
________________________________________
From: Geoff Leach 
Sent: Tuesday, 2 August 2016 11:35:02 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: CoM Meetings 
Subject: Submission for FMC agenda item 6.1 Melbourne Metro Rail Project 

Please find submission for FMC agenda item 6.1 Melbourne Metro Rail Project attached. I 
would also like to speak to it tonight. 

Regards

Geoff Leach 
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Name: *  Lesli Berger  

Email address: *  lberger@fivex.com.au  

Contact phone number (optional):  0411501600  

Please indicate which meeting you 

would like to make a submission to by 

selecting the appropriate button: *  

Future Melbourne Committee meeting 

Date of meeting: *  Tuesday 2 August 2016  

Agenda item title: *  6.2 Opportunities for Elizabeth Street South 

Please write your submission in the 

space provided below and submit by 

no later than noon on the day of the 

scheduled meeting. We encourage you 

to make your submission as early as 

possible.  

Fivex is the owner of Carlow House and 276 Flinders Street. 

 

As a result our properties are the vast majority of the street 

frontage facing Elizabeth Street South and will be impacted by 

Council's proposed changes. 

 

While Fivex is generally supportive of Council's draft proposal 

there are a number of issues that have not been canvassed 

and I would like an opportunity to briefly address the 

Committee to raise our concerns and raise some ideas for 

consideration to further strengthen Council's proposal. 

Please indicate whether you would like 

to address the Future Melbourne 

Committee in support of your 

submission: 

 

(No opportunity is provided for 

submitters to be heard at Council 

meetings.) *  

Yes 

Privacy acknowledgement: *  I have read and acknowledge how Council will use and 

disclose my personal information. 
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Mr Mayor 

I have been living on Elizabeth Street for the past 5 years and in the CBD for 15 years. 

As a long term CBD resident, and this area in particular, I am writing in support of your 
proposed redevelopment of Elizabeth Street as outlined in the Herald Sun last week. 

Elizabeth Street between Flinders and Collins Streets has been long neglected and your 
proposal is a much needed increase to the amenity of the Elizabeth Street, a major gateway to 
Melbourne.  This section of the city is one of Melbourne’s busiest pedestrian thoroughfares, 
but also one that suffers from litter, homelessness (another problem the council needs to 
increase resources to address), violence and is just generally an unattractive and neglected 
space.

The trams on Elizabeth Street between Flinders and Collins Streets are the nosiest in the 
CBD.  Any redevelopment of the Elizabeth Terminus should include taking out the bend on 
the northbound section as while only small this causes significant screeching.  With a better 
planned stop the track could be easily straightened.

Further, the noise from the trams on Elizabeth Street between Flinders and Collins Streets has 
significantly increased in the past year due to: 

Deterioration of the tram tracks; including cracking of the concrete

Poor quality tracks compared to much of the city which has a full metal track 
compared to Elizabeth Street where much of the track is only metal on one side and 
concrete on the other 

Metal fittings are loose and of poor quality which cause them to rattle very loudly and 
piercingly

Increased size and frequency of trams 

In discussions with Yarra Trams they are not prepared to conduct material maintenance on 
this section of track until it understands council plans for the Elizabeth Street 
Terminus.  These items should be considered together as much of the city tram network has 
been upgraded but this highly residential section has not. 

I look forward to discussing this further and I am available on 0404 016 348 or
michaelhoffmann500@gmail.com

Regards

Michael Hoffmann
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Chair of Planning Committee and Councilllors

AMENDMENT C190 – ARDEN MACAULAY 

I wish to make the following submission to the FMC: 

The panel recommendation and the position proposed by the officers to waive height controls for the provision of 
schools or 10% of the site as open space is short sighted and I consider bad planning. 

The need for schools and open space in the North Melbourne without Arden Macaulay 
growth is obvious, and Arden Macaulay does not adequately plan for these vital pieces of community infrastructure.
I believe that the Stage Government and the council have an obligation to future communities to provide 
better infrastructure than will be delivered by the proposed method. 

To encourage unlimited building height in close proximity to schools and open space is to introduce overshadowed 
and windswept spaces to the areas which demand sunlight and a pleasant environment.  As most of the people who 
will live in this area will have no private open space, all the more reason that the schools and public open space need 
to be large and pleasant spaces. 

It is not clear if there is a threshold where the 10% open space to be traded for unlimited height would kick in.  For 
example, if a site of 
200 sq m [10 X 20 m] gave 20 sq m [5m X 4m] of open space to the City of Melbourne could this site have unlimited 
height?

Come on City of Melbourne, wake up! You can do a lot better than leaving it to developers to shape our city and 
create more soulless windswept Docklands and Southbank style suburbs. Create a new suburb which people want to 
live work and bring up their children in.

Regards
Angela Williams 
95 Courtney St 
North Melbourne 
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Request to include ALL of Albermarle St, Kensington, north
of Little Hardiman St to be included as a “residential
interface street”.
(ref pg 125 0f 194 PANEL’S RECOMMENDED DDO MAP1 STREET WALL HEIGHT AND SETBACKS) and

(ref pg 126 0f 194 MANAGEMENT’S RECOMMENDED DDO MAP1 STREET WALL HEIGHT AND
SETBACKS) WHICH SHOWS Little Hardiman Street as a LANEWAY.

Overall the Melbourne Planning Scheme Amendment C190 Arden Macaulay Structure Plan
Implementation has a sound basis, especially East of the Freeway where construction and change
has already begun.

The fundamental issue we have is that controls have been proposed, prepared and justified in terms
of broad and admirable aims, but should be experienced on a site by site basis.

It is our particular, unique, stable, residential neighbourhood area which sits on the absolute fringe
of the Arden Macaulay Structure Plan, we would like to see a common sense change.

In particular, we consider that there is a need to respect neighbourhood character in a way that
allows change in a reasonable and considered way in accordance with key clauses of the state
section of the Melbourne Planning Scheme. In particular Clause 15 of the SPPF which states:

Planning should achieve high quality urban design and architecture that:
Contributes positively to local urban character and sense of place.

Reflects the particular characteristics, aspirations and cultural identity of the
community…

Minimises detrimental impact on neighbouring properties.

We also note that Clause 15.01 1 of the SPPF states:

Require development to respond to its context in terms of urban character, cultural
heritage, natural features, surrounding landscape and climate.

Require development to include a site analysis and descriptive statement explaining how
the proposed development responds to the site and its context.

Further we note that Clause 21.04 1 of the MSS states:

As the municipality continues to grow and develop, the culture and functioning of the City
in twenty years time will be very different from today.

However, through these changes the characteristics of the city we value today must be
retained.

This can be achieved by: targeting urban growth and development into specific areas of the
City; enabling ongoing but incremental growth and development in those parts of the City
needing constant renewal of their vitality, and by maintaining the existing character in
valued established areas.



We wish to have the section of Albermarle Street between Little Hardiman Street and Macaulay
Road be formally recognised as a “residential interface street”.

Built Form Vision

Agreeing with the MSS (Municipal Strategic Statement), which seeks to accommodate long term
worker and residential growth in urban renewal areas, RATHER than in established residential areas
where it seeks to largely maintain the EXISTING RESIDENTIAL CHARACTER!

We are here tonight representing our EXISTING RESIDENTIAL CHARACTER of Albermarle Street
between Little Hardiman Street and Macaulay Road!

The Amendment C190 is based on this principle in the MSS and states clearly that it can be modified
at sensitive interfaces with existing residential developments in this specific section of Albermarle
Street, so that it does not affect the amenity of nearby dwellings.

It goes on to say that heights are performance based to protect the amenity of adjoining low scale
residential areas and create safe and well scaled streets.

It appears that our section of Albermarle Street has been overlooked!

Our immediate neighbours are protected by the establishment of a residential interface street (ref
p187) and the purple line opposite properties on the North West corner of Albermale and Hardiman
St. Note that this purple line currently ends at Little Hardiman Street. This exposes our residences
at 43 51 Albermarle Street ie the East side of Albermarle North of Little Hardiman Street.

Discussion

In previous evidence and submissions it was stated that you think it is appropriate to seek to create
a new development that fits with THE HIGHLY VALUED CHARACTER of the area. Just like Albermarle
street and surrounds. This can be achieved by limiting the built form so that it is NOT SO DIFFERENT
to the form of the existing area and that there is a transition to taller forms.

It is important to draw a distinction between character of a district and the form of isolated buildings
within it. District character is set by the predominant form of buildings.

DDO60 Built Form

Some previous submitters felt that 6 storeys (and most likely 8 given the discretion) is too high in
already established stable residential areas of Kensington. We strongly agree with this.

We respectfully support urban consolidation in the Arden Macaulay precinct and can appreciate the
proposed 4 to 12 storey sites, but this development should be confined to limited areas and be
rejected out of hand when in close proximity to existing low rise areas such as Albermarle St.

It should be noted that the Kensington Association submitted that the 30% allowance in height is
acceptable in non interfacing areas: however, it sought a much more subtle and lower approach
where new development interfaces with existing residential properties like ours.

Development adjacent Heritage Buildings

Previous submitters suggested that development is a threat to the ambience and fabric of the
Kensington area and that the Amendment ignores Kensington’s history and heritage.



Kensington has a long history of co existing residential and industrial uses AND there is a
rejuvenation of space currently happening with small workshops next to 2 3 storey apartments.

Our Warehouse conversions from 43 51 Albermarle Street is a perfect example, blending into the
Neighbour character of Kensington, whilst backing onto small workshop space.

The Amendment proposes a framework for land use and growth in our part of Kensington the scale,
height and density of which is out of character with the immediate neighbourhood.

Buildings need to suit the heritage of the area and developments must be sympathetic to
surroundings to protect character and heritage.

The current plan includes the following which we agree with:

SHEDULE 63 TO THE DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY

Shown on the planning scheme as DDO63

Design objectives

Stable Residential Area

These residential areas are valued for their existing character and the important contribution this
makes to the city.

In these areas limited change such as in fill development and alterations and additions, will continue
to occur so that new land use or development fits in with the existing valued character.

Below are some, but not all of the design objectives of the DD063 which can be addressed by the
slight change we are proposing.

To provide for higher development that delivers identified public benefits on LARGE sites that do
not interface with the low scale surrounding established residential neighbourhoods.

Being a quiet residential street that interfaces with our low scale surrounding neighbourhood , the
higher development will not benefit the public.

To provide for development that steps down at the interface with the low scale surrounding
established residential neighbourhoods.

The three storey warehouse conversion at 43 51 Albermarle Street adopted the height and
character of the original building and fits seamlessly into the local residential and low rise
commercial environment. It would be appropriate for the future development opposite to be
undertaken with the same approach to height and external appearance thereby maintaining the
character of the local streetscape. This would be achieved by zoning this section of Albermarle Street
as residential interface.

This decision would reflect the highlighted sections of the C190 Plan set out below[Pm1][BA2].



1.To ensure the height and setbacks of new development at the interface with existing established
residential neighbourhoods is compatible with the scale, amenity and context of these areas.

2.To ensure the scale, height and setback of new development on existing residential streets is
compatible with the scale and context of these streets.

3.To ensure that built form elements above the street wall are visually recessive and do not
contribute to visual bulk.

4.To ensure new development respects the character, form, massing and scale of adjoining heritage
buildings and places.

It is for all of the above reasons, we strongly request, that all of Albermarle St, between Hardiman St
and Macaulay Road be designated a Residential interface Street .

Yours sincerely,

The residents of 43 51 Albermarle Street, Kensington
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Request to include ALL of Albermarle St, Kensington, north
of Little Hardiman St to be included as a “residential
interface street”.
(ref pg 125 0f 194 PANEL’S RECOMMENDED DDO MAP1 STREET WALL HEIGHT AND SETBACKS) and

(ref pg 126 0f 194 MANAGEMENT’S RECOMMENDED DDO MAP1 STREET WALL HEIGHT AND
SETBACKS) WHICH SHOWS Little Hardiman Street as a LANEWAY.

Overall the Melbourne Planning Scheme Amendment C190 Arden Macaulay Structure Plan
Implementation has a sound basis, especially East of the Freeway where construction and change
has already begun.

The fundamental issue we have is that controls have been proposed, prepared and justified in terms
of broad and admirable aims, but should be experienced on a site by site basis.

It is our particular, unique, stable, residential neighbourhood area which sits on the absolute fringe
of the Arden Macaulay Structure Plan, we would like to see a common sense change.

In particular, we consider that there is a need to respect neighbourhood character in a way that
allows change in a reasonable and considered way in accordance with key clauses of the state
section of the Melbourne Planning Scheme. In particular Clause 15 of the SPPF which states:

Planning should achieve high quality urban design and architecture that:
Contributes positively to local urban character and sense of place.

Reflects the particular characteristics, aspirations and cultural identity of the
community…

Minimises detrimental impact on neighbouring properties.

We also note that Clause 15.01 1 of the SPPF states:

Require development to respond to its context in terms of urban character, cultural
heritage, natural features, surrounding landscape and climate.

Require development to include a site analysis and descriptive statement explaining how
the proposed development responds to the site and its context.

Further we note that Clause 21.04 1 of the MSS states:

As the municipality continues to grow and develop, the culture and functioning of the City
in twenty years time will be very different from today.

However, through these changes the characteristics of the city we value today must be
retained.

This can be achieved by: targeting urban growth and development into specific areas of the
City; enabling ongoing but incremental growth and development in those parts of the City
needing constant renewal of their vitality, and by maintaining the existing character in
valued established areas.



We wish to have the section of Albermarle Street between Little Hardiman Street and Macaulay
Road be formally recognised as a “residential interface street”.

Built Form Vision

Agreeing with the MSS (Municipal Strategic Statement), which seeks to accommodate long term
worker and residential growth in urban renewal areas, RATHER than in established residential areas
where it seeks to largely maintain the EXISTING RESIDENTIAL CHARACTER!

We are here tonight representing our EXISTING RESIDENTIAL CHARACTER of Albermarle Street
between Little Hardiman Street and Macaulay Road!

The Amendment C190 is based on this principle in the MSS and states clearly that it can be modified
at sensitive interfaces with existing residential developments in this specific section of Albermarle
Street, so that it does not affect the amenity of nearby dwellings.

It goes on to say that heights are performance based to protect the amenity of adjoining low scale
residential areas and create safe and well scaled streets.

It appears that our section of Albermarle Street has been overlooked!

Our immediate neighbours are protected by the establishment of a residential interface street (ref
p187) and the purple line opposite properties on the North West corner of Albermale and Hardiman
St. Note that this purple line currently ends at Little Hardiman Street. This exposes our residences
at 43 51 Albermarle Street ie the East side of Albermarle North of Little Hardiman Street.

Discussion

In previous evidence and submissions it was stated that you think it is appropriate to seek to create
a new development that fits with THE HIGHLY VALUED CHARACTER of the area. Just like Albermarle
street and surrounds. This can be achieved by limiting the built form so that it is NOT SO DIFFERENT
to the form of the existing area and that there is a transition to taller forms.

It is important to draw a distinction between character of a district and the form of isolated buildings
within it. District character is set by the predominant form of buildings.

DDO60 Built Form

Some previous submitters felt that 6 storeys (and most likely 8 given the discretion) is too high in
already established stable residential areas of Kensington. We strongly agree with this.

We respectfully support urban consolidation in the Arden Macaulay precinct and can appreciate the
proposed 4 to 12 storey sites, but this development should be confined to limited areas and be
rejected out of hand when in close proximity to existing low rise areas such as Albermarle St.

It should be noted that the Kensington Association submitted that the 30% allowance in height is
acceptable in non interfacing areas: however, it sought a much more subtle and lower approach
where new development interfaces with existing residential properties like ours.

Development adjacent Heritage Buildings

Previous submitters suggested that development is a threat to the ambience and fabric of the
Kensington area and that the Amendment ignores Kensington’s history and heritage.



Kensington has a long history of co existing residential and industrial uses AND there is a
rejuvenation of space currently happening with small workshops next to 2 3 storey apartments.

Our Warehouse conversions from 43 51 Albermarle Street is a perfect example, blending into the
Neighbour character of Kensington, whilst backing onto small workshop space.

The Amendment proposes a framework for land use and growth in our part of Kensington the scale,
height and density of which is out of character with the immediate neighbourhood.

Buildings need to suit the heritage of the area and developments must be sympathetic to
surroundings to protect character and heritage.

The current plan includes the following which we agree with:

SHEDULE 63 TO THE DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY

Shown on the planning scheme as DDO63

Design objectives

Stable Residential Area

These residential areas are valued for their existing character and the important contribution this
makes to the city.

In these areas limited change such as in fill development and alterations and additions, will continue
to occur so that new land use or development fits in with the existing valued character.

Below are some, but not all of the design objectives of the DD063 which can be addressed by the
slight change we are proposing.

To provide for higher development that delivers identified public benefits on LARGE sites that do
not interface with the low scale surrounding established residential neighbourhoods.

Being a quiet residential street that interfaces with our low scale surrounding neighbourhood , the
higher development will not benefit the public.

To provide for development that steps down at the interface with the low scale surrounding
established residential neighbourhoods.

The three storey warehouse conversion at 43 51 Albermarle Street adopted the height and
character of the original building and fits seamlessly into the local residential and low rise
commercial environment. It would be appropriate for the future development opposite to be
undertaken with the same approach to height and external appearance thereby maintaining the
character of the local streetscape. This would be achieved by zoning this section of Albermarle Street
as residential interface.

This decision would reflect the highlighted sections of the C190 Plan set out below[Pm1][BA2].



1.To ensure the height and setbacks of new development at the interface with existing established
residential neighbourhoods is compatible with the scale, amenity and context of these areas.

2.To ensure the scale, height and setback of new development on existing residential streets is
compatible with the scale and context of these streets.

3.To ensure that built form elements above the street wall are visually recessive and do not
contribute to visual bulk.

4.To ensure new development respects the character, form, massing and scale of adjoining heritage
buildings and places.

It is for all of the above reasons, we strongly request, that all of Albermarle St, between Hardiman St
and Macaulay Road be designated a Residential interface Street .

Yours sincerely,

The residents of 43 51 Albermarle Street, Kensington
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Request to include ALL of Albermarle St, Kensington, north
of Little Hardiman St to be included as a “residential
interface street”.
(ref pg 125 0f 194 PANEL’S RECOMMENDED DDO MAP1 STREET WALL HEIGHT AND SETBACKS) and

(ref pg 126 0f 194 MANAGEMENT’S RECOMMENDED DDO MAP1 STREET WALL HEIGHT AND
SETBACKS) WHICH SHOWS Little Hardiman Street as a LANEWAY.

Overall the Melbourne Planning Scheme Amendment C190 Arden Macaulay Structure Plan
Implementation has a sound basis, especially East of the Freeway where construction and change
has already begun.

The fundamental issue we have is that controls have been proposed, prepared and justified in terms
of broad and admirable aims, but should be experienced on a site by site basis.

It is our particular, unique, stable, residential neighbourhood area which sits on the absolute fringe
of the Arden Macaulay Structure Plan, we would like to see a common sense change.

In particular, we consider that there is a need to respect neighbourhood character in a way that
allows change in a reasonable and considered way in accordance with key clauses of the state
section of the Melbourne Planning Scheme. In particular Clause 15 of the SPPF which states:

Planning should achieve high quality urban design and architecture that:
Contributes positively to local urban character and sense of place.

Reflects the particular characteristics, aspirations and cultural identity of the
community…

Minimises detrimental impact on neighbouring properties.

We also note that Clause 15.01 1 of the SPPF states:

Require development to respond to its context in terms of urban character, cultural
heritage, natural features, surrounding landscape and climate.

Require development to include a site analysis and descriptive statement explaining how
the proposed development responds to the site and its context.

Further we note that Clause 21.04 1 of the MSS states:

As the municipality continues to grow and develop, the culture and functioning of the City
in twenty years time will be very different from today.

However, through these changes the characteristics of the city we value today must be
retained.

This can be achieved by: targeting urban growth and development into specific areas of the
City; enabling ongoing but incremental growth and development in those parts of the City
needing constant renewal of their vitality, and by maintaining the existing character in
valued established areas.



We wish to have the section of Albermarle Street between Little Hardiman Street and Macaulay
Road be formally recognised as a “residential interface street”.

Built Form Vision

Agreeing with the MSS (Municipal Strategic Statement), which seeks to accommodate long term
worker and residential growth in urban renewal areas, RATHER than in established residential areas
where it seeks to largely maintain the EXISTING RESIDENTIAL CHARACTER!

We are here tonight representing our EXISTING RESIDENTIAL CHARACTER of Albermarle Street
between Little Hardiman Street and Macaulay Road!

The Amendment C190 is based on this principle in the MSS and states clearly that it can be modified
at sensitive interfaces with existing residential developments in this specific section of Albermarle
Street, so that it does not affect the amenity of nearby dwellings.

It goes on to say that heights are performance based to protect the amenity of adjoining low scale
residential areas and create safe and well scaled streets.

It appears that our section of Albermarle Street has been overlooked!

Our immediate neighbours are protected by the establishment of a residential interface street (ref
p187) and the purple line opposite properties on the North West corner of Albermale and Hardiman
St. Note that this purple line currently ends at Little Hardiman Street. This exposes our residences
at 43 51 Albermarle Street ie the East side of Albermarle North of Little Hardiman Street.

Discussion

In previous evidence and submissions it was stated that you think it is appropriate to seek to create
a new development that fits with THE HIGHLY VALUED CHARACTER of the area. Just like Albermarle
street and surrounds. This can be achieved by limiting the built form so that it is NOT SO DIFFERENT
to the form of the existing area and that there is a transition to taller forms.

It is important to draw a distinction between character of a district and the form of isolated buildings
within it. District character is set by the predominant form of buildings.

DDO60 Built Form

Some previous submitters felt that 6 storeys (and most likely 8 given the discretion) is too high in
already established stable residential areas of Kensington. We strongly agree with this.

We respectfully support urban consolidation in the Arden Macaulay precinct and can appreciate the
proposed 4 to 12 storey sites, but this development should be confined to limited areas and be
rejected out of hand when in close proximity to existing low rise areas such as Albermarle St.

It should be noted that the Kensington Association submitted that the 30% allowance in height is
acceptable in non interfacing areas: however, it sought a much more subtle and lower approach
where new development interfaces with existing residential properties like ours.

Development adjacent Heritage Buildings

Previous submitters suggested that development is a threat to the ambience and fabric of the
Kensington area and that the Amendment ignores Kensington’s history and heritage.



Kensington has a long history of co existing residential and industrial uses AND there is a
rejuvenation of space currently happening with small workshops next to 2 3 storey apartments.

Our Warehouse conversions from 43 51 Albermarle Street is a perfect example, blending into the
Neighbour character of Kensington, whilst backing onto small workshop space.

The Amendment proposes a framework for land use and growth in our part of Kensington the scale,
height and density of which is out of character with the immediate neighbourhood.

Buildings need to suit the heritage of the area and developments must be sympathetic to
surroundings to protect character and heritage.

The current plan includes the following which we agree with:

SHEDULE 63 TO THE DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY

Shown on the planning scheme as DDO63

Design objectives

Stable Residential Area

These residential areas are valued for their existing character and the important contribution this
makes to the city.

In these areas limited change such as in fill development and alterations and additions, will continue
to occur so that new land use or development fits in with the existing valued character.

Below are some, but not all of the design objectives of the DD063 which can be addressed by the
slight change we are proposing.

To provide for higher development that delivers identified public benefits on LARGE sites that do
not interface with the low scale surrounding established residential neighbourhoods.

Being a quiet residential street that interfaces with our low scale surrounding neighbourhood , the
higher development will not benefit the public.

To provide for development that steps down at the interface with the low scale surrounding
established residential neighbourhoods.

The three storey warehouse conversion at 43 51 Albermarle Street adopted the height and
character of the original building and fits seamlessly into the local residential and low rise
commercial environment. It would be appropriate for the future development opposite to be
undertaken with the same approach to height and external appearance thereby maintaining the
character of the local streetscape. This would be achieved by zoning this section of Albermarle Street
as residential interface.

This decision would reflect the highlighted sections of the C190 Plan set out below[Pm1][BA2].



1.To ensure the height and setbacks of new development at the interface with existing established
residential neighbourhoods is compatible with the scale, amenity and context of these areas.

2.To ensure the scale, height and setback of new development on existing residential streets is
compatible with the scale and context of these streets.

3.To ensure that built form elements above the street wall are visually recessive and do not
contribute to visual bulk.

4.To ensure new development respects the character, form, massing and scale of adjoining heritage
buildings and places.

It is for all of the above reasons, we strongly request, that all of Albermarle St, between Hardiman St
and Macaulay Road be designated a Residential interface Street .

Yours sincerely,

The residents of 43 51 Albermarle Street, Kensington
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Request to include ALL of Albermarle St, Kensington, north
of Little Hardiman St to be included as a “residential
interface street”.
(ref pg 125 0f 194 PANEL’S RECOMMENDED DDO MAP1 STREET WALL HEIGHT AND SETBACKS) and

(ref pg 126 0f 194 MANAGEMENT’S RECOMMENDED DDO MAP1 STREET WALL HEIGHT AND
SETBACKS) WHICH SHOWS Little Hardiman Street as a LANEWAY.

Overall the Melbourne Planning Scheme Amendment C190 Arden Macaulay Structure Plan
Implementation has a sound basis, especially East of the Freeway where construction and change
has already begun.

The fundamental issue we have is that controls have been proposed, prepared and justified in terms
of broad and admirable aims, but should be experienced on a site by site basis.

It is our particular, unique, stable, residential neighbourhood area which sits on the absolute fringe
of the Arden Macaulay Structure Plan, we would like to see a common sense change.

In particular, we consider that there is a need to respect neighbourhood character in a way that
allows change in a reasonable and considered way in accordance with key clauses of the state
section of the Melbourne Planning Scheme. In particular Clause 15 of the SPPF which states:

Planning should achieve high quality urban design and architecture that:
Contributes positively to local urban character and sense of place.

Reflects the particular characteristics, aspirations and cultural identity of the
community…

Minimises detrimental impact on neighbouring properties.

We also note that Clause 15.01 1 of the SPPF states:

Require development to respond to its context in terms of urban character, cultural
heritage, natural features, surrounding landscape and climate.

Require development to include a site analysis and descriptive statement explaining how
the proposed development responds to the site and its context.

Further we note that Clause 21.04 1 of the MSS states:

As the municipality continues to grow and develop, the culture and functioning of the City
in twenty years time will be very different from today.

However, through these changes the characteristics of the city we value today must be
retained.

This can be achieved by: targeting urban growth and development into specific areas of the
City; enabling ongoing but incremental growth and development in those parts of the City
needing constant renewal of their vitality, and by maintaining the existing character in
valued established areas.



We wish to have the section of Albermarle Street between Little Hardiman Street and Macaulay
Road be formally recognised as a “residential interface street”.

Built Form Vision

Agreeing with the MSS (Municipal Strategic Statement), which seeks to accommodate long term
worker and residential growth in urban renewal areas, RATHER than in established residential areas
where it seeks to largely maintain the EXISTING RESIDENTIAL CHARACTER!

We are here tonight representing our EXISTING RESIDENTIAL CHARACTER of Albermarle Street
between Little Hardiman Street and Macaulay Road!

The Amendment C190 is based on this principle in the MSS and states clearly that it can be modified
at sensitive interfaces with existing residential developments in this specific section of Albermarle
Street, so that it does not affect the amenity of nearby dwellings.

It goes on to say that heights are performance based to protect the amenity of adjoining low scale
residential areas and create safe and well scaled streets.

It appears that our section of Albermarle Street has been overlooked!

Our immediate neighbours are protected by the establishment of a residential interface street (ref
p187) and the purple line opposite properties on the North West corner of Albermale and Hardiman
St. Note that this purple line currently ends at Little Hardiman Street. This exposes our residences
at 43 51 Albermarle Street ie the East side of Albermarle North of Little Hardiman Street.

Discussion

In previous evidence and submissions it was stated that you think it is appropriate to seek to create
a new development that fits with THE HIGHLY VALUED CHARACTER of the area. Just like Albermarle
street and surrounds. This can be achieved by limiting the built form so that it is NOT SO DIFFERENT
to the form of the existing area and that there is a transition to taller forms.

It is important to draw a distinction between character of a district and the form of isolated buildings
within it. District character is set by the predominant form of buildings.

DDO60 Built Form

Some previous submitters felt that 6 storeys (and most likely 8 given the discretion) is too high in
already established stable residential areas of Kensington. We strongly agree with this.

We respectfully support urban consolidation in the Arden Macaulay precinct and can appreciate the
proposed 4 to 12 storey sites, but this development should be confined to limited areas and be
rejected out of hand when in close proximity to existing low rise areas such as Albermarle St.

It should be noted that the Kensington Association submitted that the 30% allowance in height is
acceptable in non interfacing areas: however, it sought a much more subtle and lower approach
where new development interfaces with existing residential properties like ours.

Development adjacent Heritage Buildings

Previous submitters suggested that development is a threat to the ambience and fabric of the
Kensington area and that the Amendment ignores Kensington’s history and heritage.



Kensington has a long history of co existing residential and industrial uses AND there is a
rejuvenation of space currently happening with small workshops next to 2 3 storey apartments.

Our Warehouse conversions from 43 51 Albermarle Street is a perfect example, blending into the
Neighbour character of Kensington, whilst backing onto small workshop space.

The Amendment proposes a framework for land use and growth in our part of Kensington the scale,
height and density of which is out of character with the immediate neighbourhood.

Buildings need to suit the heritage of the area and developments must be sympathetic to
surroundings to protect character and heritage.

The current plan includes the following which we agree with:

SHEDULE 63 TO THE DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY

Shown on the planning scheme as DDO63

Design objectives

Stable Residential Area

These residential areas are valued for their existing character and the important contribution this
makes to the city.

In these areas limited change such as in fill development and alterations and additions, will continue
to occur so that new land use or development fits in with the existing valued character.

Below are some, but not all of the design objectives of the DD063 which can be addressed by the
slight change we are proposing.

To provide for higher development that delivers identified public benefits on LARGE sites that do
not interface with the low scale surrounding established residential neighbourhoods.

Being a quiet residential street that interfaces with our low scale surrounding neighbourhood , the
higher development will not benefit the public.

To provide for development that steps down at the interface with the low scale surrounding
established residential neighbourhoods.

The three storey warehouse conversion at 43 51 Albermarle Street adopted the height and
character of the original building and fits seamlessly into the local residential and low rise
commercial environment. It would be appropriate for the future development opposite to be
undertaken with the same approach to height and external appearance thereby maintaining the
character of the local streetscape. This would be achieved by zoning this section of Albermarle Street
as residential interface.

This decision would reflect the highlighted sections of the C190 Plan set out below[Pm1][BA2].



1.To ensure the height and setbacks of new development at the interface with existing established
residential neighbourhoods is compatible with the scale, amenity and context of these areas.

2.To ensure the scale, height and setback of new development on existing residential streets is
compatible with the scale and context of these streets.

3.To ensure that built form elements above the street wall are visually recessive and do not
contribute to visual bulk.

4.To ensure new development respects the character, form, massing and scale of adjoining heritage
buildings and places.

It is for all of the above reasons, we strongly request, that all of Albermarle St, between Hardiman St
and Macaulay Road be designated a Residential interface Street .

Yours sincerely,

The residents of 43 51 Albermarle Street, Kensington
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Request to include ALL of Albermarle St, Kensington, north
of Little Hardiman St to be included as a “residential
interface street”.
(ref pg 125 0f 194 PANEL’S RECOMMENDED DDO MAP1 STREET WALL HEIGHT AND SETBACKS) and

(ref pg 126 0f 194 MANAGEMENT’S RECOMMENDED DDO MAP1 STREET WALL HEIGHT AND
SETBACKS) WHICH SHOWS Little Hardiman Street as a LANEWAY.

Overall the Melbourne Planning Scheme Amendment C190 Arden Macaulay Structure Plan
Implementation has a sound basis, especially East of the Freeway where construction and change
has already begun.

The fundamental issue we have is that controls have been proposed, prepared and justified in terms
of broad and admirable aims, but should be experienced on a site by site basis.

It is our particular, unique, stable, residential neighbourhood area which sits on the absolute fringe
of the Arden Macaulay Structure Plan, we would like to see a common sense change.

In particular, we consider that there is a need to respect neighbourhood character in a way that
allows change in a reasonable and considered way in accordance with key clauses of the state
section of the Melbourne Planning Scheme. In particular Clause 15 of the SPPF which states:

Planning should achieve high quality urban design and architecture that:
Contributes positively to local urban character and sense of place.

Reflects the particular characteristics, aspirations and cultural identity of the
community…

Minimises detrimental impact on neighbouring properties.

We also note that Clause 15.01 1 of the SPPF states:

Require development to respond to its context in terms of urban character, cultural
heritage, natural features, surrounding landscape and climate.

Require development to include a site analysis and descriptive statement explaining how
the proposed development responds to the site and its context.

Further we note that Clause 21.04 1 of the MSS states:

As the municipality continues to grow and develop, the culture and functioning of the City
in twenty years time will be very different from today.

However, through these changes the characteristics of the city we value today must be
retained.

This can be achieved by: targeting urban growth and development into specific areas of the
City; enabling ongoing but incremental growth and development in those parts of the City
needing constant renewal of their vitality, and by maintaining the existing character in
valued established areas.



We wish to have the section of Albermarle Street between Little Hardiman Street and Macaulay
Road be formally recognised as a “residential interface street”.

Built Form Vision

Agreeing with the MSS (Municipal Strategic Statement), which seeks to accommodate long term
worker and residential growth in urban renewal areas, RATHER than in established residential areas
where it seeks to largely maintain the EXISTING RESIDENTIAL CHARACTER!

We are here tonight representing our EXISTING RESIDENTIAL CHARACTER of Albermarle Street
between Little Hardiman Street and Macaulay Road!

The Amendment C190 is based on this principle in the MSS and states clearly that it can be modified
at sensitive interfaces with existing residential developments in this specific section of Albermarle
Street, so that it does not affect the amenity of nearby dwellings.

It goes on to say that heights are performance based to protect the amenity of adjoining low scale
residential areas and create safe and well scaled streets.

It appears that our section of Albermarle Street has been overlooked!

Our immediate neighbours are protected by the establishment of a residential interface street (ref
p187) and the purple line opposite properties on the North West corner of Albermale and Hardiman
St. Note that this purple line currently ends at Little Hardiman Street. This exposes our residences
at 43 51 Albermarle Street ie the East side of Albermarle North of Little Hardiman Street.

Discussion

In previous evidence and submissions it was stated that you think it is appropriate to seek to create
a new development that fits with THE HIGHLY VALUED CHARACTER of the area. Just like Albermarle
street and surrounds. This can be achieved by limiting the built form so that it is NOT SO DIFFERENT
to the form of the existing area and that there is a transition to taller forms.

It is important to draw a distinction between character of a district and the form of isolated buildings
within it. District character is set by the predominant form of buildings.

DDO60 Built Form

Some previous submitters felt that 6 storeys (and most likely 8 given the discretion) is too high in
already established stable residential areas of Kensington. We strongly agree with this.

We respectfully support urban consolidation in the Arden Macaulay precinct and can appreciate the
proposed 4 to 12 storey sites, but this development should be confined to limited areas and be
rejected out of hand when in close proximity to existing low rise areas such as Albermarle St.

It should be noted that the Kensington Association submitted that the 30% allowance in height is
acceptable in non interfacing areas: however, it sought a much more subtle and lower approach
where new development interfaces with existing residential properties like ours.

Development adjacent Heritage Buildings

Previous submitters suggested that development is a threat to the ambience and fabric of the
Kensington area and that the Amendment ignores Kensington’s history and heritage.



Kensington has a long history of co existing residential and industrial uses AND there is a
rejuvenation of space currently happening with small workshops next to 2 3 storey apartments.

Our Warehouse conversions from 43 51 Albermarle Street is a perfect example, blending into the
Neighbour character of Kensington, whilst backing onto small workshop space.

The Amendment proposes a framework for land use and growth in our part of Kensington the scale,
height and density of which is out of character with the immediate neighbourhood.

Buildings need to suit the heritage of the area and developments must be sympathetic to
surroundings to protect character and heritage.

The current plan includes the following which we agree with:

SHEDULE 63 TO THE DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY

Shown on the planning scheme as DDO63

Design objectives

Stable Residential Area

These residential areas are valued for their existing character and the important contribution this
makes to the city.

In these areas limited change such as in fill development and alterations and additions, will continue
to occur so that new land use or development fits in with the existing valued character.

Below are some, but not all of the design objectives of the DD063 which can be addressed by the
slight change we are proposing.

To provide for higher development that delivers identified public benefits on LARGE sites that do
not interface with the low scale surrounding established residential neighbourhoods.

Being a quiet residential street that interfaces with our low scale surrounding neighbourhood , the
higher development will not benefit the public.

To provide for development that steps down at the interface with the low scale surrounding
established residential neighbourhoods.

The three storey warehouse conversion at 43 51 Albermarle Street adopted the height and
character of the original building and fits seamlessly into the local residential and low rise
commercial environment. It would be appropriate for the future development opposite to be
undertaken with the same approach to height and external appearance thereby maintaining the
character of the local streetscape. This would be achieved by zoning this section of Albermarle Street
as residential interface.

This decision would reflect the highlighted sections of the C190 Plan set out below.

Comment [BA2]: The points from
the original C190 below are important
to list though the words between
them maybe superfluous if we gather
them together. That is make the
statement of what we want and why
then to list where this matches the
points in C190 which are listed.

Comment [Pm1]: Agree with Bruce I
was going to combine and add Peter’s
comment but below also fixes.



1.To ensure the height and setbacks of new development at the interface with existing established
residential neighbourhoods is compatible with the scale, amenity and context of these areas.

2.To ensure the scale, height and setback of new development on existing residential streets is
compatible with the scale and context of these streets.

3.To ensure that built form elements above the street wall are visually recessive and do not
contribute to visual bulk.

4.To ensure new development respects the character, form, massing and scale of adjoining heritage
buildings and places.

It is for all of the above reasons, we strongly request, that all of Albermarle St, between Hardiman St
and Macaulay Road be designated a Residential interface Street .

Yours sincerely,

The residents of 43 51 Albermarle Street, Kensington
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Our Ref: CSM 23289 

 

29 July 2016 

 

Lord Mayor 

Councillor Robert Doyle 

Melbourne City Council 

GPO Box 1603 

Melbourne VIC 3001 

 

Dear Lord Mayor 

 

Melbourne Planning Scheme Amendment C190  

I refer to Council’s forthcoming Future Melbourne (Planning) Committee meeting on 2 
August 2016 and its consideration of planning Scheme Amendment C190 Arden – 
Macaulay.  

As Council will be aware, VicTrack is the owner of the majority of Victoria’s railway 
land and infrastructure.  Pursuant to the Transport Integration Act 2010 (Vic), 
VicTrack’s functions include managing and supporting access to transport-related 
land, infrastructure and assets, and providing or enabling access to the non-
operational transport related land, infrastructure and assets where this supports the 
transport system.  

VicTrack made a submission to Amendment C190 opposing the amendment where it 
affected VicTrack land. The Panel hearing submissions on the planning scheme 
amendment stated in response to VicTrack’s submission: 

“Council proposes rezoning VicTrack land to public open space against the 
wishes of VicTrack. This cannot be justified. There is no general pool of 
‘government land’ and no Council power unilaterally to zone the land of a state 
agency to a municipal purpose. If Council wants the VicTrack land for open 
space it will have to buy it.” 

The Panel recommended that Council commence negotiations with VicTrack to 
purchase the land (recommendation C4). 

The panel also recommended that the Mixed Use Zone (and overlay controls) be 
applied to VicTrack land and stated that it would be inequitable to VicTrack not to 
rezone the land and there is no credible alternative zone for the land, unless it is 
purchased by Council. 

The report of Council’s Manager Urban Strategy to the Future Melbourne (Planning) 
Committee states that Council management does not support the rezoning of 
VicTrack land to the Mixed Use Zone. Management also recommends that Council 
requests the Minister for Planning to identify and secure open space along the 



 

Page 2 of 2 
 

Moonee Ponds Creek for future recreational purposes, consistent with the Arden 
Macaulay Structure Plan 2012. 

The amendment documents which Council now seeks to adopt include the 
Explanatory Report. Under the heading “How does the amendment address the views 
of any relevant agency?”, there is no mention of VicTrack’s opposition to the 
amendment.  

Under the heading “Does the amendment address relevant requirements of the 
Transport Integration Act 2010?” again there is no reference to VicTrack’s clear 
opposition which was explained in detail by VicTrack’s legal counsel to the Panel and 
which the Panel accepted. Council, as an interface body under the Transport 
Integration Act 2010, is obliged to have regard to the transport system objectives, the 
decision making principles and the statement of policy principles. 

These include the principles of triple bottom line and equity.  

VicTrack provides non-operational transport-related land, infrastructure and assets for 
walking, cycling and other community purposes through the granting of leases for 
community purposes consistent with the object specified in section 119. However 
VicTrack land must remain capable of being used for transport purposes. 

The proposed rezoning to Public Park and Recreation Zone will actually prohibit 
transport uses.  

The VicTrack land is currently zoned Industrial 1 and transport uses are either as of 
right or subject to a planning permit. 

As the Panel stated in its report there is “no Council power unilaterally to zone the 
land of a state agency to a municipal purpose”. Reluctantly given our objection has not 
been accepted, VicTrack must reserve its right to protect its interests as custodian of 
this land. 

VicTrack remains opposed to the planning scheme amendment. Should you have any 
queries, please contact me on 03 9619 0222 or 
sotirios.katakouzinos@victrack.com.au.  

Yours sincerely 

 
SOTIRIOS KATAKOUZINOS 

PLANNING MANAGER (ACTING) 
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1 
 

FUTURE MELBOURNE COMMITTEE TUESDAY AUGUST 2, 2016 – AGENDA ITEM 6.3 
 
AMENDMENT C190  
 
AREA 8  
 

 
 
Area 8 includes the large Victorian Archives Centre site, which the above diagram shows extends 
as a single site from Shiel Street through to Macaulay Road. 
 
Shiel St controls are for Residential Interface with preferred maximum building height of 9 
storeys/maximum height 12 storeys/3 storeys at street frontage/upper storeys ‘visually recessive’. 
 
Macaulay Rd controls are for 20-30m wide Renewal Street with preferred maximum building 
height of 9 storeys/maximum building height of 12 storeys/6 storeys at street frontage/1m 
setback for every 1m in height over 20m. 
 
Because the Victorian Archives Centre is a single site, a discrepancy arises for development of the 
site due to the fall in ground level between Shiel St and Macaulay Rd of 10-12m.  The following 
diagram depicts the outcome of the discrepancy using the built form controls set out in the 
amendment. 
 
  



2 
 

 
A development on Shiel Street built over the whole site at a maximum building height of 12 
storeys will result in a building height at the Macaulay Rd side of the development of 15-16 
storeys.  This does not comply with the maximum building height of 12 storeys for Macaulay Rd. 
 
12 storeys maximum building height with only a 10m setback on the Shiel St Residential Interface 
is far too high and does not meet key design objectives: 

To provide for development that steps down at the interface with the low scale surrounding 
established residential neighbourhoods. 
To ensure scale, height and setback of new development on existing residential streets is 
compatible with the scale and context of these streets. 

 
A more appropriate maximum building height would be 6 storeys.   This would also allow a more 
appropriate maximum building height along Macaulay Rd of 9 storeys.  It would also allow the 
block between the two streets to function as a true transition zone from the low scale surrounding 
residential neighbourhood. 
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From: Kensington Association 
Sent: Tuesday, 2 August 2016 9:54:40 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: CoM Meetings 
Subject: FMC meeting 2 August Item 6.3 Planning Scheme Amendment C190 Arden-Macaulay

On behalf of the Kensington Association we wish to record our general support of the work 
of Council officers on the Panel Report for the Planning Scheme Amendment C190 Arden-
Macaulay. Our comments on behalf of the Kensington Assocation and community in regard 
to recommendations and comments are enclosed in the attached document.  

As a priority this plan can only succeed with the guaranteed creation of more public open 
space, much-needed now and for any expanded population in the precinct.   

Rilke Muir 
Secretary 
--
Kensington Association
www.kensingtonassociation.org.au
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The Kensington Association would like to record its general support of the recommendations made by City of Melbourne (CoM) officers (referred to as 
Management for consistency) in relation to the Panel’s recommendations regarding Planning Scheme Amendment C190 (Amendment C190).
However, there are some recommendations that the Association does not support. These are outlined in the table below. 

The Kensington Association would also like to note the following: 
 The Arden Macaulay Structure Plan can only succeed with the guaranteed creation of more public open space, which is critical to the amenity and liveability 

of the new and existing population. This must be a priority. 
 We are disappointed that the Panel did not support Council’s decision to lower building heights along parts of Macaulay Road. Macaulay Road is the gateway 

to Kensington and we are concerned that the heights and densities being proposed will create a ‘canyon’ effect and change the nature of the suburb 
significantly.. 

Item Panel Recommendation Management Response Kensington Association Response 
Zoning Apply the Mixed Use Zone 

(and overlay controls) to 
VicTrack owned land.  

Management has rejected this recommendation 
and requested that the State Government work with 
the City of Melbourne (CoM) to enable the VicTrack 
land to be made available for recreational use and 
integrated into the upgrade of the Moonee Ponds 
Creek parkland corridor. 

As noted by the Panel, this land is strategically important to 
meeting the open space requirements that support the urban 
renewal of the Arden Macaulay area.  

Kensington already has the lowest level of public open space 
within the municipality. Local neighbourhood parks are critical to 
the amenity and liveability of existing and new residents, 
especially given the limited open space associated with the new 
population’s apartment living.

While it is acknowledged that this needs to be addressed as a 
matter of priority, there are limited spaces in the area that can 
serve this purpose, making this portion of land along Moonee 
Ponds Creek even more important. 

The community’s support of Amendment C190 and the 
corresponding population growth that the Arden Macaulay area 
can support is contingent on the adequate provision of open 
space for existing and new residents (as well as the provision of 
critical community services and infrastructure).  

DDO Map Amend the Map of DDO60 to 
rationalise the number and 
extent of areas. 

Management has accepted the two substantial 
changes that result from this rationalisation being: 
 Area 9, which was proposed to have a 

preferred maximum height of 20 metres is now 
recommended by the Panel to be part of the 
new Area 8, which has a preferred maximum 
height of 30 metres; and 

 Area 13, which was proposed to have a 
preferred maximum height of 14 metres is now 

The Kensington Association does not object to the 
rationalisation of areas, however, two of these areas (area 9 and 
area 13) have substantially higher maximum building heights. 
Residents in these areas have not been given the opportunity to 
comment or respond to these suggested changes. Such 
alterations need to be made with community engagement and 
meaningful consultation. 

Moreover, the adequacy of community services, facilities and 



recommended by the Panel to be part of the 
new Area 4, which has a preferred maximum 
height of 20 metres. 

infrastructure has been assessed on preferred maximum heights 
of 20 metres (area 9) and 14 metres (area 13) respectively and 
not the higher heights now being proposed. 

New DDO 
Schedule 

Update the objectives as 
shown in Appendix C of the 
Panel report. 

Management has accepted the Panel’s changes to 
the objectives. 

Further clarification/refinement is needed in relation to the 
following objective:  
“To provide for higher development that delivers identified public 
benefits on large sites that do not interface with the low scale 
surrounding established residential neighbourhoods.” 

This objective should make it clear that “identified public 
benefits” should be achieved within the vicinity of the 
development itself to avoid situations where the public benefit 
falls outside of the Arden Macaulay area. It should also provide 
further guidance on what is classified as “higher development”. 
This will give the community greater certainty over what is being 
proposed and is critical if an adequate assessment of future 
population figures is to be undertaken and accommodated. 

Apply a Preferred Maximum 
Height of 9 storeys in area 9 
and 6 storeys in area 13. 

Management has accepted this recommendation. See note above in relation to areas 9 and 13. 

Allow buildings to exceed the 
Absolute Maximum Height in 
areas 6 and 7 if a school or 
open space (>10%) is 
provided, and in area 5 if it is 
to implement a master plant 
that reintegrates the estate 
with the surrounding urban 
fabric.

Management has accepted this recommendation in 
part only. 

As note by Management, expanding the height exemption to any 
site in areas 6 and 7 means that the population growth 
contemplated in the Structure Plan is no longer accurate. Before 
such a significant change is contemplated further work needs to 
be done to determine whether community services will be 
adequate to meet the increased demands being placed upon 
them by this blanket amendment. This should also include a 
revised assessment of traffic management and open space 
provisions. 

This amendment is of significant concern because it deviates 
substantially from the proposal that was exhibited and the 
community has not been given the opportunity to respond or 
comment to the change. 

Open
Space
Provision

Review opportunities for open 
space provisions in the 
renewal area as a matter of 
priority.

A review of opportunities for the open space 
provision in the Arden-Macaulay area as a whole is 
supported. 

The Kensington Association agrees with the Panel’s 
recommendation regarding the provision of open space, but 
Council has limited options available to it. This is why it is so 
important for the VicTrack land to be secured as public open 
space. The State Government has an opportunity to show its 
leadership and support of the community by facilitating this. 



Dear Council Business Team 

I am unfortunately unable to attend today's meeting of the Future Melbourne (Planning 
Committee) due to work commitments. 

In place I attach my submission for the Committee's consideration and response regarding the 
C190 Planning Scheme Amendment. 

Thank you for the opportunity to contribute. 

Justin Flanagan 
37 Hardiman Street 
Kensington
Ph: 0431069689 
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Submission to City of Melbourne’s Future Melbourne (Planning) Committee meeting
2 August 2016

1 4

Agenda item and report title

Key points

1. Proposed maximum building heights in area A3

o

o
o
o

o



Submission to City of Melbourne’s Future Melbourne (Planning) Committee meeting
2 August 2016

2 4

Arden Macauley Structure Plan 2012

Structure Plan

ensure the height and
setbacks of new development at the interface with existing established residential
neighbourhoods is compatible with the scale, amenity and context of these areas

o the scale, siting, massing and bulk of development complements [that] of
adjoining and nearby built form; and

o the height of new development should respect the existing built form of the
immediate surroundings.

deliver a scale of development that complements the established low
scale residential area



Submission to City of Melbourne’s Future Melbourne (Planning) Committee meeting
2 August 2016

3 4

at the
very least

2. Status of the public realm proposals under the Arden Macauley Structure Plan
2012

o



Submission to City of Melbourne’s Future Melbourne (Planning) Committee meeting
2 August 2016
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o

o



From: Linh Dang 
Sent: Tuesday, 2 August 2016 11:24:46 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: CoM Meetings 
Subject: SUBMISSION - AMENDMENT C190 – ARDEN MACAULAY 

Please find attached our written submission for the Committee’s consideration at 
today’s meeting

Kind regards

Linh Dang
Property Portfolio Manager
Vision Australia
454 Glenferrie Road, Kooyong VIC 3144 
Ph: 03 9864 9288
Ext: 341 288
Mob: 0402 000 247
Email: linh.dang@visionaustralia.org
www.visionaustralia.org
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Future 
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support of 
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submission: 
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Privacy 
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I have read and acknowledge how Council will use and disclose my personal 

information.  













Hope I'm not too late. 

Submission for agenda item 6.3 C190 Arden Macaulay attached 

I'd also like to speak to it tonight. 

Regards

Geoff Leach 
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From: Wufoo 
Sent: Monday, 1 August 2016 11:47:04 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: CoM Meetings 
Subject: Council and Committee meeting submission form [#758]

Name: *  Christopher Lamb  

Email address: *  christopher.lamb17@gmail.com  

Contact phone 

number (optional):  

0423 099 121  

Please indicate 

which meeting 

you would like to 

make a 

submission to by 

selecting the 

appropriate 

button: *  

Future Melbourne Committee meeting 

Date of meeting: *  Tuesday 2 August 2016  

Agenda item title: 

*  

7.1 Post travel report by Councillor Jackie Watts, Yangon 

Please write your submission in the space provided below and submit by no later than noon on the day 

of the scheduled meeting. We encourage you to make your submission as early as possible.  

(the following is also attached for ease of handling) 

 

The Australia Myanmar Institute (AMI), of which I am President, welcomes the report submitted to 

Council by Councillor Watts. We stand ready to assist Management with the investigation requested in 

Recommendation 6.3 in the Watts Report. 

Although I have indicated that I would like to address the Committee on this it is likely that other 

commitments will make this impossible. If I can get to the meeting I would make the following points: 

- Yangon is rapidly resuming its place as one of the most important business cities in South East Asia. 

- AMI welcomes references the Lord Mayor has made to the possibility that Yangon might associate in 

the future with Business Partnerships Cities (BPC). 

- Melbourne, as the only Australian BPC member, is well positioned to support this possibility. The 

trade and business relationship which this would open is of great potential value to Melbourne and 

Request to Speak and Item of 
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Future Melbourne Committee, 2 August 2016

Item 7.1

The Australia Myanmar Institute (AMI), of which I am President, welcomes the report submitted to
Council by Councillor Watts. We stand ready to assist Management with the investigation requested
in Recommendation 6.3 in the Watts Report.

Although I have indicated that I would like to address the Committee on this it is likely that other
commitments will make this impossible. If I can get to the meeting I would make the following
points:

Yangon is rapidly resuming its place as one of the most important business cities in South East Asia.

AMI welcomes references the Lord Mayor has made to the possibility that Yangon might associate
in the future with Business Partnerships Cities (BPC).

Melbourne, as the only Australian BPC member, is well positioned to support this possibility. The
trade and business relationship which this would open is of great potential value to Melbourne and
Australia.

Evidence of this is available from the interest in Melbourne education opportunities from
Myanmar. The newly appointed Education Counsellor of the Myanmar Embassy in Canberra will
visit Town Hall next week to take this point further.

Melbourne and Yangon share many heritage commonalities, noted in Section 4 of the annex to the
Watts Report.

Melbourne has been accepted as a city which can provide advice and potentially support for
Yangon as it opens a new page on urban planning.

AMI ensures that the Australian Government (DFAT and the Australian Embassy in Yangon) is
aware of these connections and the benefit they can bring to enhancing the capacity of governance
at all levels in Myanmar for the future.

We look forward to hearing the outcome of the discussions in the Future Melbourne Committee on
this important proposal.

Christopher Lamb

President, Australia Myanmar Institute, 43/27 Flinders Lane, Melbourne 3000. 0423099121


