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Privacv

ng on our behalf is committed to protecting
oy meeting our responsibilities under the
‘ivacy Principles 2014 as well as relevant

shalf of our clients, we collect personal
Iresses, contact details, demographic data and
ticipation in consultation activities. We follow a

For more information about the way we collect information, how we use, store and disclose
information as well as our complaints procedure, please see www.capire.com.au or
telephone (03) 9285 9000.

Stakeholder Engagement

Unless otherwise stated, all feedback documented by Capire Consulting Group and any
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:ess and findings from the community and
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ras conducted over a five-week period:
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1. Phase out the current alphabetical property grading system (A-D) and replace it with

classifications which utilise ‘significant’ and ‘contributory’ categories.

2. Prepare Statements of Significance for seven precincts outside the Capital City Zone.

In response to the Review Paper, the City of Melbourne commissioned architects and heritage
consultants Lovell Chen, to conduct a further review of Local Heritage Planning Policies with

the aim of producing:

1ce for the seven heritage precincts located
within the Capital City Zone, with revised

outside of the Capital City Zone, with revised

insulting Group designed and delivered the

»n qualitative research, with every person self-
25 not necessarily reflect the views of a

limited across engagement activities.



Participants identified a range of different heritage elements as being significant in each
rrarinct Tha nrarace hiahlinhtad that-

allow cattle and gold carts through to the port,
route from the stockyards to the abattoir.
tained a mixture of built form and

1 | e | L e [
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earch into the new policy. A renewed

1 1 . “ - r . -~ 1oren

to be on developers and property owne
ok, not the onus on CoM to prove that
heritage buildings in their ‘three-dimen:



1.
2.

Mandatory height controls in heritage precincts

Resolving the tension between the DDOs and HOs

—~ o . o [ . . (- . [T . . r 1 LI

L A A hisk i ams tha hiabhact aciavibe

Images 2. Community Policy workshop, Melbourne
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late

eld between the 16 and 26 of 80
agton, Parkville, North and
h internal stakeholders to 9
ied clauses, the new heritage

WRITTEN Written submissions were received from a number of 10

SUBMISSIONS  community groups and individuals. Participants were
aenerally invited to provide a submission after attending a



Jding workshop presentations, walking tour
heets

ig (7.30am start) or evening (6.00pm start)

4. Why are these elements important to

Each table was hosted by either CoM or Capire

CoM planners and heritage advisors were invited to discuss a preliminary list of policy issues
identified by Lovell Chen and through previous submissions to CoM during the policy review
work.
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JLICY

Community members were invited to a two hour workshop to discuss the heritage planning
policy within Clause 22.04 and 22.05.

| Arvall Chan rracantad An cianificant FhallanAae anAd FfAncidaratiane far tha nalicu rawrita



t it was important to acknowledge more than

5 very important to the history of the

at the turn of the century (estimated

1000 students)
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and Barnett Street
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precinct for example the creek in
Levers Reserve

WVIILIL 1S WUD HINVG 11 LS U JVI, WUwd

and 70s’.

significant role in shaping the area as an
1 adding interwar period development to the

10



Participants identified the significance of North and West Melbourne as its history ‘as the road
from the sea to the goldfields’. Many streets were wide to allow cattle and gold carts through
to the port. Servicing the CBD, the precinct has always had a mixture of residential and

Victoria Street from the Queen
Victoria Market and into

Participants summarised the heritage character of East Melbourne and Jolimont as ‘significant
people, buildings and civic spaces’. They felt the whole precinct is highly significant as it has
some of the oldest and most intact rows of Victorian houses in Melbourne (particularly Powlett

¢ coherent development.

11 WWW.CAPIRE.COM.AU



The complimentary mixed use and low scale development in Carlton makes it a pedestrian
friendly environment and contributes to its heritage value. Participants recommend that green
spaces and parklands around heritage buildings be preserved and acknowledged, not just the

to see Lincoln Square included in between the university and the
the heritage overlay) cemetery’

Grattan Street)

Darticimamtr alea Aicciicead +ha cianificrancs ~AF ~
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nd community feedback from across online

COMMUNITY FEEDBACK

Participants at the community workshops were asked, ‘what are your top three ideas to guide
heritage management across the City of Melbourne?’ The responses provided were not only

13 WWW.CAPIRE.COM.AU



T T IVIELDAWUMNING, e

precincts (8 times).

Examining and resolving the tension
between the development and heritage
overlays (4 times).

Strengthening the planning controls that
apply to streetscapes addressing issues
such as light, privacy, neighbourhood
amenity and setbacks (4 times).

A system for regular review of
Statements of Significance and heritage
policy audits (3 times).

Define more clearly the statements on
policies regarding heritage precincts -
stronger, definitive, prescriptive
language (3 times).

Heritage advisor must be involved in all
development applications within
heritage overlays (3 times).

Onus in developers to persuade CoM
that the development fits in with the
Statement of Significance (2 times).
Encourage sympathetic ‘infill
development', rather than faux period
facades or harsh modern developments
(2 times).

Disregard 'bad examples' in

v ~t

guidelines and heritage overlays (2

times).

14

general public on heritage precincts of
state, national and international
significance, and how these sites and
precincts are managed (listed 6 times).
A stronger commitment by CoM that
heritage will be a high, if not the
highest, priority when assessing a
proposed development applications
(listed 4 times).

Inner city heritage precincts should be
'no-go’ areas for increased density
development (listed 4 times).

Interior fabric of buildings are important
not just facade (3 times).

Recognise the tourism value of heritage
(2 times).

Utilise Meredith Gould's work on
heritage (2 times).

More information on proposed
demolitions and developments before
they occur for the community (2 times).
Commitment by CoM to genuinely

consult with all ratepayers and heritage

protection for sites and precincts (1

time).



Feedback during the workshops focused on a range of issues presented by Lovell Chen and
elaborated upon by the broader group. Issues and comments are summarised below:

15

n two clauses. Participants were open to Lovell
ning the existing two clauses. This was in part
“policy work better than others. It was in

e~ R . I
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L1185 LUIIBIUST auIS WEIY L.
1e same time as the grading system for sites as
policy is interlinked with the grades and
nensive change to the policy, there should be a
: at the same time. Clearly it is not possible to

: wishes to assign a ‘significant’ and

‘contributory’ label in lieu of the A, B, C, D, and the few E gradings, there is potential
for a two-stage process.

Participants provided the followina breakdown of how the two stages could be conducted:

classifications. Amend or delete definitions as required.

f) Insert a sunset clause for the preparation of a Statement of Significance for all ‘significant’

h precinct HO. Amend 22.05 to insert this as a

essible.

16



a) Undertake the assessments necessary to classify the missing sites and revise the Inventory
accordingly. This is a very large task and could be done on a precinct by precinct basis

PR s R .

significant’ sites in the inventory and those

e.

f) Prepare minor amendments to 22.05 to accommodate corner sites, lanes, trees,
landscapes etc, as determined during the course of the project.

As a nnlicv of lona standina. caonsistentlv annlied. retain the cansiderahle weinht of Claiise
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