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(b) Amendments to Dwelling Type P-B to ensure the proposal achieves compliance with
Standard D26 associated with Clause 58.07-1 (Functional Layout).

We acknowledge there is a non-compliance with the bedroom sizes of Apartment Type P-B but note 
that this is only one apartment of 234.  Furthermore, this apartment is limited in its dimensions by the 
proposed structural layout, with the east and west walls matching the structural grid in this part of the 
building and thus defining the width of the apartment. 

We believe that a dispensation is appropriate in this instance given it is sought for only one apartment, 
that this apartment is provided over two levels and will clearly still be functional and have a high 
amenity, and that any revisions to the floor plan will have significant impacts beyond just this 
apartment due to the preliminary structural design and subsequent flow-on affects to numerous other 
apartments should the structural design be altered. 

(c) Amendments to Dwelling Type F and J to ensure the proposal achieves compliance
with Standard D27 associated with Clause 58.07-2 (Room Depth).

We acknowledge that these apartments have a slightly greater living / dining / kitchen depth than the 
9 metres sought by Standard D27, with Type F provided with a depth of 9.13 metres and Type J 
provided with a depth of 9.355 metres. 

Important to note however, is that these dwelling types have a partial dual aspect, with both having 
glazing to a balcony along part of the side wall as well as the main outlook.  This arrangement brings 
more daylight into these living areas than a typical single aspect apartment, as considered by 
Standard D27. 

In addition, both apartments have large living areas that comfortably exceed the minimum room 
dimension requirements of Standard D26 (Type F by 0.815 metre and Type J by nearly 2 metres), 
thereby allowing increased daylight penetration into these spaces. 

Ultimately, making the minor amendments to ensure compliance with Standard D27 would result in a 
smaller living area, which we do not believe is necessary or a positive outcome for apartments that 
are clearly provided with a high level of amenity as proposed.  

(e) Removal of the vertical louvres associated with the western elevation of the podium
and replaced with an alternative design response that maintains permeability but also
achieves interest and breakdown in the height / bulk of the podium car park interface to
the street.  Design solutions such as horizontal floor slabs and the incorporation of
planter boxes should be considered.

As with the response to Part (a), please refer to the attached memorandum prepared by Randall 
Marsh of Wood / Marsh Pty Ltd Architecture. 

(f) Provision of sliding doors at the entry / foyer that improve pedestrian movements
through this space.

As outlined in our request for further information submission when this matter was raised during the 
assessment process of the application, the revolving doors have been provided following advice 
from our wind consultant.  Should sliding doors be provided then two sets of sliding doors would be 
required to enable a small lobby to manage wind impacts.  In this scenario the single, revolving door 
approach is considered a superior design response. 
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Dear City of Melbourne Meeting Group Team 

This is a written submission in regards to the Future Melbourne Committee (FMC) meeting of Tuesday July 
12th, 2022, and in particular Agenda Item 6.4 Establishment of a Zero‐Carbon industry cluster (M179). 

Thanks to Andrew Wear and the City of Melbourne management team for their dedicated work in this 
matter. I support the recommendations from management, and the implementation of Major Initiative 29. 
Making reference to Copenhagen, Denmark in regards to achieving a Zero‐Carbon industry cluster is 
appropriate as Copenhagen is renowned for being a forward thinking and far‐sighted municipality. 

Copenhagen has benefitted from the Danish parliament prioritising green energy. This has been their 
policy direction for decades. Keeping in harmony with this, and the standard of Danish bike infrastructure, 
Denmark hosted the first three days of this years Tour de France, with the prologue set in Copenhagen. 

The mantra of the Denmark State of Green is Connect. Inspire. Share. Think Denmark. Holding a Summit 
on the Zero‐Carbon approach, will enable City of Melbourne to improve its resilience and sustainability. 
This summit will be vital, as it will have local citizens participating in fine‐tuning the direction of the Zero‐
Carbon industry cluster.  

In regards to Melbournes sustainability, there is conjecture as to the ranking of Melbourne on a national 
and international level. To understand the situation better, a brief perusal of the ranking of Melbourne in 
terms of its sustainability is necessary. There are many different ranking systems, many opinions on this. 

According to Yale University, Melbourne is ranked the 125th city in air pollution. Melbourne benefits from 
the group of parks and gardens that surround the CBD. Thanks go to the first Governor of Victoria, Charles 
Joseph La Trobe and the Royal Botanic Gardens First Director Ferdinand Mueller. Their contribution to the 
quality of life in 21st century Melbourne is immense. That's the good news. 

Melbourne ranks sixty (yes, 60!) in the Arcadis Sustainable Cities Index. In sporting terms that's the 
equivalent of making the third round of Wimbledon. 
Dominic Perrottet at this stage would point out that Sydney, New South Wales is ranked 33. That's making 
the fourth round of Wimbledon! 

According to The Fifth Estate (15/6/2022), in world cities sustainability rankings Sydney is ranked 15. 
Melbourne is 61. Even Brisbane is better at 57. After the most recent Federal election it could be argued 
that Brisbane is greener than Melbourne. The ACT Senator David Pocock would argue that Canberra, with 
an energy profile of using almost 50% sustainable energy is a more sustainable city than Melbourne. 
Readers of the Canberra Times would probably agree with this. Any rhetoric that states that Melbourne is 
universally recognised as a global sustainability leader should be taken with a grain of salt. 

City of Melbourne is being pro‐active in greening the city, is to be admired for its urban forest project, and 
has the policy settings and approach that will make the city more sustainable. Enhancing, refining and 
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investing in cycling infrastructure will improve Melbournes sustainability. Melbourne does have the 
potential to be one of the most sustainable cities in the Asia‐Pacific region. 

Melbourne has a distinct edge in the quality of our farm produce from around Victoria, the City of 
Melbourne is blessed to have an absolute world class market like the Vic Market. Our food industries are 
of an impeccable standard. 

Some time ago City of Melbourne chose to disinvest from the fossil fuel industries. Now is the time to 
invest further in renewable energy, and encourage business and industry to follow suit. Will City of 
Melbourne one day have it's rubbish removed by electric powered garbage trucks? Should City of 
Melbourne encourage the concept of investing in Tasmanian Hydro, and having a second power line 
running along Bass Strait from North Tasmania to Port Melbourne?  

Holding a summit will confirm that Melbourne is serious and committed to being a more sustainable city. 
City of Melbourne should invite business leaders, academics, climate scientists,the brightest minds in the 
media, Councillors from other Municipalities, and have the great ambition to invite leading lights in 
sustainability from Canberra, Adelaide, Sydney, Brisbane, Perth and New Zealand. They will want to share 
their knowledge, they will want to inspire us. 

City of Melbourne should invite to the summit executives of the VRC and Racing Victoria. How many solar 
panels are there on the grandstands of Flemington? Bring the horse racing industry into the tent. Is there 
room at the car park of Flemington to install large capacity batteries? What if most racecourses around 
Victoria had more solar banks installed ,and had local ,large scale batteries placed somewhere on course? 
Would that make it easier to achieve a zero‐carbon economy? 

You have to think of the one percenters! Like the Renee Geyer song, City of Melbourne is heading in the 
right direction on this. 

Best regards, 
Chris Thrum 




