space to each 300 sgm 6 employee

of net floor area If the net floor area spaces

exceeds 1000 sgm
1visitor space to each 1000 sgm of | 2 visitor spaces
net floor area if the net floor area
exceeds 1000 sgqm

Place of 139 sgm 1 employee space to each 1500 0 employee
assembly sgm of net floor area spaces

2 plus 1 visitor space to each 1500 | 2 visitor spaces

sgm of net floor area

Retail 134 sgm 1 employee space to each 300 sqgm 0 employee
premises of leasable floor area spaces

Page 10of 3
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Attachment 9 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Strategic Transport

Comments
1visitor space to each 500 sgm of 0 visitor spaces
leasable floor area
Shop 229 sgm 1 employee space to each 600 sgm 0 employee
of leasable floor area if the leasable spaces

floor area exceeds 1000 sgm

1 visitor space to each 500 sgm of
leasable floor area if the leasable
floor area exceeds 1000 sgqm

0 visitor spaces

6 resident / .
employee 20 resident /
. . employee spaces
Bicycle Parking Spaces Total spaces
4 visitor .
6 visitor spaces
spaces

Showers / Change rooms

1 to the first 5 employee spaces and 1
to each additional 10 employee spaces

1 showers /
change rooms

4 showers /
change rooms

Adequacy of visitor spaces

The following comments are provided in relation to the provision of visitor spaces:

Bicycle hoops should be positioned outside of adjacent parking bay ‘car door zones’

6 visitor spaces are proposed, which meets Council's best practice recommendation’ of 6

visitor spaces.

All visitor spaces are located at the Gertrude Street footpath and are positioned parallel to

the kerb.

The general location of bicycle hoops is acceptable, however the hoops should be positioned
outside of adjacent parking bay ‘car door zones’ (see example below) and any existing trees,
poles and signposts should be shown to demonstrate that the proposed position and
clearances of hoops is acceptable.
The layout of bicycle hoops should be in accordance with Council’'s Urban Design standard
detail for bicycle hoops (attached). Notations indicating the dimensions of bicycle hoops
should be shown on the plans to demonstrate the layout complies with Council’s standard

detail and access and clearance requirements of AS2890.3.

00

Marked Car Bay

Door zone

Adequacy of employee spaces

Number of spaces

20 resident / employee spaces are proposed, which meets Council's best practice rate?
recommendation of 18 employee / resident spaces.

'Category 6 of the Built Environment Sustainability Scorecard (BESS) recommends a rate of 0.25 visitor
spaces to each dwelling and 1 visitor space to each 500sqm of office floor space.
2 Category 6 of the SDAPP offers the following for best-practice guidance for resident bicycle parking rates:
“As a rule of thumb, at least one bicycle space should be provided per dwelling for residential buildings” and
the following for employee office rates: Non-residential buildings should provide spaces for at least 10% of
building occupants.” Assuming a floor-space occupancy of 1 staff member to 10sqgm (which is the maximum
rate allowed under the National Construction Code for fire safety), providing bicycle spaces for 10% of

occupants results in a rate of 1 space per 100sqm of floor area

Page 2 of 3
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Attachment 9 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Strategic Transport
Comments

Design and location of employee /resident spaces and facilities

The following comments are provided in relation to the location and design of employee / resident
bike parking:

* All employee / resident spaces are provided within a secure facility at Basement 1, with access
via an entrance at Gertrude Street and lift shaft within the lobby / reception area.

* 8 employee / resident spaces are provided as horizontal bicycle hoops, which satisfies the
AS2890.3 requirement for at least 20% of employee bicycle storage spaces to be provided as
horizontal at ground-level spaces.

* Dimensions of bicycle spaces are noted and appear to comply with access requirements of
AS2890.3.

* 4 shower / change rooms are provided within an end of trip facilities area adjacent to the
bicycle parking at Basement 1, which meets Council's best practice recommendation. Section
6.4 of the Traffic Report notes 3 shower / change rooms; it is assumed that this is a typo.

Electric Vehicles

Council's BESS guidelines encourage the use of fuel efficient and electric vehicles (EV). To allow for
easy future provision for electric vehicle charging, it is recommended that car parking areas should
be electrically wired to be ‘EV ready’ to enable future installation of EV charging.

Green Travel Plan
Given the development has a total non-residential floor area of more than 1,000sqm, pursuant to
Clause 22.17-4 a Green Travel Plan (GTP) must be provided. The following information should be
included:
a) Description of the location in the context of alternative modes of transport;
b) Employee welcome packs (e.g. provision of Myki/transport ticketing);
c) Sustainable transport goals linked to measurable targets, performance indicators and
monitoring timeframes;
d) A designated ‘manager’ or ‘champion’ responsible for co-ordination and implementation;
e) Details of bicycle parking and bicycle routes;
f) Details of Green Travel funding and management responsibilities;
g) The types of bicycle storage devices proposed to be used for employee and visitor spaces
(i.e. hanging or floor mounted spaces);
h) Security arrangements to access the employee bicycle storage spaces;
i) Signage and wayfinding information for bicycle facilities and pedestrians pursuant to
Australian Standard AS2890.3; and
j) Provisions for the GTP to be updated not less than every five years.

Recommendations
The following should be shown on the plans before endorsement:

1. Notations indicating the dimensions of visitor bicycle spaces and relevant access ways to
demonstrate compliance with Australian Standard AS2890.3 or be otherwise to the satisfaction
of the responsible authority.

A Green Travel Plan should be provided with the information outlined previously.
Regards
Chloe Wright

Sustainable Transport Officer
Strategic Transport Unit

Page 3 of 3
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Attachment 9 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude St Fitzroy - Council Strategic Transport Comments
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Attachment 10 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude Street Fitzroy - External Acoustic Referral
Comments

SLR¥

22 December 2020

640.10090.06700-L01-v1.0 1-9 Gertrude St acoustic review.docx

City of Yarra
P.O.Box 168
Richmond VIC 3121

Attention: Nish Goonetilleke

Dear Nish

1-9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy
Development Application Acoustic Review
PLN20/0566

SLR Consulting Pty Ltd (SLR) has been retained by the City of Yarra to provide a review of the acoustic assessment
report for the planning application at 1-9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy.

Details of the report are as follows:
s Title: 1-9 Gertrude Street — Acoustic Assessment
¢ Reference: 20201010.1/2910A/R1/ET
* Date: 29/10/2020
s  Preparedfor: Urban Pty Ltd

*  Prepared by: Acoustic Logic

The report has been prepared to support the application to construct a four-storey mixed-use building on the
site.

1 Background Information
Summary of the Acoustic Report (Sections 1—3)

The site location, nearby sensitive receivers, proposed development and RFI from the City of Yarra are identified
in these sections of the report.

The nearest noise sensitive receivers are the three-storey serviced apartment building to the north at 8 Royal
Lane, the two-storey commercial/residential building to the immediate east at 11 Gertrude Street, and the
three-storey townhouses to the west at 50-58 Nicholson Street.

SLR Consulting Australia Pty Ltd Level 11, 176 Wellington Parade East Melbourne VIC 3002 Australia
T: 461 392499400 F:+61 392499499 E: melbourne@slrconsulting.com
www.slrconsulting.com ABN 29 001 584 612
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Attachment 10 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude Street Fitzroy - External Acoustic Referral
Comments

City of Yarra SLR Ref: 640.10090.06700-L01-v1.0 1-9 Gertrude St
1-9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy acoustic review.doox
Development Application Acoustic Review Date: 22 December 2020
PLN20/0566

The proposed building includes:
s  Two levels of basement car parking with a car lift
*  Four retail premises and a food & drink premises on the ground floor facing Gertrude Street
* Anelectrical substation on the ground floor facing Marion Lane
*  An art gallery on the ground floor facing Marion Lane
s A carpark entrance on the ground floor facing Marion Lane
®  Abinroom on the ground floor
s  Office tenancieson levels 1to 3
s Aresidential apartment on level 4

* Rooftop mechanical plant
The report has been prepared in response to clause 19 of the RFI from the City of Yarra, which states:

An Acoustic report, prepared by a suitably qualified Acoustic Consultant, addressing the
following;

a. Noise from any services and ancillaries, including the lift proposed as part of this development;
b. Possible noise/vibrations from the car lift;
c. Noise from the tram and traffic along Gertrude Street to the dwelling; and
d. Clause 22.05 (Interface uses policy of the Scheme)
SLR Comments:

The report describes the site location, nearest sensitive receiver, proposed development and relevant planning
RFl clause.

As noted in Section 2 of the report, the Catfish Hotel is a venue located approximately 35 metres from the

proposed development. A formal assessment of noise from this venue has not been conducted, due to COVID
restrictions at the time of the assessment.

2 Background Noise Levels
Summary of the Acoustic Report (Section 2.1)
Background noise monitoring has not been conducted, due to COVID restrictions.

SLR Comments: Due to the relaxation of COVID restrictions since the report was prepared, we suggest that it is
now possible to conduct background noise monitoring in order to determine the relevant noise limits.

Page2 SLR“
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Attachment 10 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude Street Fitzroy - External Acoustic Referral
Comments

City of Yarra SLR Ref: 640.10090.06700-L01-v1.0 1-9 Gertrude 5t
1-9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy acoustic review.doox
Development Application Acoustic Review Date: 22 December 2020
PLN20/0566

3 Clause A: Noise emissions from services and ancillaries

3.1 Noise Limits

SLR Comments

SEPP N-1 limits are not presented in the report, presumably because background noise monitoring was not
possible at the time due to COVID restrictions. We recommend that an updated report include SEPP N-1 limits. If
it is still not possible to obtain typical background noise levels, then Zoning Levels can be used as the noise limits.

3.2 Mechanical Plant and Substation
Summary of the Acoustic Report (Section 5)

A substation is proposed for the ground floor facing Marion Lane and mechanical plant is proposed for the
rooftop. The report states that mechanical plant and equipment shall be designed to comply with SEPP N-1.

SLR Comments

Agreed. We recommend that the report include a statement requiring the mechanical plant and substation, once
designed, be reviewed by a suitably qualified acoustic consultant.

33 Carpark Gate
Summary of the Acoustic Report (Section 7)

A vehicle access door is proposed onto Marion Lane. The report states that noise from the carpark gate be
limited to 65 dBA Lmax when measured outside the serviced apartments and the apartment proposed for the
development.

SLR Comments

Agreed. The report should also clarify that formal SEPP N-1 compliance will need to be achieved (as well as the
LAmax target) with the door operation and that this should be reviewed during the detailed design stage.

3.4 Deliveries, Garbage Collection and Glass Movements
Summary of the Acoustic Report (Section 8)

The report recommends that:

s  Glass from the food and drink premises must not be emptied or transferred anywhere externally from
10pmto 7 am.

s  Garbage collection should be generally (SLR emphasis) limited to between 7 am and 10 pm.

Page 3 SLR¥
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Attachment 10 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude Street Fitzroy - External Acoustic Referral
Comments

City of Yarra SLR Ref: 640.10090.06700-L01-v1.0 1-9 Gertrude 5t
1-9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy acoustic review.doox
Development Application Acoustic Review Date: 22 December 2020
PLN20/0566

SLR Comments

The limits on garbage collection hours should be an absolute requirement (i.e. remove the word “generally”). The
hours should reflect the EPA 1254 Guidelines; 7 am to 8 pm Monday to Saturday and 9 am to 8 pm Sundays and
public holidays, if there are two or more collections per week.

35 Music and Patron Noise from Ground Floor Commercial Premises

Summary of the Acoustic Report (Section 8)

An art gallery is proposed at the Marion Lane and Royal Lane facades, and a Food & Drink Premises is proposed
on the Gertrude Street facade. The report states that music shall be limited to background music only, shall be
inaudible within dwellings and shall meet the SEPP N-2 noise limits.

SLR Comments

Agreed. We recommend that the report be updated with the relevant SEPP N-2 noise limits.

4 Clause B: Noise and vibration emissions from the car lift
Summary of the Acoustic Report (Section 7)

A car lift is proposed for the driveway that exits onto Marion Lane. The report states that noise from the car lift
be limited to 65 dBA Lmax when measured outside the serviced apartments and the apartment proposed for the
development.

SLR Comments:

Generally agreed, but the car lift should also be assessed to SEPP N-1. Vibration from the car lift has not been
assessed, however we expect that it is unlikely to affect nearby sensitive receivers.

5 Clause C: Noise intrusion from trams and traffic into the dwelling
Summary of the Acoustic Report (Section 4)

External noise intrusion has been designed to the following targets:
s 55 dBA Lmax in bedrooms during the night-time (sleep disturbance)
® 45 dBA Leqin bedrooms and living rooms during the daytime

e 40 dBA Leq in bedrooms during the night-time

Page 4 SLR@
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Attachment 10 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude Street Fitzroy - External Acoustic Referral
Comments

City of Yarra SLR Ref: 640.10090.06700-L01-v1.0 1-9 Gertrude St
1-9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy acoustic review.doox
Development Application Acoustic Review Date: 22 December 2020
PLN20/0566

SLR comments

The Lmax sleep disturbance criteria are appropriate. However, we recommend lower Leq noise criteria of 35dBA
Leq,8hr (10 pm to 6 am) in bedrooms and 40 dBA leq,16hr (6 am to 10 pm) in living rooms. SLR have been
recommending these targets in the City of Yarra for a number of years and these are also recommended in the
City of Yarra “Guidelines - managing noise impacts in urban development”, October 2019 document.

The entire assessment has been based on predicted noise levels from traffic noise rather than measurements
(due to COVID reduced traffic conditions during their survey). As an interim approach, we consider this
assessment reasonable but it would be prudent that measurements be undertaken in future during normal traffic
conditions such that AL can design the glazing design more accurately, and to the recommended design targets
discussed above.

6 Clause D: Planning Scheme policy on interface uses
Summary of the Acoustic Report (Section 5.1)

The report states that the development will be designed to comply with SEPP N-1, EPA Noise Control Guidelines
and Australian Standards.

Regarding SEPP N-1 compliance for noise from existing commercial/industrial uses, Section 4.2.3 of the report
states that compliance with existing dwellings will also result in compliance at the proposed apartment.

SLR comments

We agree that the referenced guidelines and regulations are appropriate.

7 Recommendations

A review of the acoustic report prepared for the mixed-use building proposed at 1-9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy has
been completed.

Our recommendations are:

1. An updated report include SEPP N-1 limits. If it is still not possible to obtain typical background noise levels,
then Zoning Levels can be used as the noise limits.

2. A statement be added to the report requiring the mechanical plant (including carpark gate, car lift and
substation), once designed, be reviewed by a suitably qualified acoustic consultant to ensure SEPP N-1
compliance.

3. The limits on garbage collection hours be written as an absolute requirement (i.e. remove the word
“generally”). The hours should reflect the EPA 1254 Guidelines; 7 am to 8 pm Monday to Saturday and 9 am
to 8 pm Sundays and public holidays, if there are two or more collections per week.

4. Lower indoor traffic noise criteria be adopted for the proposed apartment: 35dBA Leq,8hr (10 pm to 6 am)
in bedrooms and 40 dBA Leg,16hr (6 am to 10 pm) in living rooms.
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Attachment 10 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude Street Fitzroy - External Acoustic Referral
Comments

City of Yarra SLR Ref: 640.10090.06700-L01-v1.0 1-9 Gertrude St
1-9 Gertrude Street, Fitzroy acoustic review.doox
Development Application Acoustic Review Date: 22 December 2020
PLN20/0566

5.  The report should also make a recommendation that traffic noise levels be measured and glazing design
revised during the detailed design stage of the development so to ensure the recommended traffic levels are
achieved.

6. A formal assessment of music noise from the Catfish bar (being a live music venue 35 m from the
development) should be undertaken. We note that the Planning Practice Note 81 (relating to Live Music and
Entertainment Noise clause 52.43) states that the status of compliance at existing residences should not be
considered when assessing a new residential development.

Regards,
.-'—'_/ -".J 1
S

Simon de Lisle
Associate - Acoustics

Checked/
Authorised by: JA
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Attachment 11 - PLN20/0566 - 1 - 9 Gertrude Street Fitzroy - Council Arborist Referral

Comments

Memo

To: Glen Williames

Cc:

From: Justin Bates

Date: 3 December 2020

Subject: PLN20/0566 — 1-9 St Gertrude Street, Fitzroy

Glen,

‘YaRRA

Alvevse
vibvant
e,xoit{n@

wmelusive

| would like to reiterate Julia’'s comments regarding this site. Given the sensitivity and significance
regarding trees in Gertrude St, we will require a detailed TMP Providing appropriate actions for tree
preservation in accordance with AS4970, including robust TPZ fencing with appropriate signage, and
a substantial tree protection Bond of $15,000.
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6.2 PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Amendment to Planning Permit
PLN17/1059 to delete the basement levels/car parking, delete Conditions 17, 22,
23 & 24, modify the layout of the ground floor (including an increase in bicycle
parking from 12 to 20 spaces) and a reduction in the statutory car parking
requirement

Executive Summary

Purpose

1.  This report provides an assessment of an amendment to Planning Permit PLN17/1059 to
delete the basement levels/car parking, delete Conditions 17, 22, 23 & 24, modify the layout
of the ground floor (including an increase in bicycle parking from 12 to 20 spaces) and a
reduction in the statutory car parking requirement at 33 Peel Street, Collingwood.

Key Planning Considerations

2. Key planning considerations include:
(@) Clause 18.01 — Integrated Transport;
(b) Clause 21.06 — Transport;
(c) Clause 52.06 — Car Parking;
(d) Clause 52.34 — Bicycle facilities.

Key Issues

3.  The key issues for Council in considering the proposal relate to:
(@) Car parking;
(b) Bicycle parking;
(c) Waste; and,
(d) Objector’s concerns.

Submissions Received

4.  Seven (7) objections were received to the application, these can be summarised as:
(&) Reduction in on-site car parking;
(b) Proposed materials and design;
(c) Overshadowing of Cambridge Street Reserve;
(d) Increase in traffic impacts;
(e) Potential for building to remain unoccupied,;
()  Concerns with waste storage size/procedures;
(g) Height of development.

Conclusion

5. Based on the following report, the proposal is considered to comply with the relevant
planning policy and should therefore be supported subject to the following key requirements:
a. The increased area of glazing within the northern and western fagade at ground level
be incorporated into the plans, as demonstrated in the Sketch Plans (dated 11 March
2021);
b. The alteration to the internal bicycle layout as demonstrated in the Sketch Plans
(dated 11 March 2021) to be incorporated into the design.

CONTACT OFFICER: Lara Fiscalini
TITLE: Principal Planner
TEL: 9205 5372
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6.2 PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Amendment to
Planning Permit PLN17/1059 to delete the basement levels/car
parking, delete Conditions 17, 22, 23 & 24, modify the layout of
the ground floor (including an increase in bicycle parking from
12 to 20 spaces) and a reduction in the statutory car parking
requirement

Reference D21/19074
Author Lara Fiscalini - Principal Planner
Authoriser Senior Coordinator Statutory Planning
Ward: Langridge Ward
Proposal: Amendment to Planning Permit PLN17/1059 to delete the basement
levels/car parking, delete Conditions 17, 22, 23 & 24, modify the
layout of the ground floor (including an increase in bicycle parking
from 12 to 20 spaces) and a reduction in the statutory car parking
requirement

Existing use: Vacant warehouse

Applicant: Blueprint Australia

Zoning / Overlays: Mixed Use Zone (MUZ)

Design and Development Overlay (Schedule 23)
Environmental Audit Overlay (EAO)
Development Plan Contributions Overlay (Schedule 1)

Date of Application: 4/12/2020

Application Number: PLN17/1059.02

Planning History

6.

Planning Permit PLN17/1059 for development of the land for the construction of a mixed-use
building and reduction in car parking requirements was refused by Council on 17 May 2018
on the following ground;

(@) The height of the proposed development does not respond to the site context as
envisaged under Clauses 15.01-1 (Urban Design), 22.10-3.2 (Urban Form and
Character) and 22.10-3.3 (Setbacks and Building Height), and results in excessive
overshadowing to the park to the south.

Council’s refusal was reviewed at the Victorian Civil & Administrative Tribunal (VCAT), with
Council’s decision overturned and Planning Permit PLN17/1059 issued at the direction of
VCAT on 11 February 2019 (VCAT order P1315/2018). This permit allowed the construction
of six dwellings on a lot, construction of buildings and works and a reduction in the car
parking requirement. Plans to comply with this permit were endorsed on 13 December 2019
and the permit was extended (so that works associated with the development could
commence by 11 February 2022) on 26 February 2021.

On 13 May 2020, Council issued an amendment to this planning permit to alter the materials
& design of the building, change the use from residential to office and reduce the statutory
car parking rate associated with office use. Plans to comply with the amended permit were
endorsed on 2 March 2021.
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Planning Scheme Amendments

9.

10.

Amendment C238 — Gazetted 1 February 2021 - inserts a new Schedule 1 to the Development
Contributions Plan Overlay (DCPO1) into the planning scheme (Clause 45.06) and applies the
DCPO1 to all land in the City of Yarra. The amendment replaces the Schedule to Clause 72.03
with a new Schedule to update the list of maps forming part of the planning scheme; and
replaces the Schedule to Clause 72.04 with a new Schedule to incorporate the Yarra
Development Contributions Plan 2017 (HillPDA, April 2019) (The Plan) into the planning
scheme.

The Plan requires developers to pay a contribution towards essential city infrastructure and is
to ensure that the cost of providing new infrastructure and upgrading existing infrastructure is
shared between developers and the wider community on a fair and reasonable basis. The Plan
outlines that DCP charges comprise of Development Infrastructure Levy (DI) and/or a
Community Infrastructure Levy (Cl). Payment of DI (applicable to all new development) may
be made at subdivision stage, planning permit stage or building permit stage whilst payment
of the CI (applicable to residential developments/components only) must be made at the
building permit stage.

Background

11.

12.

Amended ‘Sketch Plans’ were submitted by the Applicant on 11 March 2021. These plans

include the following changes to the design of the building;

(@) Additional section of glazing incorporated into the northern facade at ground level; with
a highlight window located in front of the services/bicycle storage room;

(b) The entrance door to the end-of-trip facilities in the northern facade at ground level
altered from a solid to glazed finish;

(c) Increased width of glazing within the western facade at ground level, adjacent to the
café; and,

(d) Amended internal layout of bicycle storage, with an additional 2 horizontal bicycle spaces
provided (increased from 2 to 4 horizontal spaces). The overall number of bicycle spaces
remains at 20.

The sketch plans will be referenced throughout this report where relevant.

The Proposal

13.

14.

The amendment seeks to remove the basement level from the building, thereby removing all
car parking spaces and increase bicycle numbers from 12 to 20.

In addition, the following amendments to the plans are proposed,;

(a) Basement level and car stacker pit deleted;

(b) Vehicle entrance/crossover on Peel Street removed,

(c) Garage door/convex mirror to Peel Street removed and replaced with water metre
cabinet;

(d) Material finish for this section of wall altered from perforated aluminium to solid powder
coated aluminium;

(e) Slimline 5000L rainwater tank relocated from basement level to ground level;

(f)  Electrical (SPD) enclosure relocated further to the west along the Peel Street frontage;

(g) Bicycle storage increased in scale, with 12 bicycle spaces increased to 20 (18 vertical,
2 horizontal spaces);

(h)  Additional WC and shower located within end-of-trip (EOT) facilities at ground level;

(i)  Café amenities removed;

()  Waste storage room reduced in scale from 13sgm to 9.7sgm; and,

(k)  Services along the western elevation removed (associated with basement ventilation
etc.)
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Amend the permit conditions:

15. The following conditions are no longer relevant, given the removal of the on-site car parking,
and will be removed as part of this amendment.

Remove Condition 17

16. Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the
Responsible Authority, the existing vehicle crossing along the southern side of Peel Street
must be constructed:

(@) in accordance with any requirements or conditions imposed by Council;
(b) must be able to accommodate the ground clearance for a B99 design vehicle;
(c) atthe cost of the owner of the subject land; and

(d) to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Remove Condition 22

17. Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the
Responsible Authority, the area set aside on the endorsed plans for the car parking spaces,
driveways and associated works must be:

(@) constructed and available for use in accordance with the endorsed plans;
(b) formed to such levels and drained so that they can be used in accordance with the
endorsed plans;
(c) treated with an all-weather seal or some other durable surface; and
(d) line-marked or provided with some adequate means of showing the car parking
spaces;
to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Remove Condition 23

18. The car stacker devices must be installed, operated and maintained in accordance with the
manufacturer’s specifications and requirements.

Remove Condition 24

19. No pipes, ducting or protrusions from the ceiling or walls are to be installed above or within
the space clearance envelopes for the car stacker devices

Existing Conditions

Subject Site

20. The subject site is located on the southern side of Peel Street, on the corner of Cambridge
Street, in Collingwood. The site is slightly irregular in shape, with a frontage to Peel Street of
16.7m and a frontage to Cambridge Street of 13.8m, yielding an overall site area of
approximately 230sgm.
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21.

22.

Figure 1: Peel Street fagade — Source: Google Street view 4.3.2021

The site is developed with a vacant single-storey brick warehouse, constructed to all side
boundaries, with a splayed corner fronting Peel and Cambridge Streets. The building has a
maximum height of 5.69m above ground level. A roller door and crossover on the Peel Street
frontage provides vehicular access to the building. Two large windows address the northern
Peel Street elevation, while a row of highlight windows are located on the southern elevation,
facing the Cambridge Street Reserve.

Figure 2: Cambridge Street facade — Source: Google Street view 4.3.2021

The title submitted with the application includes two easements. Easement E-1 is a
carriageway easement for the purpose of ingress and egress of the vehicle stacking system
of No. 41 Peel Street. Easement E-2 is an easement for the support of building roof, walls
and floor by existing footings and walls. This is an historical anomaly of the existing building
where it extends over the western title boundary. The proposed development does not
impact either of these easements and is wholly contained within the title lot of the subject
site.
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23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Surrounding Land

The surrounding area comprises a mix of built form and land uses includes dwellings as well
as light industrial, offices and warehouses. The site is located approximately 200m east of
Smith Street; a designated Major Activity Centre (MAC) with a tram route to the CBD and
Bundoora. The MAC has a local and regional role, including retail, entertainment and service
functions.

The MAC and its broader context are undergoing substantial change with new higher density
residential developments being constructed. The surrounding area has experienced
substantial growth, with lower-scale built form progressively replaced with buildings in the
realm of 6 to 13-storeys.

Peel, Oxford and Cambridge Streets are quieter streets in terms of traffic flow, with
Wellington Street to the east and Langridge Street to the south identified as major municipal
roads and carrying the majority of the commuter traffic. Wellington Street has also been fitted
with ‘Copenhagen’ bicycle lanes, which carry high volumes of cyclists.

The site is proximate to a variety of public transport connections including tram routes along
Smith Street and Victoria Parade, bus routes along Hoddle Street and Johnston Street and
Collingwood train station located approximately 540m east of the site.

Aside from the services and amenities within Smith Street, the site is 260m north-east of the
Gertrude Street Neighbourhood Activity Centre (NAC), 765m south of the Johnston Street
NAC, 160m north-east of the Oxford Street park and 100m south-east of Peel Street Park.
The site also has direct abuttal with the Cambridge Street Reserve, at its southern interface.

Legislation Provisions

The amendment has been requested pursuant to Section 72 of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 (the Act).

Section 72 of the Act states:

(&) A person who is entitled to use or develop land in accordance with a permit may apply
to the responsible authority for an amendment to the permit.

(b)  This section does not apply to—

() apermitor a part of a permit issued at the direction of the Tribunal, if the Tribunal
has directed under section 85 that the responsible authority must not amend that
permit or that part of the permit (as the case requires); or

(i)  a permit issued under Division 6.

The planning permit was issued on 11 February 2019. The Tribunal has not directed that the
responsible authority must not amend the permit, nor was the permit issued under Division 6
of the Act.

Section 73 of the Act states that Sections 47 to 62 of the Act apply to the amendment
application. This allows the Responsible Authority to apply the abovementioned sections of
the Act to the amendment application as if it was an application for a permit.

Planning Scheme Provisions

31.

Zoning

The subject site is zoned Mixed Use. The following provisions apply;
(8) Pursuant to Clause 32.04-2, a planning permit is required to use the land as an office
as the leasable floor area exceeds 250sgm;
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32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

(b)  Pursuant to Clause 32.04-2, a planning permit is not required to use the land as a food
and drink premises (café) as the leasable floor area does not exceed 150sqm;

(c) Pursuant to Clause 32.04-9, a planning permit is required to construct a building or
construct or carry out works for a use in Section 2 of Clause 32.04-2.

Overlays

The subject site is affected by the Design and Development Overlay (DDO23),
Environmental Audit Overlay and Development Contributions Plan Overlay (DCPO). The
following provisions apply;

(@) Pursuantto Clause 43.02-2, a permit is required to construct a building or construct or
carry out works in the DDO. Schedule 23 to the DDO relates to the Collingwood South
(Mixed-Use) Precinct, and outlines design objections and height/setback requirements
to guide future built form within the precinct.

(b) Pursuant to Clause 45.03-1, before a sensitive use (residential use, childcare centre,
pre-school centre or primary school) commences or before the construction or carrying
out of buildings and works in association with a sensitive use commences, either:

() A certificate of environmental audit must be issued for the land in accordance
with Part IXD of the Environment Protection Act 1970, or

(i)  An environmental auditor appointed under the Environment Protection Act 1970
must make a statement in accordance with Part IXD of that Act that the
environmental conditions of the land are suitable for the sensitive use.

As the development is for office use, this provision does not apply.

(@) Pursuant to Clause 45.06-1 a permit granted in the DCPO must;
(i)  Be consistent with the provisions of the relevant development contributions plan.
(i)  Include any conditions required to give effect to any contributions or levies
imposed, conditions or requirements set out in the relevant schedule to this
overlay

As the proposed development is not exempt from a development contribution, a condition
and a note have been included in the recommendation to require the development
contributions to be met prior to commencement of the development.

A planning permit is not required for works under the overlay.

Particular Provisions

Clause 52.06- Car parking

A reduction in the statutory car parking requirement of 30 spaces associated with the
approved office and food and drink premises has been approved under a previous
amendment to the planning permit. Of these 30 spaces, 26 were associated with the office,
and 4 with the food and drink premises. The 7 spaces provided on the site were all allocated
to the office use, with no on-site car parking provided for the food and drink premises. For the
current amendment, an additional reduction of 7 spaces has been requested, as outlined
below.

Proposed Use Approved Proposal | Amended Proposal Change

Office 7 0 -7 spaces
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Food and Drink Premises (Café) 0

0

0 space

Total

7 Spaces

0 Space

-7 Spaces

37. Pursuant to clause 52.06-3, a planning permit is required to reduce a further 7 spaces.

Clause 52.34 - Bicycle facilities

38. Pursuant to Clause 52.34-1, a new use must not commence until the required bicycle
facilities and associated signage are provided on the land. The following table identifies the
bicycle parking requirement under Clause 52.34-3 and the provision on site.

Proposed Quantity/ . No. of Spaces No. of Spaces
Use Size Statutory Parking Rate Required Allocated
Office (other 1,132sgm 1 employee space to each 300sgm 4 employee 20 employee
than of net floor area if the net floor area spaces spaces
specified in exceeds 1000sgm
the table) 1 visitor space to each 1000sgm of 1 visitor 8 visi
. visitor spaces
net floor area if the net floor area spaces :
exceeds 1000sgm (on Cambridge
q Street footpath)
Retalil 107.5sgm 1 employee space to each 300sgm 0 employee
premises of leasable floor area spaces
(othe.r.tha_n 1 visitor space to each 500sgm of | 0 visitor spaces.
specified in leasable floor area
this table)
4 employee 20 employee
spaces spaces
Bicycle Parking Spaces Total isi
y g op 1 visitor 8 visitor spaces
spaces (on Cambridge
Street footpath)
1 to the first 5 employee spaces and 1 1 showers/ 8 showers /

Showers / Change rooms

to each additional 10 employee spaces

change rooms

change rooms

39. The proposal seeks to increase on-site bicycle numbers from 12 to 20 and provides 8 visitor
bicycle spaces along the Cambridge Street footpath.

General Provisions

40. The decision guidelines outlined at Clause 65 of the Scheme are relevant to all applications.
Because a permit can be granted does not imply that a permit should or will be granted.
Before deciding on an application, the Responsible Authority must consider a number of
matters. Amongst other things, the Responsible Authority must consider the relevant
Municipal Planning Strategy and the Planning Policy Framework, as well as the purpose of
the zone, overlay or any other provision. An assessment of the application against the
relevant sections of the Scheme is contained in this report.

Planning Policy Framework (PPF)

41. Relevant clauses are as follows:

Clause 11.02 (Managing Growth)
Clause 11.02-1S (Supply of Urban Land)

42. The objective is:
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43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

(a) To ensure a sufficient supply of land is available for residential, commercial, retail,
industrial, recreational, institutional and other community uses.

Clause 13.07 (Amenity and Safety
Clause 13.07-1S (Land use compatibility)

The objective is:
(@) To safeguard community amenity while facilitating appropriate commercial, industrial or
other uses with potential off-site effects.

Clause 15.01-4S (Healthy neighbourhoods)

The objective is:
(@) To create urban environments that are safe, functional and provide good quality
environments with a sense of place and cultural identity.

Clause 15.01-4R (Healthy neighbourhoods - Metropolitan Melbourne)

The strategy is:

(@) Create a city of 20 minute neighbourhoods, that give people the ability to meet most of
their everyday needs within a 20 minute walk, cycle or local public transport trip from
their home.

Clause 15.02 (Sustainable Development)
Clause 15.02-1S (Energy Efficiency)

The objective is:
(@) To encourage land use and development that is energy and resource efficient,
supports a cooler environment and minimises greenhouse gas emissions.

Clause 17.01 (Employment)
Clause 17.01-1S (Diversified economy)

The objective is:
(@) To strengthen and diversify the economy.

The relevant strategies of this clause are:

(@) Protect and strengthen existing and planned employment areas and plan for new
employment areas.

(b) Facilitate growth in a range of employment sectors, including health, education, retail,
tourism, knowledge industries and professional and technical services based on the
emerging and existing strengths of each region.

(c) Improve access to jobs closer to where people live.

Clause 17.02 (Commercial)
Clause 17.02-1S (Business)

The relevant objective of this clause is:
(@) To encourage development that meets the communities’ needs for retail,
entertainment, office and other commercial services.

The relevant strategies of this clause are;

(@) Plan for an adequate supply of commercial land in appropriate locations.

(b) Ensure commercial facilities are aggregated and provide net community benefit in
relation to their viability, accessibility and efficient use of infrastructure.

(c) Locate commercial facilities in existing or planned activity centres.
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51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

Clause 18.01 (Integrated Transport)
Clause 18.01-1S — (Land use and transport planning)

The objective is:
(@) To create a safe and sustainable transport system by integrating land use and
transport.

Clause 18.02 (Movement Networks)
Clause 18.02-1S — (Sustainable personal transport)

The relevant objectives of this clause is:
(@) To promote the use of sustainable personal transport.

Clause 18.02-1R (Sustainable personal transport- Metropolitan Melbourne)

Strategies of this policy are:

(@) Improve local travel options for walking and cycling to support 20 minute
neighbourhoods.

(b) Develop local cycling networks and new cycling facilities that support the development
of 20-minute neighbourhoods and that link to and complement the metropolitan-wide
network of bicycle routes - the Principal Bicycle Network.

Clause 18.02-2S (Public Transport)

The objective is:
(a) To facilitate greater use of public transport and promote increased development close
to high-quality public transport routes.

Clause 18.02-2R (Principal Public Transport Network)

A relevant strategy of this clause is to:

(@) Maximise the use of existing infrastructure and increase the diversity and density of
development along the Principal Public Transport Network, particularly at interchanges,
activity centres and where principal public transport routes intersect.

Clause 18.02-4S (Car Parking)

The objective is:

(@) To ensure an adequate supply of car parking that is appropriately designed and
located.

A relevant strategy is:

(@) Protect the amenity of residential precincts from the effects of road congestion created
by on-street parking.

Local Planning Policy Framework (LPPF)

The relevant policies in the Municipal Strategic Statement can be described as follows:
Clause 21.04-3 (Industry, office and commercial)

The objective is:
(&) Toincrease the number and diversity of local employment opportunities.

Clause 21.05-4 (Public environment)

The relevant objective and strategies of this clause are:
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61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

(@) Objective 28 - To a provide a public environment that encourages community
interaction and activity:
() Strategy 28.1 - Encourage universal access to all new public spaces and
buildings
(i)  Strategy 28.2 - Ensure that buildings have a human scale at street level.
(i)  Strategy 28.3 - Require buildings and public spaces to provide a safe and
attractive public environment.

Clause 21.06 (Transport)

This policy recognises that Yarra needs to reduce car dependence by promoting walking,
cycling and public transport use as viable and preferable alternatives. Relevant objectives
and strategies of this Clause are as follows:
(@) Objective 30 — To provide safe and convenient pedestrian and bicycle environments.
(i)  Strategy 30.2 — Minimise vehicle crossovers on street frontages.
(i)  Strategy 30.3 — Use rear laneway access to reduce vehicle crossovers.
(b) Obijective 31 — To facilitate public transport usage.
(c) Objective 32 — To reduce the reliance on the private motor car.
(d) Objective 33 To reduce the impact of traffic.
()  Strategy 33.1 Ensure access arrangements maintain the safety and efficiency of
the arterial and local road network.

Clause 21.06-1 (Walking and cycling)

This clause builds upon the objectives outlined at Clause 18, promoting cycling, walking and
public transport as alternatives to private motor vehicle usage. The relevant objectives and
strategies of this clause are:
(@) Obijective 30 - To provide safe and convenient bicycle environments:

(i)  Strategy 30.2 Minimise vehicle crossovers on street frontages.
(b)  Obijective 32 - To reduce the reliance on the private motor car.
(c) Obijective 33 - To reduce the impact of traffic.

(i)  Strategy 33.1 Ensure access arrangements maintain the safety and efficiency of

the arterial and local road network.

Clause 21.06-2 (Public transport)

The relevant objectives and strategies of this clause are:
(@) Obijective 31 To facilitate public transport usage.
(i)  Strategy 31.1 Require new development that generates high numbers of trips to
be easily accessible by public transport.

Clause 21.06-3 (The road system and parking)
Objective 32 To reduce the reliance on the private motor car.
Clause 21.07-1 (Ecologically sustainable development)

The relevant objectives and strategies of this clause are:
(@) Objective 34 — To promote ecologically sustainable development.

(i)  Strategy 34.1 — Encourage new development to incorporate environmentally
sustainable design measures in the areas of energy and water efficiency,
greenhouse gas emissions, passive solar design, natural ventilation, stormwater
reduction and management, solar access, orientation and layout of development,
building materials and waste minimisation.

Clause 21.08-5 (Collingwood)
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66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

This clause outlines the Cremorne neighbourhood as follows;

(&) Much of Collingwood is industrial in character with the residential precincts surrounded
by or interspersed with industrial buildings.

(b) The Smith Street major activity centre serves multiple roles for local residents whilst
attracting visitors from a larger catchment. It is a classic main road strip generally
consisting of buildings of two to four storeys interspersed with the occasional building
of up to 6 storeys.

Relevant Local Policies

Clause 22.17 (Environmentally Sustainable Design)

This policy applies to (as relevant) the development of a non-residential building with a gross
floor area of more than 1000sgm. The overarching objective is that development should
achieve best practice in environmentally sustainable development from the design stage
through to construction and operation. The considerations are energy performance, water
resources, indoor environment quality, storm water management, transport, waste
management and urban ecology.

Advertising

The application was advertised under the provisions of Section 52 of the Planning and
Environment Act (1987) by 247 letters sent to surrounding owners and occupiers and by two
signs displayed on site. Council received 7 objections, the grounds of which are summarised
as follows:

(&) Reduction in on-site car parking;

(b) Proposed materials and design;

(c) Overshadowing of Cambridge Street Reserve;

(d) Increase in traffic impacts;

(e) Potential for building to remain unoccupied;

()  Concerns with waste storage size/procedures;

(g) Height of development.

Referrals

The application was referred to the following units within Council:
(@) Engineering Services Unit;

(b) Strategic Transport Unit;

(c) City Works Unit.

Referral comments have been included as attachments to this report.

OFFICER ASSESSMENT

The primary considerations for this application are as follows:
(@) Built Form alterations;

(b) Car parking;

(c) Bicycle facilities;

(d) Waste;

(e) Other matters; and,

(f)  Objector concerns.
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Built Form alterations

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

The development has been approved as an 8-storey building with a chamfered roofline
design that provides setbacks at the upper levels from the southern boundary. The proposed
amendment to the development continues to provide the same building setbacks and
heights. In this regard the outline of built form has not changed from that which has
previously been approved.

An assessment in relation to the built form compliance with both the provisions of the Design
and Development Overlay Schedule 23 (DD023) and Council's Built Form Policy at Clause
22.10 of the Planning Scheme in terms of building heights and massing were undertaken in
the previous officer assessment and the VCAT decision and were determined to be
appropriate for the approved built form outcome.

With regards to this amendment, the alterations being sought result in minor changes to the
appearance of the building, with these changes limited to the ground floor interfaces.

The amendment seeks to remove all car parking from the site, with the proposed basement
level and car stacking pit to be deleted. This results in the removal of the vehicle entrance
and crossover to Peel Street. The previously approved garage door in the northern elevation
will be replaced with a water metre cabinet, finished in solid powder coated aluminium.

Within the western elevation, addressing Cambridge Street, a number of services associated
with the basement ventilation will be removed.

Given these changes, Council’'s Planning Officer requested that the Applicant explore the
possibility that the glazing at ground level be increased, to allow further activation to both
streetscapes. This was considered to be a possible positive outcome associated with the
removal of the basement car park entrance and associated services. In response, Sketch
Plans were submitted by the Applicant (dated 11 March 2021). These plans incorporated a
highlight window into the northern elevation, the addition of glazing to the entry door in the
northern facade and increased glazing within the western facade.

These changes are all supported. As demonstrated in Figure 3, the window and door in the
northern facade will provide an increased degree of activation to this frontage, with the water
metre reduced to a lower height, and the window providing views into the internal bicycle
room.

Figure 3: Additional glazing within the northern facade
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79.

80.

81.

The additional section of glazing to the western fagade is also supported, with this glazing
providing direct views into the proposed ground floor café. This will increase surveillance and
activation within the Cambridge Street frontage. These changes can be facilitated via a
condition of the amended permit.

Another alteration to occur at ground level is the removal of the café patron amenities. The
Applicant has confirmed that the Building Code of Australia regulations do not require
separate amenities for café patrons, if the café is to cater for under 30 people. As the
proposed café will not exceed these patron numbers; there is no formal requirement for
these amenities to be retained.

The alteration to the bicycle storage room, end-of-trip facilities and waste storage will be
discussed later within this report.

Car Parking

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

The amendment seeks to remove all car parking for the site, with a total of 7 car parking
spaces currently proposed in a basement/car stacking arrangement with access from Peel
Street. These car parking spaces were allocated to the proposed office use within the
building, which extends from Levels 1-7. A café (with a floor area of 74sgm) is proposed at
ground level; none of the on-site car parking was allocated to this use. On this basis, the
following discussion will focus on whether the removal of all on-site car parking is an
appropriate outcome with regard to the proposed office use on the land.

The floor area of the proposed offices will not alter (1,110sgm). The planning permit has
already approved a reduction in car parking spaces for the office, with a total statutory
requirement of 33 spaces generated by this floor area. With 7 on-site car parking spaces
previously proposed, a reduction of 26 spaces associated with the office use has already
been approved for this site. The current amendment will increase the overall reduction to 33.

Car parking availability

Due to the COVID-19 restrictions, a car parking occupancy survey was not undertaken for
the proposed amendment, with it considered unlikely that the current circumstances would
provide an accurate representation of car parking demands in the surrounding area.

It is acknowledged that the on-street parking in this part of Collingwood is generally high
during business hours and in the evenings. The area surrounding the subject site is
blanketed in time-based parking restrictions which ensure that parking turns over frequently.

To allow a review of car parking availability, Council Engineers relied on a car parking
occupancy survey undertaken by O’Brien Traffic in 2018 for an office development at No. 48
Oxford Street, Collingwood. This survey was also utilised by Council Engineers for their
review on the previous amendment (to reduce 26 car parking spaces) and given the
proximity of this site to Oxford Street, the results of this survey are still considered to be
relevant.

This survey took place on Tuesday 23 October 2018 between 8:00am and 12:00pm and
encompassed sections of Langridge Street, Oxford Street, Derby Street, Little Oxford Street,
Peel Street and Cambridge Street. An inventory of 334 publicly available spaces was
identified. The results of the survey indicated that the peak parking occupancy was at
10.30am and 12:00pm, with only three short-stay car spaces vacant in the study area.
Similarly, the demand for long-stay on-street parking was very high. The survey confirmed
that on-street parking demand in the area surrounding the development was almost at
saturation point.

Car parking demand
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88.

89.

90.

91.

Council’'s Engineers acknowledged this outcome and provided examples of other office
developments in the municipality that have been approved with substantially reduced rates of
on-site car parking. These are demonstrated in the following table.

Development Site ‘ Approved Office Parking Rate
Cremorne
60-88 Cremorne Street 0.85 spaces per 100 m?
PLN17/0626 issued 21 June 2018 (233 on-site spaces; 27,306 m?)
9-11 Cremorne Street 0.85 spaces per 100 m?
PLN16/0171 (Amended) issued 13 June 2017 (20 on-site spaces; 2,329 m?)
Collingwood
2-16 Northumberland Street 0.89 spaces per 100 m?
PLN16/1150 issued 14 June 2017 (135 on-site spaces; 15,300 m?)

Further to this, a 5-storey office development at No. 48-50 Gipps Street, Collingwood was
recently approved with no on-site car parking provision (PLN18/0902). The Gipps Street
development has a larger floor area (approximately 1,800sqm) than the subject site, with
Peel Street substantially closer to public transport than this previous approval.

It is widely recognised in transport planning that an office is one land use that is particularly
conducive (and important to target) in achieving a mode shift away from private cars to public
transport, cycling, walking, etc. This is particularly the case as journey to work trips for office
uses are typically made during the commuter peak hours and predominantly involve single
occupant vehicles.

To support these findings, in a Tribunal decision regarding the car parking reduction
associated with an office development, KM Tram Enterprise Pty Ltd v Boroondara CC [2018]
VCAT 1237, the Member agreed that office developments “are prime candidates” for modal
shifts to reduce reliance on private motor vehicles, with the following relevant comments:

[29] In this context of a change from the ‘business as usual’ approach, | agree with Ms
Dunstan that office workers are prime candidates for a mode change given their
commuting patterns of travel to and from work during peak times. This is the time
when public transport services run at highest frequencies and when Melbourne’s roads
are most congested. The combination of ‘carrot’ and ‘stick’ makes it viable for many
office workers commuting to a site such as this to change from private vehicle to public
transport.

[30] 1am not persuaded that the council’s option of reducing the amount of office
space so that it better aligns with on-site parking supply is consistent with planning
policy. Plan Melbourne which promotes ‘20-minute neighbourhoods’ where most of a
person’s everyday needs can be met locally within a 20 minute journey from home by
walking, cycling or local public transport. The everyday needs referred to include local
employment opportunities along with shopping, education and community facilities.

[31] Local employment opportunities in this context are not limited to retail or
community services. There is a benefit in encouraging office uses in the ‘20-minute
neighbourhood mix’, as it provides opportunities for business owners and their staff to
work locally. | find this line of argument is far more persuasive than the council’s
position of limiting the amount of office floor space so that more cars can be brought
into this part of Hawthorn.
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92.

93.

There is further support for changes to private motor vehicle reliance demonstrated in a Red
Dot VCAT decision (Ronge v Moreland CC [2017] VCAT 550), which expanded on policy
behind this approach. The Member clearly advocated for a reduction in the statutory car
parking provision in inner-city sites such as this. Whilst this decision pertains to a site in
Brunswick, the context is similar, being located in an inner-city suburb within proximity to
public transport opportunities. Relevant statements within the summary of this decision are
applicable to this application, as follows;

(@)

(b)

(€)

(d)

(€)
(f)

9

State and local planning policies are already acknowledging the change that is required
in the way in which people travel with Plan Melbourne 2017-2050 and State policies
referring to 20-minute neighbourhoods and greater reliance on walking and cycling.

Our roads are already congested and will be unimaginably so if a ‘business-as-usual’
approach is accepted through until 2050. The stark reality is that the way people move
around Melbourne will have to radically change, particularly in suburbs so well served
by different modes of public transport and where cycling and walking are practical
alternatives to car-based travel.

A car parking demand assessment is called for by Clause 52.06-6 when there is an
intention to provide less car parking than that required by Clause 52.06-5.

However, discussion around existing patterns of car parking is considered to be of
marginal value given the strong policy imperatives about relying less on motor vehicles
and more on public transport, walking and cycling. Census data from 2011 or 2016 is
simply a snapshot in time, a base point, but such data should not be given much weight
in determining what number of car spaces should be provided in future, for dwellings
with different bedroom numbers.

Policy tells us the future must be different.
Oversupplying parking, whether or not to comply with Clause 52.06, has the real
potential to undermine the encouragement being given to reduce car based travel in

favour of public transport, walking and cycling.

One of the significant benefits of providing less car parking is a lower volume of vehicle
movements and hence a reduced increase in traffic movements on the road network.

Following on from this, within the Tribunal decision (Grocon (Northumberland St) Developer
Pty Ltd v Yarra CC [2017] VCAT 753) regarding an office development at No. 2 — 16
Northumberland Street, Collingwood, the Member supported a significantly reduced office
car parking rate (405 spaces reduction) and made the following comments:

[54] We have concluded that the reduced car parking provision is justified in the
circumstances of this application. In doing so, we have had regard to the location
within an inner city environment that is earmarked as an employment precinct, with
convenient access to a range of alternative transport modes and a constrained supply
of on-street parking. We consider that the reduced parking provision will not
compromise the viability of the development or precinct, nor will it result in an
unacceptable demand for on-street parking, given the saturated conditions that are
presently experienced.

[55] We agree that employees who are not allocated a car space will utilise alternative
transport modes rather than attempt to seek out long term parking in the surrounding
street network. This may well include walking to the site for persons who reside in the
nearby residential and mixed-use areas. To constrain development of the land for a
purpose that is in accordance with the zone purpose on the basis of car parking
provision would not be consistent with the policy framework when read as a whole.
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94.

This includes policies aimed at fostering economic development, employment and
environmental sustainability. We reach this conclusion mindful of the site’s strategic
and physical context and its accessibility by a range of transport modes. In a different
context without the level of policy support and more remote from alternative transport
modes, there may be less justification for a reduction of the magnitude proposed here.

In this instance, the subject site benefits from better accessibility to a range of transport
modes, being within 100m of the Smith Street tram route. These decisions are all considered
to be relevant to the current application, with the full reduction of on-site car parking within
this land further supported by the following;

(@)

(b)
(c)

(d)
(€)

(f)

9

(h)

The constrained parking environment (with particular regard to long-term parking) in
Collingwood would discourage employees from driving or attempting to park on-street.
The new offices should not result in a detrimental impact on existing car parking
conditions, which are already close to saturation point;

The site is ideally located with regard to sustainable transport alternatives and the lack
of on-site car parking would discourage private motor vehicle use;

The site has good pedestrian access to public transport nodes and the Smith Street
MAC. The site is ideally located with regard to sustainable transport alternatives as
follows;

(i)  Smith Street tram services — 190m to the west;

(i)  Victoria Parade bus and tram services — 410m to the south; and,

(i) Hoddle Street bus services — 560m to the east.

The site has the advantage of being within walking distance of rail, tram and bus
services, and within walking distance of the Melbourne CBD;

The proposal includes secure bicycle parking spaces in excess of rates specified within
the Scheme, with end-of-trip facilities incorporated into the design. Future employees
would be able to take advantage of the nearby bicycle infrastructure, with on-road and
informal bicycle lanes surrounding the site. The site has good connectivity to the on-
road bicycle network;

Employee or visitor parking permits will not be issued for the development, which will
discourage people from driving to the site given the high utilisation of existing on-street
car parking. The office use is particularly conducive to encouraging those with a car to
not drive, given trips are made in peak public transport availability periods, trips are
planned in advance and the lack of on-site and off-site parking availability is known in
advance. These factors support employees to use other modes of transport;

Office clients might combine their visit by engaging in other activities or business whilst
in the area. Visitors would also be aware of the car parking constraints in the area
which would discourage driving for alternative modes such as public transport, cycling
or taxis; and,

The lack of on-site car parking will limit traffic impacts within the surrounding street
networks.

Relevant Local Policy or Incorporated Document.

95.

In addition to the above, the proposed reduction in car parking aligns with objectives
contained in Council’s Strategic Transport Statement (2006) and relevant policy within the
Yarra Planning Scheme. The following excerpts from the Strategic Transport Statement
highlight the future vision for transport within the municipality;

(@)

Yarra's Council Plan, its Municipal Strategic Statement and Municipal Public Health
Plan all strongly reinforce the need to reduce car dependence in the City of Yarra by
promoting walking, cycling and public transport use as viable and preferable
alternatives. This is also a key message of the State Government's plan for
Metropolitan Melbourne - Melbourne 2030.
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96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

(b) To improve our community's way of life, we must increase the range of personal
transport options. The more sustainable transport choices people make, the better the
environment will be for everyone's health and well-being. Sustainable transport, by
definition, puts the emphasis on walking, cycling and public transport.

The site is ideally located with regard to sustainable transport alternatives and the reduced
provision of on-site car parking would potentially discourage private motor vehicle ownership
and use. The increased provision of bicycles within the development also foster this change.
This outcome is consistent with Clauses 18.02-1S and 21.06-1 of the Scheme, and
particularly with relevant objectives and strategies as follows;

(@) Clause 18.02-1S (Sustainable personal transport) — Ensure provision of bicycle end-of-
trip facilities in commercial buildings.

The development offers generous end-of-trip facilities for cyclists, with separate change
rooms/showers provided at each office level.

(@) Clause 21.06 (Transport) — Yarra needs to reduce car dependence by promoting
walking, cycling and public transport use as viable and preferable alternatives.
(b) Clause 21.06-1 (Walking and cycling)
(i)  Objective 30 To provide safe and convenient pedestrian and bicycle
environments.
(i)  Strategy 30.2 Minimise vehicle crossovers on street frontages.

The redundant vehicle crossing along the Peel Street road frontage will be demolished and
reinstated with kerb and channel and pavement to Council’ standards and requirements and
at the Permit Holder’s expense. This will remove all vehicle crossovers to the site and create
a safer pedestrian environment.

(@) Clause 21.06-2 (Public Transport)
(i)  Objective3l To facilitate public transport usage;
(i)  Strategy 31.1 Require new development that generates high numbers of trips to
be easily accessible by public transport.

As previously noted, the site is within proximity to a number of public transport options, and
within easy walking distance to the CBD.

Clause 21.06-3 (The road system and parking)
(@) Objective 32 To reduce the reliance on the private motor car;
(b) Objective 33 To reduce the impact of traffic.

The removal of all car parking from the site will have positive effects on traffic congestion in
the nearby streets.

Practice Note 22 — Using the Car Parking Provisions (June 2015) indicates that car parking
should be considered on a centre-basis rather than on a site/individual basis. This is
applicable to activity centres, such as nearby Smith Street, where spare on-street car parking
capacity would be shared amongst sites within the activity centre.

The Practice Note also highlights the practicality of providing car parking on the site,
particularly for lots of less than 300sgm, stating that it may not be practical to provide car
parking on small lots because of limited space or narrow property dimensions. In this
instance, the subject site is 230sgm in area, with Traffix Group outlining in their report that
the provision of a ground level parking solution, even for a small number of car spaces (with
or without stackers) would have negative implications for the design of the building and the
use of the ground floor.
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104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

As noted in this report: ‘The site dimensions do not offer the possibility of an efficient
basement carpark as a significant proportion of the site area would be required for any ramp.
Traffix Group also previously explored car lift options (with standard basement parking) and
could not find a solution that did not provide more than 3 functional car spaces due to the
small site area’.

Based on everything outlined above, a full reduction in the car parking provision is
acceptable. Council Engineers have also confirmed that the full waiver of parking is
considered appropriate in the context of the development and the surrounding area. The
operation of the development should not adversely impact on existing on-street parking
conditions in the area and Council officers support the reduction in the car parking
requirement for this site.

Bicycle facilities

The amendment includes an increase in the number of employee bicycle parking from 12 to
20 spaces, with 8 visitor spaces provided on the Cambridge Street footpath. Direct access to
the employee bicycle storage is provided within the Peel Street frontage. Along with the
increase in bicycle spaces, additional end-of-trip facilities have been incorporated into the
ground floor layout, with end-of-trip amenities also provided within each level of the office
building. It is noted that these facilities are for employees only and will not be used by café
patrons. A notation confirming this will be added to the ground floor plan via a permit
condition.

Two employee spaces are provided as horizontal spaces, which does not meet the
Australian/New Zealand Standard: AS2890.3 requirement for at least 20% of bicycle spaces
to be provided as horizontal at-grade spaces. To meet this Standard, 4 employee bicycle
spaces should be provided as horizontal racks. The Sketch Plans submitted on 11 March
2021 incorporate this change, by providing a total of 4 horizontal spaces. The layout of the
amended spacing has been assessed and approved by Council’s Strategic Transport Unit. A
condition can be added to the amended permit to facilitate this change.

8 visitor bicycle spaces are provided on Cambridge Street; the location of these spaces were
approved by Council’s Strategic Transport team as part of the previous permit amendment.
These spaces will adequately cater for café patrons and visitors to the office.

A Green Travel Plan has been endorsed as per the current Condition 8 of the permit; this
document will require updating to reflect the increased number of bicycle parking spaces and
amended layout being sought. A condition of the permit will ensure this occurs.

Waste

The amendment seeks to reduce the capacity of the ground floor waste storage room, with
the overall size reducing from 13sgm to 9.7sgm. Waste will continue to be collected from
Peel Street, with access via the bicycle storage area. The collection contractor shall transfer
bins between the waste area and the truck, with a private contractor undertaking all waste
collection services. Two private collections per week will be undertaken

It is noted that the original proposal, which contained dwellings, had a waste room of 7.5sgm.
When the development was altered to commercial use, Council’s City Works unit
recommended the waste room be increased in size. A specific size wasn’t provided at that
time; instead it was recommended that the room be ‘double the proposed scale’. This
requirement was incorporated into a condition of the previously amended permit.

Agenda Page 183



Planning Decisions Committee Agenda — 7 April 2021

112. Whilst the current amendment seeks to reduce the size of the waste room to 9.7sgm; on
further review Council’s City Works unit have confirmed that this size will adequately cater for
all waste streams, including garbage, commingled recycling, green waste and food organics,
with the capacity of the room also allowing sufficient circulation space.

113. This outcome is supported by Council’s City Works Officer, who raised no issue with this
change and noted that the updated Waste Management Plan (dated 3 November 2020) and
all waste procedures are satisfactory from a City Works Branch’s perspective. The amended
Waste Management Plan will be endorsed as part of this amendment.

Other matters

114. A number of notations have fallen off the endorsed plans; these must be reinstated onto the

amended plans via conditions and are outlined below;

(@) The notation specifying that the fire booster cabinet doors on the western fagade can
be opened 180 degrees and latched to the building when opened;

(b) The notation confirming that a shower will be provided in the ground floor end-of-trip
facilities;

(c) The notation confirming that a half-height wall/screen will be provided between the café
and office entrance;

(d) The current endorsed plan No. 22 (demonstrating the internal layout and images of the
ground floor design) to be updated to reflect the changes sought as part of this
amendment.

115. Further to this, a notation regarding the layout of the original bicycle parking has been
retained on the ground floor plan (Figure 4). This notation must be removed. Also applicable
to Figure 4 is the notation regarding the connection of the rainwater tank. This 5,000L tank
has been relocated from the basement to ground level, however the notation confirming that
it will be connected to ground and Level 1 bathrooms has been removed. A permit condition
will ensure this is reinstated.

Figure 4: Notation on ground floor to be removed

Objector issues

116. The majority of objections raised have been addressed in the assessment section of this
report, as follows;
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Reduction in on-site car parking;

117. These issues have been discussed in paragraphs 82 to 105 of this report.
Proposed materials and design;

118. These issues have been discussed in paragraphs 72 to 80 of this report.
Overshadowing of Cambridge Street Reserve;

119. The extent of shadows within the Reserve will not alter, given the overall height and building
footprint of the development will not change as part of this amendment.

Increase in traffic impacts;

120. Traffic impacts will decrease as a result of this amendment.
Potential for building to remain unoccupied;

121. The proposed tenancy of the development is not a planning consideration.
Concerns with waste storage size/procedures;

122. These issues have been discussed in paragraphs 110 to 113 of this report.
Height of development.

123. The height of the development will not alter as part of this amendment.

Conclusion

124. Based on the above report, the proposal is considered to meet the relevant elements of the
Yarra Planning Scheme. Subject to the conditions outlined below, the proposal is
recommended for approval.

RECOMMENDATION

That having considered all objections and relevant planning policies, the Planning Decisions
Committee resolves to issue a Notice of Decision to Amend a Planning Permit PLN17/1059 for the
construction of a multi-storey building, use of the land as an office and a reduction in car parking
requirement at 33 Peel St Collingwood, generally in accordance with the plans and reports noted
previously as the “decision plans’ with no change to the permit preamble and the following changes
to the permit conditions (changes in bold and underlined):

Amended Condition 1 from;

Before the development commences, amended plans to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. When approved, the
plans will be endorsed and will then form part of this permit. The plans must be drawn to scale with
dimensions, and three copies must be provided. The plans must be generally in accordance with
the plans prepared by Matt Goodman Architecture, drawing nos. TP0.06, TP0.07, TP1.00 — TP1.08
(inclusive), TP2.01 — 2.04 (inclusive), TP3.01 & TP3.02, dated 18 December 2019, but modified to
show;

(& Amended plans/elevations to reflect the following changes to the ground floor layout;
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(i)  The internal layout altered to ensure that access to the office lift is separate from
the café;

(i)  The entrance door in the north-east corner to be set back from the northern wall
to ensure no encroachment of the door onto the adjacent footpath;

(i)  The waste storage room increased in size to be a minimum of double the
proposed scale;

(iv) The café patron amenities to be replaced with end-of-trip facilities for bicycle
riders (including a minimum of one shower and one change room), with café
patron amenities to be relocated within the floor space of the café;

(v) The layout of the bicycle storage room amended to demonstrate that 20% of
bicycle spaces are provided as horizontal ground level spaces;

(vi) Notations indicating the dimensions of bicycle storage spaces and relevant
access ways, to demonstrate compliance with Australian Standard AS2890.3 or
be otherwise to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority;

(vii) The location of the visitor bicycle hoops on the Cambridge Street footpath;

(viii) The location of all adjacent street trees;

(ix) The proposed canopy set back a minimum of 750mm from the kerb;

(b) Relevant plans updated to include external and internal RL levels to determine whether
the café entrance door in the southern wall is DDA accessible. If steps and associated
infrastructure such as tactiles and handrails are required, these must be setback within
the title boundaries;

(c) Any service cabinet door opening onto a public highway must swing 180-degrees and
be latched to the building when opened,;

(d) Amended elevations/sections to demonstrate a minimum height clearance of 2.7m of
the proposed canopy above all footpaths;

(e) Amended annotations on all elevations to match the Materials Schedule, with the
material/colour of the proposed canopy included;

()  Amended basement plan to include the provision of ‘EV ready’ car parking charging
points;

(g) An amended Materials Schedule to specify the perforation size of the aluminium
screening;

(h) Glazing materials used on all external walls must be of a type that does not reflect more
than 20% of visible light, when measured at an angle of 90 degrees to the glass
surface, to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority;

(i)  Any changes required by the amended Sustainable Management Plan at Condition 3;

()  Any changes required by the amended Waste Management Plan at Condition 5;

(k)  Any changes required by the Green Travel Plan at Condition 8.

To;

Before the development commences, amended plans to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. When approved, the
plans will be endorsed and will then form part of this permit. The plans must be drawn to scale with
dimensions, and three copies must be provided. The plans must be generally in accordance with
the plans prepared by Matt Goodman Architecture, drawing nos. TP1.00 — TP1.08 (inclusive),
TP2.01 — 2.04 (inclusive), TP3.01 & TP3.02, dated 8 December 2020, but modified to show
(@) Amended plans/elevations to reflect the following changes to the ground floor
layout;
() Theincreased area of glazing within the northern and western facades at
ground level, as demonstrated in the Sketch Plans (dated 11 March 2021);
(I The amended layout of the bicycle storage room to reflect the changes
shown in the Sketch Plans (dated 11 March 2021);
(I  The following notations to be included;
(i) The bicycle end-of-trip facilities to be used by office employees only
and not by café patrons;
(i) The doors to the fire booster cabinet doors on the western facade can
be opened 180 degrees and latched to the building when opened;
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(iii) Confirmation that a shower will be provided in the ground floor end-of-
trip facilities;
(iv) A half-height wall/screen will be provided between the café and office
entrance;
(v) Therainwater tank will be connected to ground and Level 1
bathrooms;
(IV) The notation regarding the previous bicycle parking spaces to be removed;
(b) Drawing TP4.07 updated to reflect the changes approved in this amendment.
(c) Any changes required by the updated Green Travel Plan at Condition 8.

No changes to Conditions 2-4

Amended Conditions 5 & 6 from;

Before the use and development commences, an amended Waste Management Plan to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible
Authority. When approved, the amended Waste Management Plan will be endorsed and will form
part of this permit. The amended Waste Management Plan must be generally in accordance with
the Waste Management Plan prepared by Leigh Design and dated 2 December 2019, but modified
to include:

(a) the provision of an organic waste stream system;

(b) the enlargement of the proposed waste room to be at least double the size proposed;

(c) All details of path of access and hard waste areas.

The provisions, recommendations and requirements of the endorsed Waste Management Plan
must be implemented and complied with to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

To a new Condition 5;

The provisions, recommendations and requirements of the endorsed Waste Management
Plan (prepared by Leigh Design and dated 3 November 2020) must be implemented and
complied with to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Renumber Condition 7 to Condition 6

Renumber Condition 8 to Condition 7 and amend from;

Before the use and development commences, a Green Travel Plan to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. When
approved, the Green Travel plan will be endorsed and will form part of this permit. The Green
Travel Plan must include, but not be limited to, the following:
(@) A description of the location of alternative modes of transport;
(b) Employee welcome packs (e.g. provision of Myki/transport ticketing);
(c) Sustainable transport goals linked to measurable targets, performance indicators and
monitoring timeframes;
(d) A designated ‘manager’ or ‘champion’ responsible for co-ordination and
implementation;
(e) Details of bicycle parking and bicycle routes;
(f)  Details of GTP funding and management responsibilities;
(g) The types of bicycle storage devices proposed to be used for employee and visitor
spaces (i.e. hanging or floor mounted spaces);
(h)  Security arrangements to access the employee bicycle storage spaces;
(i)  Wayfinding information for bicycle facilities and pedestrians pursuant to Australian
Standard AS2890.3; and
()  The provisions for the GTP to be updated not less than every five years.
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To;

Before the use and development commences, an amended Green Travel Plan to the satisfaction
of the Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority.
When approved, the amended Green Travel plan will be endorsed and will form part of this permit.
The amended Green Travel Plan must be generally in accordance with the current endorsed
Green Travel Plan (prepared by Traffix Group and dated February 2021), but updated to include
the following;

(a) Details of the amended bicycle storage layout and provision;

(b) Removal of all references to on-site car parking provision;

(c) Amended plan layouts.

Conditions 9-16 renumbered to Conditions 8-15

Delete Conditions 17, 22, 23 & 24 and renumber all remaining Conditions accordingly

Add the Development Contributions Plan Condition and Note.

THE AMENDED PLANNING PERMIT WILL APPEAR AS FOLLOWS;

1. * Before the development commences, amended plans to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. When approved,
the plans will be endorsed and will then form part of this permit. The plans must be drawn to
scale with dimensions, and three copies must be provided. The plans must be generally in
accordance with the plans prepared by Matt Goodman Architecture, drawing nos. TP1.00 —
TP1.08 (inclusive), TP2.01 — 2.04 (inclusive), TP3.01 & TP3.02, dated 8 December 2020, but
modified to show:

(@) Amended plans/elevations to reflect the following changes to the ground floor layout;
(i)  The increased area of glazing within the northern and western fagades at ground
level, as demonstrated in the Sketch Plans (dated 11 March 2021);
(i)  The amended layout of the bicycle storage room to reflect the changes shown in
the Sketch Plans (dated 11 March 2021);
(i)  The following notations to be included;
()  The bicycle end-of-trip facilities to be used by office employees only and not
by café patrons;
(i)  The doors to the fire booster cabinet doors on the western fagade can be
opened 180 degrees and latched to the building when opened;
(i)  Confirmation that a shower will be provided in the ground floor end-of-trip
facilities;
(iv) A half-height wall/screen will be provided between the café and office
entrance;
(v)  The rainwater tank will be connected to ground and Level 1 bathrooms;
(iv) The notation regarding the previous bicycle parking spaces to be removed,
(b) Drawing TP4.07 updated to reflect the changes approved in this amendment.
(c) Any changes required by the updated Green Travel Plan at Condition 8.

Layout not altered
2.  The use and development as shown on the endorsed plans must not be altered (unless the

Yarra Planning Scheme specifies that a permit is not required) without the prior written
consent of the Responsible Authority.
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Sustainable Management Plan

3.

Before the use and development commences, an amended Sustainable Management Plan to
the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the
Responsible Authority. When approved, the amended Sustainable Management Plan will be
endorsed and will form part of this permit. The amended Sustainable Management Plan
must be generally in accordance with the Sustainable Management Plan prepared by JBA
and dated 2 December 2019, but modified to include or show:

(a) A degree of operability provided to all windows to enable natural ventilation to all office
areas with mixed mode HVAC;

(b) A PV solar array be included on any usable roof area;
(c) An organic waste stream system;
(d) 6 WELS Star urinals;

(e) Either all ambiguous wording/commitments outlined in the SMP to be fully committed to
within the document, or reference to these products removed from the SMP;

(H A minimum of 20% improvement above the NCC energy efficiency standard

The provisions, recommendations and requirements of the endorsed Sustainable
Management Plan must be implemented and complied with to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority.

Waste Management Plan

5.

* The provisions, recommendations and requirements of the endorsed Waste Management
Plan (prepared by Leigh Design and dated 3 November 2020) must be implemented and
complied with to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

The collection of waste from the site must be by private collection, unless with the prior
written consent of the Responsible Authority.

Green Travel Plan

7.

* Before the use and development commences, an amended Green Travel Plan to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the
Responsible Authority. When approved, the amended Green Travel plan will be endorsed
and will form part of this permit. The amended Green Travel Plan must be generally in
accordance with the current endorsed Green Travel Plan (prepared by Traffix Group and
dated February 2021), but updated to include the following;

(a) Details of the amended bicycle storage layout and provision;
(b) Removal of all references to on-site car parking provision;

(c) Amended plan layouts.

The provisions, recommendations and requirements of the endorsed Green Travel Plan must
be implemented and complied with to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.
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Street and Park Trees

9.

Before the development starts, a street tree and park tree management plan to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the
Responsible Authority. When approved, the street tree and park tree management plan will
be endorsed and will form part of this permit. The street tree and park tree management plan
must provide for reasonable protection of the two street trees on Peel Street and closest
adjacent Lemon-Scented Gum (Corymbia citriodora) in the Cambridge Street Reserve
between the dates of the starting and completion of the development.

Tree Management Plan

10.

11.

Before the development (including demotion of buildings) starts, a Tree Management Plan to
the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority must be prepared by a suitably qualified Arborist
and must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. When approved the
Tree Management Plan will be endorsed and will form part of this permit. The Tree
Management Plan must provide the following measures for tree protection for all trees within
10m of the development site before construction starts and during construction:

(@) the provision of any barriers;

(b) any pruning necessary; and

(c) watering and maintenance regimes,

to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

The provisions, recommendations and requirements of the endorsed Tree Management Plan
must be complied with and implemented to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Cambridge Reserve improvements

12.

13.

14.

Before the development commences, or by such later date as approved in writing by the

Responsible Authority, an amended Cambridge Reserve Park Concept & Landscaping Plan

to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the

Responsible Authority. When approved, the Plan will be endorsed and will form part of this

permit.

The amended Plan must be generally in accordance with the Concept Plan sketch plan

prepared by CHT Architects Pty Ltd, drawing no. TP4.03 revision P04 dated 3 December

2018, but modified to include (or show, or address):

(@) The location of the BBQ to be central between the two picnic settings.

(b) The two picnic settings in a location that will receive no less solar access than under
the existing conditions.

(c) Paving, stool, and footing details.

(d) The type, location and quantities of planting proposed.

(e) A plant schedule indicating botanical and common names, quantities, pot size, mature
height and spread of all proposed plants.

(f) A specification of works to be undertaken prior to planting.

(g) Details of plant/planting maintenance schedules and requirements.

All works associated with the Cambridge Reserve Park Concept & Landscaping Plan as
shown on the endorsed plans must be carried out by or on behalf of the owner of the subject
land to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority

Before the building is occupied, all works in the Cambridge Reserve as shown on the
endorsed plans must be fully constructed and completed by the owner to the satisfaction of
the Responsible Authority
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Road Infrastructure

15. Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the
Responsible Authority, four bicycle hoops (eight bike spaces) must be installed on the
Cambridge Street frontage, within the roadway between the existing street tree and car
parking bays:

(a) with the existing hoop within the footpath removed to create footpath space, and
provide easier access to the spaces within the roadway;

(b) the existing parking restriction sign relocated to align with the marked parking bays;

(c) the hoops offset from the curb by 600 mm to allow for effective gutter maintenance and
cleaning;

(d) the hoops spaced 500mm from the tree cut-out, 1 metre apart and at least 1 metre from
the nearest parking bay;

(e) atthe cost of the owner of the subject land; and

(f)  in alocation and manner

to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

16. Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the
Responsible Authority, any damaged roads, footpaths and other road related infrastructure
adjacent to the development site as a result of the construction works, including trenching
and excavation for utility service connections, must be reconstructed:

(a) atthe cost of the owner of the subject land; and
(b) to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

17. Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the
Responsible Authority, full-width footpath and kerb and channel immediately outside the
property’s Peel Street road frontage must be re-constructed:

(a) atthe cost of the owner of the subject land; and
(b) to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

18. Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the
Responsible Authority, full-width footpath immediately outside the property’s Cambridge
Street road frontage must be stripped and re-sheeted:

(a) atthe cost of the owner of the subject land; and
(b) to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

19. Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the
Responsible Authority, any damage to Council infrastructure resulting from the development
must be reinstated:

(a) atthe cost of the owner of the subject land; and
(b) to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority
Lighting
20. Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the

Responsible Authority, external lighting capable of illuminating access to the pedestrian and
vehicular entrances must be provided on the subject site. Lighting must be:

(@) located;

(b) directed,;

(c) shielded; and

(d) of limited intensity,

to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.
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General

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

Finished floor levels shown on the endorsed plans must not be altered or modified without the
prior written consent of the Responsible Authority.

The amenity of the area must not be detrimentally affected by the use, including through:

(a) the transport of materials, goods or commodities to or from land;

(b) the appearance of any buildings, works or materials;

(c) the emission of noise, artificial light, vibration, smell, fumes, smoke, vapour, steam,
soot, ash, dust, waste water, waste products, grit or oil, or

(d) the presence of vermin

to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

The use and development must comply at all times with the State Environment Protection
Policy — Control of Noise from Commerce, Industry and Trade (SEPP N-1).

The use and development must comply at all times with the State Environment Protection
Policy — Control of Music Noise from Public Premises (SEPP N-2).

Before the building is occupied, or by such later date as approved in writing by the
Responsible Authority, all new on-boundary walls must be cleaned and finished to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

All buildings and works must be maintained in good order and appearance to the satisfaction
of the Responsible Authority.

All pipes, fixtures, fittings and vents servicing any building on the land must be concealed in
service ducts or otherwise hidden from view to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Except with the prior written consent of the Responsible Authority, demolition or construction

works must not be carried out:

(&8 Monday-Friday (excluding public holidays) before 7.00 am or after 6.00 pm;

(b) Saturdays and public holidays (other than ANZAC Day, Christmas Day and Good
Friday) before 9.00 am or after 3.00 pm; or

(c) Sundays, ANZAC Day, Christmas Day and Good Friday at any time.

Development Contributions Plan

29.

Prior to the issue of a building permit, commencement of the development, or issue of a
Statement of Compliance (whichever occurs first) the Development Infrastructure Levy must
be paid to Yarra City Council in accordance with the approved Development Contributions
Plan, or the Owner must enter into an agreement with Yarra City Council to pay the amount
of the levy within a time specified in the agreement.

Construction Management

30.

Before the development commences, a Construction Management Plan to the satisfaction of

the Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority.

When approved, the plan will be endorsed and will form part of this permit. The plan must

provide for (as appropriate):

(a) a pre-conditions survey (dilapidation report) of the land and all adjacent Council roads
frontages and nearby road infrastructure;

(b) works necessary to protect road and other infrastructure;

(c) remediation of any damage to road and other infrastructure

(d) containment of dust, dirt and mud within the land and method and frequency of clean
up procedures to prevent the accumulation of dust, dirt and mud outside the land,
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31.
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facilities for vehicle washing, which must be located on the land;

the location of loading zones, site sheds, materials, cranes and crane/hoisting zones,
gantries and any other construction related items or equipment to be located in any
street;

site security;

management of any environmental hazards including, but not limited to contaminated
soil; materials and waste; dust; stormwater contamination from run-off and wash-
waters; sediment from the land on roads; washing of concrete trucks and other vehicles
and machinery; and spillage from refuelling cranes and other vehicles and machinery;
the construction program;

preferred arrangements for trucks delivering to the land, including delivery and
unloading points and expected duration and frequency;

parking facilities for construction workers;

measures to ensure that all work on the land will be carried out in accordance with the
Construction Management Plan

an outline of requests to occupy public footpaths or roads, or anticipated disruptions to
local services;

an emergency contact that is available for 24 hours per day for residents and the
Responsible Authority in the event of relevant queries or problems experienced;

the provision of a traffic management plan to comply with provisions of AS 1742.3-2002
Manual of uniform traffic control devices - Part 3: Traffic control devices for works on
roads;

a Noise and Vibration Management Plan showing methods to minimise noise and
vibration impacts on nearby properties and to demonstrate compliance with Noise
Control Guideline 12 for Construction (Publication 1254) as issued by the Environment
Protection Authority in October 2008. The Noise and Vibration Management Plan must
be prepared to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. In preparing the Noise and
Vibration Management Plan, consideration must be given to using lower noise work
practice and equipment; the suitability of the land for the use of an electric crane;
silencing all mechanical plant by the best practical means using current technology;
fitting pneumatic tools with an effective silencer; and other relevant considerations; and
any site-specific requirements.

During the construction:

@)
(b)
(©)
(d)
(e)

Expiry

32.

any stormwater discharged into the stormwater drainage system must be in compliance
with Environment Protection Authority guidelines;

stormwater drainage system protection measures must be installed as required to
ensure that no solid waste, sediment, sand, soil, clay or stones from the land enters the
stormwater drainage system;

vehicle borne material must not accumulate on the roads abutting the land;

the cleaning of machinery and equipment must take place on the land and not on
adjacent footpaths or roads; and

all litter (including items such as cement bags, food packaging and plastic strapping)
must be disposed of responsibly

This permit will expire if one of the following circumstances applies:

(a)
(b)
(©)

The development is not started within two years of the issue date of this permit.
The development is not completed within four years of the issue date of this permit.
The office use is not commenced within five years of the issue date of this permit.

In accordance with section 69 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987, an application may
be submitted to the responsible authority for an extension of the periods referred to in this
condition.
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Notes:

A building permit maybe required before development is commenced. Please contact Council’s
Building Services on 9205 5555 to confirm.

Provision must be made for drainage of the site to a legal point of discharge. Please contact
Council’s Building Services on 9205 5555 for further information.

In accordance with the Yarra Planning Scheme, a 4.5 per cent public open space contribution will
apply in the event of the subdivision of the land.

All future employees within the development approved under this permit will not be permitted to
obtain employee or visitor parking permits.

Prior to the issue of a building permit for the development allowed by this permit, the Community
Infrastructure Levy must be paid to Yarra City Council in accordance with the approved
Development Contributions Plan.

Any services poles, structures or pits that interfere with the proposal must be adjusted, removed or
relocated at the owner’s expense after seeking approval from the relevant authority.

Areas must be provided inside the property line and adjacent to the footpath to accommodate pits
and meters. No private pits, valves or meters on Council property will be accepted.

The applicant must apply for a Legal Point of Discharge under Regulation 610 — Stormwater
Drainage of the Building Regulations 2006 from Yarra Building Services unit. Any storm water
drainage within the property must be provided and be connected to the nearest Council pit of
adequate depth and capacity (legal point of discharge), or to Council’s satisfaction under Section
200 of the Local Government Act 1989 and Regulation 610.

Only roof runoff, surface water and clean groundwater seepage from above the water table can be
discharged into Council drains.

Contaminated groundwater from below the water table must be discharged to the sewer system
through a trade waste agreement from the relevant sewer authority.

Council will not permit clean groundwater from below the groundwater table to be discharged into
Council’s drainage system. Basements that extend into the groundwater table must be
waterproofed/tanked.

The developer must prepare and submit detailed design drawings of all road infrastructure works
and drainage works associated with this development for assessment and approval.

The Permit Holder/developer is responsible for the management and protection of their building
from groundwater.

It is also the Permit Holder’s onus and responsibility to ensure that rainfall run-off does not enter

the property in the event of a heavy storm. Adequate measures should be in place to prevent
backwash from entering the property.

Attachments
1 PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans

2 PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Decision Plans
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PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Sketch Plans
PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Strategic Transport comments
PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Engineering Comments

PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - City Works comments
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
PLANNING ENVIRONMENT ACT 1987
YARRA PLANNING SCHEME

Plan referred to in Permit No: PLN17/1059
relating to use/development of land.
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FACADE AREA SCHEDULE

FACADE AREA: 425.3m2
GLAZING AREA: 182mz
GLAZING % 42%
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans

1900

PLANNING ENVIRONMENT ACT 1987
YARRA PLANNING SCHEME
Plan referred to in Permit No: PLN17/1059
relating to use/development of land.

For and on behalf of the Responsible Authority
DATE 02/03/2021 PLAN 12 of 22
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans

PLANNING ENVIRONMENT ACT 1987
YARRA PLANNING SCHEME
Plan referred to in Permit No: PLN17/1059

FACADE AREA SCHEDULE . M G
relating to use/development of land.

FACADE AREA: 306m2 AO
GLAZING AREA: 114.8m2
GLAZING %: 37%

For and on behalf of the Responsible Authority
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
PLANNING ENVIRONMENT ACT 1987
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relating to use/development of land.

For and on behalf of the Responsible Authority
DATE 02/03/2021 PLAN 14 of 22

This is NOT a Building Permit

AMENDMENT TO PLAN APPROVED
IN PERMIT No.: PLN17/1059
Date Issued: 11/02/2019

NOTE: PROPOSED ELEVATIONS ARE CONSISTENT WITH PREVIQUSLY APPROVED BUILDING ENVELOPE - SHOWN IN RED
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans

PEARNNING "ERVIRONMENT ACT 1987
YERRA PEBNNING SCHEME

PraferEfErred to # Permit No: PLN17/1059
relating to use/development of land.

For and on behalf of the Responsible Authority
DATE 02/03/2021 PLAN 15 of 22
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NOTE: REFER TO DRAWING TP4.06
FOR DETAILS ON THE PROPOSED
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans

PLANNING ENVIRONMENT ACT 1987
YARRA PLANNING SCHEME
Plan referred to in Permit No: PLN17/1059
relating to use/development of land.

For and on behalf of the Responsible Authority
DATE 02/03/2021 PLAN 16 of 22
This is NOT a Building Permit
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans

NOTE: REFER TO DRAWING TP4.06
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans

AMENDMENT TO PLAN APPROVED
IN PERMIT No.: PLN17/1059
Date Issued: 11/02/2019
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PLANNING ENVIRONMENT ACT 1987
YARRA PLANNING SCHEME
Plan referred to in Permit No: PLN17/1059
relating to use/development of land.
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans

AMENDMENT TO PLAN APPROVED
IN PERMIT No.: PLN17/1059
Date Issued: 11/02/2019

For and on behalf of the Responsible Authority
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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Plan referred to in Permit No: PLN17/1059
relating to use/development of land.
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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Attachment 1 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Current Endorsed Plans
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PLANNING ENVIRONMENT ACT 1987
YARRA PLANNING SCHEME
Plan referred to in Permit No: PLN17/1059
relating to use/deyelopment of land

For and on behalf of the Responsible Authority
DATE 02/03/2021 PLAN 22 of 22
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Attachment 2 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Decision Plans
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Attachment 2 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Decision Plans

GROSS FLOOR AREA (GFA)

LEVEL I AREA
GROUND FLOOR 216.25m?
LEVEL D1 21574 m?
LEVEL 02 22350m*
LEVEL 03 22350 m
LEVEL 04 22350 m
LEVEL 05 223.50 m*
LEVEL 06 18157 m?
LEVEL 07 14184 e
TOTAL 164939

GFA CALCULATION NOTES:

-CORE STAIR & LIFT INCLUDED FOR ALL LEVELS
-SERVICES AREA ON LEVEL 07 INCLUDED IN AREA
CALCULATIONS.

-OUTDOOR TERRACE/BALCONIES (LEVEL 05 - 07)
INCLUDED IN AREA CALCULATIONS.

GROSS LETTABLE AREA SCHEDULE (GLA)

LEVEL | NAME [ AREA

NET LETTABLE AREA SCHEDULE (NLA)

Level [ HNAME | AREA

[GROUND FLOOR [FOOD & DRINKS PREMISES 10753 m?

[GROUND FLOOR [FOOD & DRINKS PREMISES [8272m* |

[LEVEL 01 [ TENANGY 1 [190.32 m?
|LEVEL 02 [TEMANCY 2 [197 94 m2
[LEVEL 03 [TEMANCY 3 [197.94 m?
[LEVEL 04 [TEMANCY 4 [197.94 m?
[LEVEL 05 [TENANCY 5 [179.79m
|LEVEL 05 | TERRACE [1391me
[LEVEL 06 [TEMANCY 6 [136.59 m
|LEVEL 08 | TERRACE [14.22 7
[LEVEL 07 [TEMANCY 6 [54.91 n?
[LEVEL 07 | TERRACE [14.22 n?
1308 .40 m?

GLA CALCULATION NOTES:

-MEASURED IN ACCORDANCE WITH PROPERTY COUNCIL OF
AUSTRALIA'S METHOD OF MEASUREMENT FOR LETTABLE
AREA 2008 (SECTION 2 - GROSS LETTABLE AREA - GLA).
-MEASURED TO DOMINANT FACES OF EXTERNAL WALLS.

- INCLUDED IN GLA CALCULATIONS:
- WINDOW FRAMES & MULLIONS
- STRUCTURAL COLUMNS
- ENGAGED PERIMETER COLUMNS

-EXCLUDED FROM CALCULATIONS:
- FIRE STAIRS & ACCESSWAYS
- RECESSED DOORWAYS
- CUPBOARDS
- TELECOMMUNICATION CUPBOARDS
- FIRE HOSE REEL CUPBOARDS
- LIFT SHAFTS
- SMOKE LOBBIES
- PLANT/MOTOR ROOMS
- TEA ROOMS / OTHER SERVICES AREAS (WHERE ALL ARE
PROVIDED AS STANDARD FACILITIES IN THE BUILDING).
- DDA BATHROOM TO OFFICE LEVELS SPECIFICALLY
INCLUDED IN GLA CALCULATIONS

[LEVEL 01 [TENANCY 1 [17880m ]
[LEVEL 02 [TENANCY 2 18309 m |
[LEVEL 03 [TENANCY 3 [18909m |
[LEVEL 04 [TENANCY 4 [18909m |
[LEVEL 05 [TENANCY 5 [m8om ]
|LEVEL 05 |TERRACE [1348m |
[LEVEL 06 [TENANCY B [131.13 me
|LEVEL 08 | TERRAGE [ E
[LEVEL 07 [TENANCY 6 [s172m |
[LEVEL 07 |TERRACE [1a78m |
121577 m*

LA CALCULATION NOTES:

- MEASURED IN ACCORDANCE WITH PROPERTY COUNCIL OF
AUSTRALIA'S METHOD OF MEASUREMENT FOR LETTABLE AREA 2008
(SECTION 3 - NET LETTABLE AREA (NLA) - OFFICE BUILDINGS).

- MEASURED TO DOMINANT INTERNAL FINISHED FACES.

- INCLUDED IN GLA CALCULATIONS:

- WNDOW FRAMES & MULLIONS

- STRUCTURAL COLUMNS

- ENGAGED PERIMETER COLUMNS

- FIRE HOSE REELS ATTACHED TO WALLS

- EXCLUDED FROM CALCULATIONS:

- BTAIRS & ACCESSWAYS

- RECESSED DOORWAYS

- CUPBOARDS

- TELECOMMUNICATION CUPBOARDS

- FIRE HOSE REEL CUPBOARDS

- LIFT SHAFTS

- SMOKE LOBBIES

- PLANT/MOTOR ROOMS

- TEA ROOMS / OTHER SERVICES AREAS (WHERE ALL ARE
PROVIDED AS STANDARD FACILITIES IN THE BUILDING).

- DDA BATHROOM TO OFFICE LEVELS SPECIFICALLY INCLUDED N
NLA CALCULATIONS.
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\

NOTE: PROPOSED ELEVATIONS ARE CONSISTENT WITH PREVIOUSLY APPROVED BUILDING ENVELOPE - SHOWN IN RED

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE
SOUTH ELEVATION
CAMBRID GE RESERVE

SCALE
1:1008A3

DATE
8 DECEMBER 2020

JOB NO .
AD50/ PEEL ST /1905

DRAWN
MG

DRAWING WO.
TP2.03

REVISION
a3

211 GREVILLE STREET
PRAHRAN, VIT
AUSTRALTA 331831

(03) #938 5332
WEAD . CON AU

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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FACADE AREA SCHEDULE

FACADE AREA: 305M2
GLAZING AREA: oM2
GLAZING %: 0%

Agenda Page 237
Attachment 2 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Decision Plans

o

§

LEGEND

_ ADJACENT BUILDING

NOTE: PROPOSED ELEVATIONS ARE CONSISTENT WITH PREVIOUSLY APPROVED BUILDING ENVELOPE - SHOWN IN RED

MG LN

rMAK HEIGHT 40500 (AHDY

wr LEVEL 07 FFL 44800 (AHD)

s LEVEL Of FFL 41700 (AHD}

wLEVEL 05 FFL 38600 (AHD)

p

E

Ao MELEVEL 04 FFI 35300 (AHD)
o

] L
@

o LEVEL O3 FFL 32400 (AHD)

S

!I.EVEI. 02 FFL 28.300 (AHD) T

R

‘I.EVEI. 01 FFL 26,200 (AHD) E

E

wg LEVEL OO FFL 2590 (AHD}

MG

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE
EAST ELEVATION
PARTY WALL

SCALE
1:1008 43

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOB NO.
ADGD/ PEEL ST /1805

DRAWN
MG

DRAWING WO.
TP2.04

REVISION
a3

THIS DAAMINS IS WOT FOR CONSTRECTION.
BO WET SEALS BFE THIS DRAMERE.
IREDNNATION EORFAERES OB Ta1f COESMINT
I8 THE EERYAIEHF S WEAD PPV LFE

O

211 GREVILLE STREET
PRANRAN, VIE
AUSTRALTA 331831

(03) #9389 B3I
WEAD . CON AU

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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PROJECT

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SCALE
1:2008A3

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOBE NO .
A0S0/ PEEL ST /15085

DRAWN
L

DRAWING NO.

REVISION
oo

REET

THES DaAWINS 15 RET FBR CONSTRECTION.
™ 3 B

CAMBRIDGE s

PARK AREA IN SUNLIGHT

333 BREVTLLE ETREET
PRANRAH, ¥TC
2ESTRALTA 3183

LEGEND f e — ;
_ EXISTING S‘MDOHS]OVER PARK JARE. } =
I | | “ @

£93] BRI8 6332
waAL . CON .80

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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PROJECT

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE
SCALE
1: 200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOB NO.
AQS0/ PEEL ST /1808

DRAWN
MG

DRAWING WO .

REVISION
o

THIS DRAVINL I3 BOT FOR CONGTRECTION.

IRSORMATION CONTALALS Gk TeIS EOCSMONT
I5 THE CRYRIGNT £F WGAD PTY LD

O

33 GREUTLLE ETREET
PRANRLN, ¥IC
LESTRALTA 31E3
£93] BRI8 6332
waAL . CON .80

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE

NOTE: PROPOSED SHADOWS ARE CONSISTENT WITH APPROVED PERMIT BUILDING ENVELOPE
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Attachment 2 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Decision Plans

LEGEND

EXISTING S'MDOHS/I QVER

PARK AREA IN SUNLIGHT

PROJECT

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE
SCALE
1: 200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOB NO.
AQBD/ PEEL ST /1808

DRAWN
MG

DRAWING WO,

REVISION
o

THIS DRAVINL I3 BOT FOR CONGTRECTION.

T BIT TNIS DESWINE.
INSORMATION CONTALALD 04 T4IS LOCYMINT
IE THE CORVEIINT IF WGAD PTY LT

33 GREUTLLE ETREET
PRANRLN, ¥IC
LESTRALTA 31E3

£93] BRI8 6332
waAL . CON .80

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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Attachment 2 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Decision Plans

I
It
J
LEGEND {
h

EXISTING SHA DOHS,J,

T v anen v sumizanr

I
i

CAST BY O‘JI!ER NEs

| f
_ SHADOWS CAST BY PROPOSED of
I

VELOPMENT OVER PRJRK ARE
)

f

NOTE: PROPOSED SHADOWS ARE CONSISTENT WITH APPROVED PERMIT BUILDING ENVELOPE

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SHADOW ANALYSIS
22ND SEPTEMBER
10AM PROPOSED

SCALE
1:200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO .
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1905

DRAWN
LK

DRAWING NO.

TPO.03.04

REVISION
oo

33 GREUTLLE ETREET
PRANRLN, ¥IC
LESTRALTA 31E3

£93] BRI8 6332
waAL . CON .80

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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Attachment 2 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Decision Plans

LEGEND
by i

EXISTING SHADOWS OVER PARK [AREA
i ;

[ RS

EET

CAMBRIDGE 574

PROJECT

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE
SCALE
1: 200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOB NO.
AQBD/ PEEL ST /1808

DRAWN
MG

DRAWING WO,

REVISION
o

THIS DRAVINL I3 BOT FOR CONGTRECTION.
0O BT BCALE BFT TNIT DESWINE.
INSORMATION CONTAIALD 0 T4IS OCYMINT
IE THE CORVEIINT IF WGAD PTY LT

33 GREUTLLE ETREET
PRANRLN, ¥IC
LESTRALTA 31E3
£93] BRI8 6332
wGAD, COM .U

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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LEGEND

J
EXISTING S‘MDOHS"C&ST BY OTHER

{ |‘
_ SHADOWS CAST @Y PROPOSED OFVELOPMENT OVER PARK ARE
) i
i J !

T v anen v sumizanr

/

NOTE: PROPOSED SHADOWS ARE CONSISTENT WITH APPROVED PERMIT BUILDING ENVELOPE

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SHADOW ANALYSIS
22ND SEPTEMBER
10:30AM PROPOSED

SCALE
1:200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO .
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1905

DRAWN
LK

DRAWING NO.

TPO.03.06

REVISION
oo

TAIS DRANINE 15 BET FOR CONSTASCTION.
BO NET REALE OFF IS ERNWENE.
INTOENATEOR ERRTAIALS DR TS BOCUMERT
S TRE LERVAIERT G WEA PFT L)

O

33 GREUTLLE ETREET
PRANRLN, ¥IC
LESTRALTA 31E3

£93] BRI8 6332
waAL . CON .80

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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LEGEND

PARK AREA IN SUNLIGHT

;i _ i
[ f g
i} ,‘ {
f & - -
g ) g
_ EXISTING SHADOWS' OVER PARK.‘AREA/'

P

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SHADOW ANALYSIS
22ND SEPTEMBER
1AM EXISTING

SCALE
1:200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO .
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1908

DRAWN
LK)

DRAWING NO.

TPO.03.07

REVISION
oo

TAIS DRANINE 15 BET FOR CONSTASCTION.
BO NET REALE OFF IS ERNWENE.
INTOENATEOR ERRTAIALS DR TS BOCUMERT
15 TeE Beeve eab BT

O

33 GREUTLLE ETREET
PRANRLN, ¥IC
LESTRALTA 31E3

£93] BRI8 6332
wGAD, COM .U

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SHADOW ANALYSIS
22ND SEPTEMBER
11AM PROPOSED

SCALE
1:200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO .
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1905

DRAWN
LK

DRAWING NO.

TPO.03.08

REVISION
oo

TAIS DRANINE 15 BET FOR CONSTASCTION.
BO RET REALE OFF FMIS ..
INTOENATEOR ERRTAIALS DR TS BOCUMERT
S TRE DERVAIERT GF WEAL PFY 178

; : /
) §
| '

LEGEND t i S

_ EXISTING SHADOWS|CAST BY ot’uen GS v

_ SHADOWS CAST 8Y PROPOSED o(mTusm ovER PJRK ARE | i - (i @

i ! |
_ PARK AREA IN SUMLIGHT } {
£ | { / ' i i | 133 BREWTLLE ETREET
t i) L 4 PRANRAN, ¥TC
ausTRALTA 3133
193] #038 8332
wean con. s

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE

NOTE: PROPOSED SHADOWS ARE CONSISTENT WITH APPROVED PERMIT BUILDING ENVELOPE
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Attachment 2 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Decision Plans

[

} ¥ i#
) g fi

LEGEND i 0
i

_ EXISTING SHADOWS OVER PARK‘.‘AREA:.

'

i | i
_ PARK AREA IN SUNLIGHT ¥ {

——

P -

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SHADOW ANALYSIS
22ND SEPTEMBER
12PM EXISTING

SCALE
1:200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO.
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1908

DRAWN
LK)

DRAWING NO.
TPO.03.09

REVISION
oo

TAIS DRANINE 15 BET FOR CONSTASCTION.
BO NET REALE OFF IS ERNWENE.
INTOENATEOR ERRTAIALS DR TS BOCUMERT
S TRE DERVNSART GF WeAD FTY L

O

B33 RREVILLE ETREET
PRANREN, ¥IT
LESTRALTA 31E3

£93] BRI8 6332
wGAD, COM .U

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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Attachment 2 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Decision Plans

LEGEND

¥ i
EXISTING SHADOWS CAST BY OTHER

_ SHADOWS CAST 8Y PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT OVER P
B )

T v anen v sumizanr

.

/

N

J‘RK ARE

NOTE: PROPOSED SHADOWS ARE CONSISTENT WITH APPROVED PERMIT BUILDING ENVELOPE

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SHADOW ANALYSIS
22ND SEPTEMBER
12PM PROPOSED

SCALE
1:200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JoR NGO
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1908

DRAWN
LK

DRAWING NO.

TPO.03.10

REVISION
oo

33 GREUTLLE ETREET
PRANRLN, ¥IC
LESTRALTA 31E3

£93] BRI8 6332
waAL . CON .80

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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ET

CAMBR’DGEASer

A’.‘...A.___b“

LEGEND

g

EXISTING SHADOWS|OVER PARK

N . asca v sufhron

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SHADOW ANALYSIS
22ND SEPTEMBER
1PM EXISTING

SCALE
1:200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO L
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1908

DRAWN
LK)

DRAWING NO.
TPO.04.01

REVISION
oo

TAIS DRANINE 15 BET FOR CONSTASCTION.
BO NET REALE OFF IS ERNWENE.
INTOENATEOR ERRTAIALS DR TS BOCUMERT
6 TRE DESVNI RS ©F weAD PTY L7

O

B33 RREVILLE ETREET
PRANRLN, ¥IC
auSTRALTS 3333

£93] BRI8 6332
wGAD, COM .U

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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Attachment 2 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Decision Plans

LEGEND

0
_ SHADOWS CAST @Y PROPOSED OBVELD
i !
T rovc anen v sudranr |

NOTE: PROPOSED SHADOWS ARE CONSISTENT WITH APPROVED PERMIT BUILDING ENVELOPE

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SHADOW ANALYSIS
22ND SEPTEMBER
1PM PROPOSED

SCALE
1:200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO .
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1908

DRAWN
LK)

DRAWING NO.

TP0.04.02

REVISION
oo

TAIS DRANINE 15 BET FOR CONSTASCTION.
BO NET REALE OFF IS ERNWENE.
INTOENATEOR ERRTAIALS DR TS BOCUMERT
15 TeE Beeve eab BT

O

33 GREUTLLE ETREET
PRANRLN, ¥IC
LESTRALTA 31E3

£93] BRI8 6332
wGAD, COM .U

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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LEGEND

EXISTING SHADOWS |

{
I PRV

OVER PARK |

TGHT

TREFT

CAMBRIDG ¢ 5

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SHADOW ANALYSIS
22ND SEPTEMBER
2PM EXISTING

SCALE
1:200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO.
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1908

DRAWN
LK)

DRAWING NO.

TP0.04.03

REVISION
oo

TAIS DRANINE 15 BET FOR CONSTASCTION.
BO NET REALE OFF IS ERNWENE.
INTOENATEOR ERRTAIALS DR TS BOCUMERT
6 TRE DESVNI RS ©F weAD PTY L7

O

B33 RREVILLE ETREET
PRANRLN, ¥IC
auSTRALTS 3333

£93] BRI8 6332
wGAD, COM .U

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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Attachment 2 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Decision Plans

LEGEND

EXISTING S!IADOHS" AST BY OT]
f

_ SHADOWS CAST &Y PROPOSED O

T v anen v sunraur

NOTE: PROPOSED SHADOWS ARE CONSISTENT WITH APPROVED PERMIT BUILDING ENVELOPE

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SHADOW ANALYSIS
22ND SEPTEMBER
2PM PROPOSED

SCALE
1:200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO L
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1908

DRAWN
LK)

DRAWING NO.

TP0.04.04

REVISION
oo

B33 RREVILLE ETREET
PRANRLN, ¥IC
auSTRALTS 3333

£93] BRI8 6332
wGAD, COM .U

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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LEGEND

EXISTING ssmnous“" VER PARK AREA
i |

N . nca in o

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SHADOW ANALYSIS
22ND SEPTEMBER
3PM EXISTING

SCALE
1:200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO.
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1908

DRAWN
LK)

DRAWING NO.

TP0.04.05

REVISION
oo

TAIS DRANINE 15 BET FOR CONSTASCTION.
BO NET REALE OFF IS ERNWENE.
INTOENATEOR ERRTAIALS DR TS BOCUMERT
6 TRE DESVNI RS ©F weAD PTY L7

O

B33 RREVILLE ETREFT
PRANREN, YTT
AUSTRALTS M

£93] BRI8 6332
WGAL, COW . XU

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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LEGEND

EXISTING SSIADOHS“" AST BY O
f

[ [enep—.

NOTE: PROPOSED SHADOWS ARE CONSISTENT WITH APPROVED PERMIT BUILDING ENVELOPE

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE

SHADOW ANALYSIS
22ND SEPTEMBER
3PM PROPOSED

SCALE
1:200843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO.
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1908

DRAWN
LK)

DRAWING NO.

TP0.04.06

REVISION
oo

B33 RREVILLE ETREET
PRANRLN, ¥IC
auSTRALTS 3333

£93] BRI8 6332
wGAD, COM .U

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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s MAX_HEIGHT 29 500 (AHD)

g LEVEL 07 FAL 44800 (AHD)

Blver o1 £51 26200 car)

e LEVEL 00 FFL 23300 (AHD)
K

& %
3 3
5 5
3 3
e RIDGE RL 49500 (AHD )y R —
RIDGE RL 47500 (AHD)
§
=] LEVEL7
g
i
LEVEL6 &
. _ PIDGE RL 39700 (AHD )y LEVELS__ §
LEVEL4 §
LEVEL3 §
[=3
& == S
2
g
LEVEL 2 4
if w
- LEVEL1 2
S— =
i i =R TeveL
€
GROUND BIKE STORE &l arentay
__________________ —_
L

AL AL IS

rmm O

—mm3 - W0

BOUNDARY

7800

MG

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION
33 PEEL 57
COLLINGWC
AUSTRALIZ

BOUNDARY

e MAX HEIGHT 49500 (AHD)
CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

4700

TITLE

e LEVEL 07 FFL 24600 (AMD) SECTION A & B

......

DRAWING NO
TP3.01

.........

R

.......

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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s g MAX HEGHT £9.500 (AHD)

Rl Ry 4 Jal
OOF RL40.500 (ANDlw o x

RIDGE RL 27500 (AHD) o

o w LEVEL O7 FFL 44 800 (AND)

RIDOGE RL 39700 (AHD )y

1
1
|
i

LS
mo:‘ﬂoq{z:on

i

il

i

I
I T

N RRRLAR

NN,
SIS
R

NI N R R R R
,/‘,/,\,-\/-/\\ X SN "‘/f/-‘/*/-\’\‘/\.\/'\.:/,\.//\- S
AN\ A . £ . & A A 4
AN A

S
K

AN
R
AR

SRR
R

2

I

SECTION C

NN
2R

R

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

LOCATION

33 PEEL ST
COLLINGWOOD, VIC
AUSTRALIA, 3068

CLIENT
COLLECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE
SECTION C

SCALE
1:100843

DATE
B DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO .,
A0S0/ PEEL ST /1805

DRAWN
L

DRAWING NO.
TP3.02

REVISION

833 BREVTLLE ETHEET
PRANRAN, UTC
LUSTRALTA 3183

(93} #38 BAIZ
waAD, CON . AU

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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MG
AO

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

TITLE

3D PERSEPCTIVE
EXTERNAL

PEEL ST

SCALE
A3

B DECEMBER 207

pr—

JOR NO
AOSO/ PEEL ST /1808

DRAWN

DRAWING NO

TP4.01

,_
Y e R JIEEC

[~
L}

0 e
S—
- -

l’- 1
;.
AL
1 .
|
!
!

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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MG
AO

PROJECT
33 PEEL ST

E CAPITAL

TITLE

3D PERSPECTIVE
EXTERNAL
CAMBRIDGE ST

DATE
8 DECEMBER 2020

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE

Agenda Page 257



Agenda Page 258

Attachment 2 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - Decision Plans

BN STORAGE —
NEW PG WEL —————

SHOWNSOLD GEY

RELOCATE 84S

RELOCATE SEAT

L OCATE AN TARES

STREET

D GE

CAMBRI

FOOTPATH

RELOCATE AT

WO GAREN RO 4

SERVICE | ANe

REAVEMATE FRMETER
PLANTIG

RNSTATE RATS

NREA SHOA NATCHED:
AFETURS GRASS AREA

RANT

MG
AO

PROJECT

33 P

LOCA
e
coLL
AUST

CLIE
coLL

EEL ST

TION
EEL 87
INGWOOD, VIC
RALIA, 3088

NT
ECTIVE CAPITAL

TITLE
CAMBRIDGE RESERVE
PARK CONCEPT PLAN

SCA
NTS

DAT

LE

E

B8 DECEMBER 2020

JOR NO
A0SO/ PEEL ST /1805

DRAWN

e

DRAWING NO

TP4.03

RE
oa

VISION

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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(AL1) POWDERCOATED ALUMINIUM (AL2) PERFORATED ALUMINIUM (GL) GLAZING

POWDERCOAT COLOUR: FOREST GREEN OR SIMILAR DIA 4.78 CEXNTRES .35 PEN AREA 51%

(RF) METAL DECK ROOF SHEET (PC) PRECAST CONCRETE

(BR) RECLAIMED BRICK

- -

"

MG
AO

PRO
33 PEEL ST

TITLE

MATERIAL SCHEDULE

O

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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L, 250

300

2700

900

SHADING FIN

250mm VERTIC AL SHADING FIN

,  FULL HEIGHT DOWBLE GLAZING BAY
# #

£
=
g
&
4
124
5
>
E
E
3
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FULL HEIGHT SINGLE GLAZING BAY

250mm VERTICAL SHADING FIN

PRECAST PANEL - PAINT FINISH

MG
AO

33 PEEL ST

TITLE
FACADE STUDY
TYPICAL ELEMENTS

MATT GOODMAN
ARCHITECTURE OFFICE
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YaRRA File Note

Date: 18 January 2021
Property Address: 33 Peel Street, Collingwood

Application No: PLN17/1059.02

Strategic Transport Comments

« The number of employee bicycle parking has been increased to 20
spaces, which is supported.

« 2 employee spaces are provided as horizontal spaces, which does not
meet the AS2890.3 requirement for at least 20% of bicycle spaces to
be provided as horizontal at-grade spaces. 4 employee bicycle spaces
should be provided as horizontal racks to satisfy Condition 1(v).

« Notations indicating dimensions of bicycle storage spaces have been
included on the plans and demonstrate the layout of bicycle spaces
complies with AS2890.3.

« 2 shower/ change rooms are provided adjacent to bicycle parking
area, which is supported.

« |f the amenities adjacent to the employee bicycle parking are intended
for use by patrons of the food and drink premises, the bicycle parking
area should be amended to be secure i.e. access is via a key or swipe
card.

« 8 visitor bicycle spaces are shown at the previously agreed location on
Cambridge Street.

+ A Green Travel Plan covering the information outlined in Condition 8
must be provided.
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"YaRRA MEMO

To: Lara Fiscalini

From: Artemis Bacani

Date: 4 January 2021

Subject: Application No: PLN17/1059.02
Description: Amended Plans

Site Address: 33 Peel Street, Collingwood

| refer to the above application to amend Planning Application PLN17/1059 received on 7
December 2020 in relation to the proposed development at 33 Peel Street, Collingwood. Council’s
Civil Engineering unit provides the following information:

Drawings and Documents Reviewed

Drawing Mo. or Document Revision | Dated
Traffix Group Traffic Engineering Assessment of Proposed 17 November 2020
Amendment

Condition 17 — Comments Provided by Lev Shinkarsky

Condition Engineering Comment

Condition 17 This Condition is no longer relevant for this application
and should be deleted from the Planning Permit.

CAR PARKING PROVISION

Amended Proposal

Under the provisions of Clause 52.06-5 of the Yarra Planning Scheme, the development’s
amended parking requirements are as follows:

Proposed Use Approved Proposal | Amended Proposal Change
‘ Office 7 0 -1 spaces
‘ Food and Drink Premises (Café) 0 0 0 space
‘ Total 7 Spaces 0 Space -7 Spaces

The amendment for this application would result in a full waiver of car parking for this development.

C:\Users\Fiscalil\AppData\LocalMicrosoft\Windows\INetCache\Content. Outlook\C819TQS 116635 (33 Peel St).docx
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Car Parking Demand Assessment
In reducing the number of parking spaces required for the proposed development, the Car Parking
Demand Assessment would assess the following:

- Parking Demand for Office Use.
The office use would now have no on-site car parking. Staff and clients to the site would be
inclined to park on-street or commute by sustainable transportation modes. The actual
parking demand generated by the office use is expected to be lower than the statutory
parking rate of 3.0 spaces per 100 square metres of floor space, since the area has very
good access to public transport services and close to an activity centre. Throughout the
municipality, a number of developments have been approved with no car spaces ora
reduced office rate, as shown in the following table:

Development Site ‘ Approved Office Parking Rate
Cremorne
60-88 Cremorne Street 0.85 spaces per 100 m?
PLN17/0626 issued 21 June 2018 (233 on-site spaces; 27,306 m?)
9-11 Cremorne Street 0.85 spaces per 100 m?
PLN16/0171 (Amended) issued 13 June 2017 (20 on-site spaces; 2,329 m?)
Collingwood
2-16 Northumberland Street 0.89 spaces per 100 m?
PLN16/1150 issued 14 June 2017 (135 on-site spaces; 15,300 m?)

The provision of no on-site parking for the development is considered appropriate, having
regard to the site’s accessibility to public transport services and its proximity to Melbourne.

- Parking Demand for Food & Drink Use.
Parking for customers that choose to drive to the site would be accommodated off-site. Staff
from the above coffices would be a primary source of patronage for the food and drink use. The
venue would also attract customers from nearby businesses and residences.

- Availability of Public Transport in the Locality of the Land.
The following public transport services can be accessed to and from the site by foot:

Smith Street tram services — 190 metre walk
Victoria Parade bus services — 410 metre walk
Victoria Parade tram services — 450 metre walk
Hoddle Street bus services — 560 metre walk

- Multi-Purpose Trips within the Area.
Clients and customers to the development might combine their visit by engaging in other
activities or business whilst in the area.

- Convenience of Pedestrian and Cyclist Access.
The site has good pedestrian access to public transport nodes and the Smith Street activity
centre. The site also has good connectivity to the on-road bicycle network.

C\Users\Fiscalil\AppData\LocalMicrosoft\Windows\INetCache\Content 33 Peel St).docx
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Appropriateness of Providing Fewer Spaces than the Likely Parking Demand
Clause 52.06 lists a number of considerations for deciding whether the required number of spaces
should be reduced. For the subject site, the following considerations are as follows:

- Availability of Car Parking.
Due to the COVID-19 restrictions, car parking occupancy surveys cannot be undertaken at this
time. It is acknowledged that any survey information would not provide an accurate
representation of car parking demands in the surrounding area.

The on-street parking in this part of Collingwood is generally high during business hours and in
the evenings. The area surrounding the subject site is blanketed in time based parking
restrictions which ensure that parking turns over frequently. Staff and visitors to the site during
business hours should consider commuting by sustainable transportation modes such as
catching public transport, riding a bicycle, or walking - measures that are in line with Council’'s
position on promoting sustainable and active transport.

- Relevant Local Policy or Incorporated Document.
The proposed development is considered to be in line with the objectives contained in
Council's Strategic Transport Statement. The site is ideally located with regard to sustainable
transport alternatives and the reduced provision of on-site car parking would potentially
discourage private motor vehicle ownership and use.

- The Future Growth and Development of an Activity Centre.
Practice Note 22 — Using the Car Parking Provisions indicates that car parking should be
considered on a centre-basis rather than on a site/individual basis. This is applicable to activity
centres, such as nearby Smith Street, where spare on-street car parking capacity would be
shared amongst sites within the activity centre.

Adequacy of Car Parking

From a traffic engineering perspective, the full waiver of parking for the office and food and drink
uses are considered appropriate in the context of the development and the surrounding area. The
operation of the development should not adversely impact on existing on-street parking conditions
in the area.

The Civil Engineering unit has no objection to the reduction in the car parking requirement for this
site.

ENGINEERING CONDITIONS
In addition to the Engineering Conditions in the Memo dated 26 March 2018, the following
Condition under Civil Works is to be deleted:

» The vehicle crossing along the south side of Peel Street is to be re-constructed in
accordance with Council’s Infrastructure Road Materials Policy, Council’s Standard
Drawings and engineering requirements. The crossing must be able to accommodate the
ground clearance for a B99 design vehicle;

and replaced with:
» The redundant vehicle crossing along the Peel Street road frontage is to be demolished

and reinstated with kerb and channel, and pavement to Council’ standards and
requirements and at the Permit Holder's expense.

C\Users\Fiscalil\AppData\LocalMicrosoft\Windows\INetCache\Content. Outlook\C819TQS 116635 (33 Peel St).docx

Page 30f 3

Agenda Page 270



Agenda Page 271
Attachment 6 - PLN17/1059.02 - 33 Peel Street, Collingwood - City Works comments

)
B

YaRRA File Note

Date: 3 December 2020
Property Address: 33 Peel Street, Collingwood

Application No: PLN17/1059.02

City Works Comments

The waste management plan for 33 Peel Street, Collingwood authored by
Leigh Design and dated 3/11/20 is satisfactory from a City Works Branch’s
perspective.
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