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Pakington Street Engagement Unedited Outputs 

Participation in the community engagement around the DRAFT Urban Design Framework for Pakington Street – heritage/retail core and north and Gordon Avenue: 51 Interviews (on-line group and individual; phone interviews) and 21 Submissions; 44 on-line submissions; and one submission (petition) undertaken by a local retail operator in Pakington Street which attracted 58 signatures.   

This document contains two tables:

Table (1) The Issues Raised by Plan Element. This table lists the comments made under two headings not supportive and supportive. The not supportive comments either suggest further consideration or are critical about an issue. The supportive comments are generally positive about the issue. 
There is also a count column that shows how many times a comment was made. The overall counts are set out in the following table. It shows that Buildings and development generated the most comments and within that theme building height was the main issue.

	Buildings and development

· Height 93
· Amenity character and vibe 57
· Heritage 41
· Gordon Avenue 47
· Pakington North 37
· Railyards 12
	278

	Movement and access
· Traffic 64
· Parking 30
· Public Transport 14
	108

	Planning, zoning and regulations
	20

	Infrastructure
	21

	Environmental issues and green space
	16

	Retail and events
	9


Table (2) The Comments made about the Proposed Projects. It also includes a count column showing how many comments were made about each project.

Table (1) The Issues Raised by Plan Element.
	Buildings and development 


	Height


	Not supportive
	#
	Supportive 
	#

	10 storeys: not 10 storeys - too high, will impact village character of the area; lower the ‘prestige feel’; decrease in house values due to increased population and associated housing development; potential loss of business focus; people don’t want skyscrapers to live in with no front or back yard 
	19
	6 storeys: many of the great cities of the world have building heights capped at 6; maximum height 6 storeys; no issues if capped at 6; up to 6 not unionised sites 
	14

	Risk of over-shadowing (block out sun – effect on solar panels and generating energy); creating wind tunnels; raising the heat in the area; noise and loss of privacy 
	11
	Good plan – will encourage more people to live in the area; acknowledge hard work gone into the development of the plan 
	11

	4 storeys: nothing over 4 storeys 
	4
	I am pro-heights; leave it to developers to decide what storeys make it economically viable 
	1

	8 storeys: not worth doing as it becomes a unionised site; 6-8 storeys Isabella Street to Church Street 
	2
	Need height to get view of the bay 
	2

	No more high-rise in Geelong - don’t want crammed living, overshadowing and hordes of people; no multi-storey apartments 
	2
	Could have more storeys than what is suggested in the UDF 
	1

	If more height, there must be community benefit 
	1
	Up to 4 storeys 
	3

	2/3 storeys:  like Port Melbourne; Wellington to Maitland to Clonard Streets; Waterloo to Clonard 
	1
	Locate at end of the precinct areas 
	2

	Net community benefit in relation to heights is too narrowly defined 
	1
	Area could take up to 12 storeys without over-shadowing issues and should not be limited to 5-6 storeys
	1

	No high rise in retail core 
	1
	High rise building off-set from the street; Buildings need to be off-set along Pakington Street – all new high and multi-use developments.
	1

	No more than 2 storeys for most of Pakington Street 
	2
	Proposed guidelines for the precinct are limiting and increased development opportunities are requited.  Building heights mut be increased if the city is to achieve infill targets.
	1

	Concern over transition of height from existing residential dwellings to the west of Pakington Street.  Eastern side of Pakington Street is less constrained and can accommodate the proposed scale of development easily.  
	1
	Wellington Street to Maitland Street to Clonard Street there can be 3 storey high buildings. From Waterloo Street to Clonard Street there can be 3 story high buildings.4-5 storey high buildings from Clonard Street to Isabella Street. 6-8 storey high buildings from Isabella Street to Church Street 
	1

	Staggered approach – street scale – continuation of height 
	1
	
	 

	Wanting a view of the Bay leads to height and then it’s not a village anymore 
	1
	 
	 

	Need to be clear about the principles that dictate height 
	1
	 
	 

	I want to feel safe about heritage and the character of the streets and the residential areas 
	1
	 
	 

	No height close to existing houses 
	1
	 
	 

	Multi-storey units will impact the unique ‘village’ lifestyle in the area There is no guarantee what style or type or standard of building is going to be built or how sensitive this building would be, to fit into its surrounds. I am in favour of two to three story town houses been built with a sensitivity to the surrounding area. this building would be, to fit into its surrounds. I am in favour of two to three story town houses been built with a sensitivity to the surrounding area. 
	1
	 
	 

	Do not want multi-storey residential buildings.  This sets a precedent for even higher buildings. Higher buildings are not at an appropriate street-level scale. Higher buildings will sever connection to Pakington Street from the surrounding streets
	1
	 
	 

	From resident group perspective, even 4 storey high buildings is high
	1
	 
	 

	Building heights to be lowered below 6 storeys high: Creating wind tunnels, Overshadowing, Pakington Street is already a wind tunnel. Should make further assessments on wind and overshadowing. 
	1
	 
	 

	Don’t want Northern Precinct moved from Commercial 2 Zone to Commercial 1 Zone in order to allow 10 storey residential buildings – not in keeping with ‘village atmosphere’ 
	1
	 
	 

	 
	55
	 
	38


	Heritage


	Not Supportive
	#
	Supportive
	#

	Remain the same; leave Pakington Street alone – don’t try to fix something that isn’t broke – already a vibrant shopping and café strip; potential loss of heritage and character; just needs a ‘spruce up’ (repave road, plant trees, general tidy up); painting shops in heritage colours  
	15
	Do not restrict to 1 / 2 storeys in the heritage core 
	1

	Include a timeline and priorities list for the suggested upgrades to the heritage core e.g., pedestrian paths, furniture signage 
	2
	Heritage is not the reason people come into the area – they don’t come to see old buildings 
	1

	Retail V Heritage Core – the reference to this area has been renamed during the draft process.  What does the Urban Design Unit see as the purpose of this area 
	1
	People do not come to the area to see old buildings.  Heritage is not a big influencer   Heritage overlays are barriers to creating a vibrant night life 
	1

	Heritage buildings kept – 34 Spring Street to 11 Spring Street are heritage listed 
	1
	 
	 

	All development to acknowledge heritage overlays 
	1
	 
	 

	Keep heritage – height will impact 
	1
	 
	 

	Community will quickly fight for these things (Heritage Overlay) if they are taken away 
	1
	 
	 

	Once taken you never get them back 
	1
	 
	 

	Residents of Wellington, Maitland, Anglesea and Waterloo need assurance that overlay will not be removed 
	1
	 
	 

	Be mindful of heritage policy – don’t put modern house against a heritage house 
	1
	 
	 

	Concern over Ashby Area 
	1
	 
	 

	Existing heritage overlay needs to remain the same 
	1
	 
	 

	Draft could be clearer about heritage buildings and outcomes wanted 
	1
	 
	 

	Protection of heritage – in North, Telegraph Hotel has been included – protect heritage beyond facadism 
	1
	 
	 

	The report states that it will encourage various changes to private property including: paint removal, removal of cladding, retention of original signage, removal of introduce signage, pain colour schemes, retention of original shopfronts, retention/reconstruction/removal of specific verandas; height restrictions – what does ‘encourage’ mean and what is the purpose of these additional guidelines?  More explanation is needed to address this.   
	1
	 
	 

	Create heritage walk with images of people who ran and run businesses in the area 
	2
	 
	 

	Make use of footpaths and make part of the fun – holograms ‘Stars of Geelong’! 
	1
	 
	 

	Make Northern Zone the same as heritage core 
	1
	 
	 

	Agree with protecting the heritage core.  This should be continued into the other precincts of the study area. 
	1
	 
	 

	This is an historical precinct and has a heritage overlay.  Be respectful to the existing heritage, character and fabric.  Whatever is done - need to work within the heritage overlay.   ANY new overlays of zonings must be sensitive to this; there must be a rational argument for change. The community will very quickly fight for these things and once they have been taken away, we will never get them back; you cannot draw hard lines between areas but must be sensitive to and respectful of the surrounding fabric. 
	1
	 
	 

	‘Heritage of an area is also in the people.  Outside the PO now are older Italian gentlemen who gather; it’s their spot to congregate; they are the characters of the area.  Don’t take away ‘their’ spot but be respectful and sensitive to their needs because these spaces are already being used. 
	1
	 
	 

	Future must be respectful of existing heritage, character and fabric 
	1
	 
	 

	 
	38
	 
	3


	Gordon Avenue
	 
	 
	 


	Not Supportive
	#
	Supportive
	#

	8 storeys are too high – overshadowing on Spring Street. Limit to 2 storeys on Spring Street.   Residents of Spring Street have townhouse with only north facing windows (no east/west windows) and concern around over-shadowing and losing natural light with 8 storey buildings 
	2
	Could go higher than 6 storeys: up to 10 storeys 
	10

	Not Spring Street – overshadowing existing residential houses 
	1
	Up to 10 storeys; graduate to full 10 storeys at Latrobe Terrace 
	2

	Maximum height of buildings to the west of laneways that runs south to north at 25 and 26 Gordon Avenue up to the rear of those lots facing on to and on the east side of Pakington Street to be 3-4 storeys (currently proposed at 5-6 storey) 
	1
	Gordon Avenue will be greatly improved by some of the suggestions in the UDF 
	1

	Object to any development of changes to Gordon Avenue as a business owner – predominantly an industrial area – any layout change will affect deliveries, loading and unloading.  Idea of less road space to unload will congest traffic further 
	1
	Already high rise in Gordon Avenue 
	1

	Building on lots on Pakington Street restricted to 2 storeys in height to provide suitable interface with existing residential building stocks on the west side of street and West Park 
	1
	This area is almost Central Geelong and could take height 
	1

	Owners of Autumn Street 9, 8-16 and 3-17 – continuing operation of business concern including re-leasing; proposed cycling and pedestrian connection through land; compulsory acquirement; page 85 investigates appropriate uses of land that require any environmental assessment and re-mediation’ 
	1
	Autumn Street could take height 
	1

	Two levels at western end running up to four levels along Gordon Avenue and then a maximum of six levels at the Latrobe Terrace edge 
	1
	The limit of 10 storeys restricts development options – you will not achieve goal of revitalising Gordon Avenue – should be 12 
	1

	Gordon Avenue has two parts – connection to City and Intersections – need to address the lack of connectivity 
	1
	Support the UDF: Gordon Avenue and northern end of Pakington Street are underutilised 
	1

	At moment it is dead – needs to be something else; this is not front of mind – don’t go there 
	1
	East of laneway that runs south to north at 25 and 26 Gordon avenue to begin the proposed 5-6 storeys 
	1

	Extend boundary of Gordon Avenue to include 232 Latrobe Terrace so rezoning considerations could be given to this land 
	1
	Mixed use development of shops, cafes, gyms etc 
	1

	 
	 
	In North precinct and Gordon Avenue there should be significant setbacks on the proposed building heights to limit overview and shadowing on existing low-rise (1-2 storeys) dwellings east and west sides of Pakington Street adjoining proposed multi-storey developments 
	1

	 
	 
	Larger parcels of land close to Central Geelong and the Railway Station, have the greatest potential for high-density, mixed use development. Support rezoning to Commercial 1 and Residential Growth Zone 
	1

	 
	 
	Increase hight to 10- storeys where site abuts Latrobe Terrace. Take a performance-based approach to development – not height specific. 
	1

	 
	 
	Support and appreciate the recognition of the role Pakington Street and Gordon Avenue play in infill residential development as well as cultural and commercial development. Support framework’s recognition that each precinct of the UDF can accommodate future growth 
	1

	 
	 
	Plan to have Gordon Avenue move to mixed/Commercial 1 
	2

	 
	11
	 
	26


	Pakington North


	Not Supportive
	#
	Supportive
	#

	Don’t go over 4 storeys 
	4
	Potential for height on the Railyards site: 10 storeys 
	6

	Maximum of 6 levels at Church Street intersection 
	1
	Infill is appropriate for the Railyards site 
	4

	Object to proposed height of residential housing proposed for rail sidling site.  My property would be adversely affected by loss of privacy, light, sunshine, security, overshadowing, negative impact on one-storey heritage residential streets 
	1
	Area is well suited for mixed use development – under-utilised section 
	4

	Excited about development in north but have reservations about abut 20m and 40m buildings backing on to the Waterloo heritage area; should be protections on Waterloo Street to ensure cottages can only have up to 4 storeys high surrounding them 
	1
	Go higher where no houses: eastern side of Isabella Street 
	1

	10/12 storeys along Norther section of Pakington Street is inappropriate in an area of single and two storey buildings 
	1
	Agree with increased height in north and will encourage DOT to develop the land which is the key to revitalising this area and providing links to Bay and CBD 
	1

	Proposed development from Wellington Street to Church Street is a large-scale change and will change the skyscape and character of the area 
	1
	Higher buildings to start at Waterloo Street 
	1

	Building height restrictions should be restricted as follows to integrate with surrounding dwellings allows for a gradual run north along Pakington Street (1) o    Southern end of precinct: 3 storeys (currently proposed at 4) on both east and west sides of Pakington Street
	1
	Support public realm improvements, pocket parks, landscaping and upgrades to bus stops 
	1

	o    Southern end of precinct: 3 storeys (currently proposed at 4) on both east and west sides of Pakington Street
	 
	Support the UDF: Gordon Avenue and northern end of Pakington Street are underutilised 
	1

	o    West side of Pakington Street, where currently proposed 5-6 storeys south of Britannia Street, should be restricted to 3-4 storeys maximum 
	 
	Opportunity for North to transition to more residential/retail mix 
	1

	o    East side of Pakington Street, where currently proposed at 5-6 storeys, south of Waterloo Street, restricted to 3-4 storeys maximum o    North of Britannia Street, on Pakington’s west side, to begin the proposed 5-6 storey maximum building height
	 
	Access to Corio Bay – upgrade Footpath on Telegraph Bridge; widening footpaths and segregating pedestrians and traffic on the bridge will facilitate access – Geelong West to Rippleside Park and Bay 
	1

	Ropeworks – what options for better utilisation 
	1
	Integrate north into the core 
	1

	How to transition in height to existing dwellings to the west 
	1
	Increased residential development will contribute to activation within the northern section of Pakington Street throughout the day and night 
	1

	 
	 
	Maximum height should not be specified, and assessment should be on a performance-based approach. 
	1

	 
	 
	Make use of large parcels of land particularly on the eastern side 
	1

	
	 
	Strongly support rezoning Commercial 2 to Commercial 1 for the area
	1

	 
	12
	 
	26


	Amenity, character and vibe


	Not Supportive
	#
	Supportive
	#

	All new buildings or developments need to be set back and stepped up 
	5
	Mixed densification can improve and maintain a social snapshot of the broader community; create smaller footprint; make greater connections; facilitate active transport 
	1

	Need bigger buffer zone along back of taller buildings and existing houses 
	1
	Take a performance-based approach with measurements including – design excellent, contribution to public realm, use and dwelling diversity and ESD 
	1

	Will need to green area in front of buildings 
	1
	Use infill development at high density
	1

	Provide amenity for area and building 
	1
	 
	 

	Buildings should have zero set back to primary and secondary streets and where facing residential zoned buildings, setback is to be equal to setback of the residence 
	1
	 
	 

	More focus on integrated urban development approach and delivery to maximise the potential of the area; planning and implementation to include real and potential relationships between housing, transportation, economic development, environmental sustainability, climate change and indigenous rights 
	1
	 
	 

	Integrate educational institutions into the implementation of the UDF 
	1
	 
	 

	Money would be better spent on areas of need (Corio, Norlane and Whittington) 
	1
	 
	 

	Residential currently prohibited under the Commercial 2 Zone 
	1
	 
	 

	Make sure regulations are tight and can’t be easily changed. Council to be firm no matter how much money is involved 
	1
	 
	 

	Increase in population to the area is going to be high and therefore we need to have highest possible standards; choose only developers who are offering the best 
	2
	 
	 

	Tension between maintaining village feel and high-rise development densification 
	11
	 
	 

	Will impact character 
	2
	 
	 

	High and medium rise residential development will not correspond with the street-based community atmosphere of Pako
	1
	 
	 

	Concerned about the over-shadowing these properties will have on individual properties and lives 
	1
	 
	 

	Overshadowing will take away from village atmosphere 
	11
	 
	 

	Inappropriate for the area 
	1
	 
	 

	New buildings at odds with many of the houses in the area 
	1
	 
	 

	Consider the nuances and circumstances of the smaller areas in the precincts – not blanket planning 
	1
	 
	 

	Do not want to lose the community vibe we have here 
	2
	 
	 

	No change to ‘look and feel’ of the place – that’s what gives it its vibe 
	1
	 
	 

	Leave Pako as residential and entertainment – people living and having fun 
	1
	 
	 

	Public art would be accepted and an attraction as well 
	1
	 
	 

	What is being proposed and the aspiration of the vision does not match – what is proposed has the potential to achieve the opposite. Medium to higher density buildings do not reflect the intimacy of the preferred future of the continuing village character of the area
	1
	 
	 

	Do not support building a band for the area.  This means superimposing a marketing device over the area which may not reflect the unique sense of place people feel in the area
	1
	 
	 

	We do not want to lose the sense of community we have here. What will be the ratio of public and private housing? Do not want to become like any other neighbourhood anywhere else. 
	1
	 
	 

	Into other areas especially the North 
	1
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	3


	Comments relevant to Railyards 


	Not Supportive
	#
	Supportive
	#

	Relocation of railyards to Waurn Ponds is subject to funding & future long-term 
	1
	High-rise buildings to respond to population growth 
	1

	Collaborate with the Department of Transport on Railyards 
	1
	Support development of railyards 
	1

	Railyards – Council should buy to put more car parking 
	1
	Moving fence back and freeing up land for parking 
	1

	 
	 
	Should include parkland 
	1

	 
	 
	Greening the railyards 
	1

	 
	 
	Create parkland 
	1

	 
	 
	Encourage VLine to plant trees along the fence 
	1

	 
	 
	Here is where additional green space could be found.  Place for a community garden.  Need more green spaces in developments.  
	1

	 
	 
	Advocate for relocation of rail siding to Warun Ponds. Apply Development Plan Overlay 
	1

	 
	3
	 
	9


	Movement and access


	Traffic


	Not supportive
	#
	Supportive 
	#

	Madden Avenue, Maitland Street, Waterloo Street and Anglesea Terrace have too much through traffic as these are the only routes connecting Pakington Street and Latrobe Terrace 
	12
	Support the proposed road user hierarchy (p18) where active and public transport are prioritised above private vehicles including the aspiration to optimise the level of service for buses through the area 
	1

	Traffic in the entire UDF area is already a problem and will be exacerbated with increased population 
	8
	Plan should put people first not cars; over half of space allocated to private vehicles, through traffic lanes and street parking shared with buses; plan for people and places not cars and traffic – focus on through-routes for vehicles should be limited to Aberdeen Street (Hamilton Highway), La Trobe Terrace, Shannon Avenue and Church Street; all other streets – slow local traffic; consider banning cars from Autumn Street to Waratah Avenue 
	1

	UDF blurs the delineation between footpath and road and therefore the rights and roles of users No change to the contested space of the footpath - navigation may at times be difficult but it is not impossible.  The same applies to rods and traffic.
	1
	Creating more people-friendly streets is welcomed; dedicated, safe bike lanes and bike parking is good 
	1

	Dramatic population increase in Geelong West will put a significant strain on Pakington roads and streets 
	1
	 
	 

	Turning into Gordon Avenue to Pakington Street and into Autumn – flaw in road design – need to allow Gordon Avenue to flow past on left and turn into Autumn Street 
	1
	
	 

	sentiment in report of ‘put people first’ should be removed as it dehumanises the use of vehicles for transport – people do the shopping and in making the statement you are dehumanising them 
	1
	 
	 

	Intersection of Pakington Street and Gordon Avenue is a bottleneck for buses and treatments to improve should be considered 
	1
	 
	 

	New lights in Pakington Street have resulted in causing traffic gridlock between Gordon Avenue and Aberdeen Street 
	1
	 
	 

	UDF should have regard or some commentary on how the external road network will cope with the increase in traffic volume as a result of the increase in density.  Should network be upgraded? 
	1
	 
	 

	Reduce speed on Pakington Street 30km 
	1
	 
	 

	Close off traffic - Pakington Street to Gordon Avenue and Waratah Street to create an avenue for people 
	1
	 
	 

	One-way traffic south bound only, with north bound traffic via Latrobe Terrace 
	1
	 
	 

	Gordon Avenue will continue to be heavily trafficked and therefore Spring and Autumn Streets should be reprioritised to be primary cycle and pedestrian routes to Geelong Railway Station with new connection to cross Latrobe Terrace from Gordon Avenue 
	1
	 
	 

	Intersection of Stubbs Avenue and Telegraph Hotel needs improvement 
	1
	 
	 

	Like to see Pakington Streetcar-free 
	1
	 
	 

	No one-way lanes 
	1
	 
	 

	Narrow streets become rat runs, like the laneways off-Spring Street; and back streets; streets like Hope, Weller, Candover etc are both way traffic 
	6
	 
	 

	Consider one-way streets: Gordon Avenue could be one-way; O’Connell could be one way; Streets between Autumn and Wellington streets between Pakington Street and Latrobe Terrace to be alternate one-way streets 
	6
	 
	 

	Madden Avenue with priority turning left and right at the juncture with Pakington Street 
	1
	 
	 

	Insufficient road infrastructure for steady traffic flow to nearby intersections at Church and Pakington Streets. Need to consider improvements 
	1
	 
	 

	Consider Geelong West Railway Station; will further discourage car use by residents/workers
	2
	 
	 

	Important to have strong focus on integrating with existing train, bus and active transport networks to encourage mode shift from private vehicles 
	1
	 
	 

	Car share 
	1
	 
	 

	Built 100 years ago – not fit for today’s car, truck, cycling & foot traffic 
	1
	 
	 

	Do not support the creation of a new link road as a crossroad and access across Gordon Avenue should be via a left-out arrangement and T intersections. Crossing points along the road will generally align with side road access and major entrances to buildings 
	1
	 
	 

	Unattractive and unsafe approach from Gordon Avenue to Geelong Railway Station; have to cross busy road 
	1
	 
	 

	Latrobe Terrace is a barrier; cannot integrate with a six-lane highway; could we go ‘over’ the highway? 
	1
	 
	 

	Gordon Avenue access not Autumn Street 
	1
	 
	 

	Church Street – care and pedestrian crossing 
	1
	 
	 

	Fast-track Gordon Avenue/Latrobe Terrace improvements to address issues for pedestrians, cars, buses and bikes 
	1
	 
	 

	Close to bike/train/walk – in the future less use of cars 
	1
	 
	 

	Collaborate with Department of Transport 
	1
	 
	 

	 
	61
	 
	3


	Parking


	Not supportive
	#
	Supportive 
	#

	New multi-story car park needed to support additional traffic; Main issue is parking on Pakington Street and the surrounding streets – most households have 2 cars
	2
	Parking in Pako behind has been successful and laneways could be included in the ‘behind’ (
	1

	Potential loss of car parking – there is no narrative in the plan about this and there needs to be 
	1
	 
	 

	Encourage ‘back of house’ car parking including laneways 
	1
	 
	 

	Proposed removal of a car park at Pakington/Hope Streets would greatly affect businesses 
	1
	 
	 

	Parking availability for new development is a priority 
	1
	 
	 

	Loss of parking on Pakington Street is a concern – Pocket Park losing 5% would be fine but no more
	1
	 
	 

	Parallel parking in Pakington Street is a ‘pain’; there is plenty of ‘off-street’ parking either side of Pakington Street, so on-street parking on Pakington Street should be banned between Autumn Street and Wellington/Waratah Streets and the space gain for more alfresco dining, pedestrian and cyclists access 
	1
	 
	 

	How will car parking and how many car parks will be needed to respond to the projected increase in population (58 signatures from the Petition undertaken independently by a trader 
	1
	 
	 

	More detailed and comprehensive traffic and parking survey is needed to better inform the UDF 
	1
	 
	 

	Workers in Autumn and Spring Streets; Workers in area use the parking which is only 2 hours 
	3
	 
	 

	Lot of people don’t have off-street parking 
	1
	 
	 

	Parking in area is already challenged; even with local resident’s pass cannot find park in the street 
	1
	 
	 

	Any new housing must have own parking 
	2
	 
	 

	Uneconomical to go underground; unless 6/7 storeys underground parking is hard to justify 
	1
	 
	 

	Need to make car parking areas safer, especially at night 
	1
	 
	 

	High rise attracts young people with cars 
	1
	 
	 

	Need to be flexible 
	1
	 
	 

	Do not take any car parking spots 
	1
	 
	 

	Spring Street concerns – street is very narrow and daily parking from people working in the City – issue needs to be addressed e.g., street widening? Underground car parks for developments? 
	1
	 
	 

	Zero car parking obligation and maximum one car park per residential dwelling will encourage redevelopment and help achieve social/environmental outcomes – more than 3rd Party, Greenstar certification 
	1
	 
	 

	All housing development needs to include off-street parking for all residents and some visitors’ spaces. The streets in this area are already nearing parking capacity.
	1
	 
	 

	Pakington is already at capacity with car parking, already hard to find in the main shopping district and side streets.
	1
	 
	 

	Lack of clarity of the impact on car parking of projects.   Sentiment of author towards people using cars – ‘put people first not cars first’ – dehumanising the use of vehicles as transport and should be removed.  This is how people do their shopping
	1
	 
	 

	Make use of under-utilised parcels of land specifically for at grade car parks. 
	1
	 
	 

	There should be no loss of car parking spots 
	1
	 
	 

	 
	29
	 
	1


	Public transport


	Not supportive
	#
	Supportive 
	#

	Geelong West to have its own train station 
	3
	 
	 

	Only use medium sized or shuttle buses 
	2
	 
	 

	Better public transport 
	1
	 
	 

	People don’t use because it takes too long; longer than driving or cycling 
	1
	 
	 

	Good bus network through Gordon Avenue which needs to flow through to Geelong West 
	1
	 
	 

	People need to use the service to make it viable 
	1
	 
	 

	Not everyone can walk everywhere 
	1
	 
	 

	Future development of Geelong Railway Station should address better connection to pedestrians, cyclists, buses and private vehicles from West Geelong over La Trobe Terrace 
	1
	 
	 

	Footbridge or ramp from Gordon Avenue to Station car park and joining platform 1 and 2 footbridge 
	1
	 
	 

	While your efforts to encourage the use of public transport and cycling are laudable, they are unlikely to match with the desires of those who spend considerable amounts of money buying apartments or match in any way with the current public transport infrastructure
	1
	 
	 

	Public transport could help with traffic, but the big buses are often empty, loud and polluting. We should trial ‘medium-sized’ or shuttle buses at more regular times. 
	1
	 
	 

	 
	14
	 
	0


	Planning Zoning and regulations


	Not supportive
	#
	Supportive 
	#

	Different between areas within the UDF – how can they come together? Pakington Street is different to Gordon Avenue 
	2
	Best outcome mixed use/commercial 
	1

	Commercial 2 zoning restricting residential development 
	1
	Support the rezoning of 1, 5 and 7 Pakington Street to Commercial 1 Zone and retention of 85 Pakington Street in Commercial 1 Zone to allow greater diversity 
	1

	More restrictions under mixed use than Commercial 1 – if doing apartments 
	1
	Implement zoning changes as soon as possible 
	1

	Retail core don’t change 
	1
	Supports site in Gordon Avenue being rezoned Commercial 1 
	1

	Under current zones can’t do any mixed use e.g., businesses, commercial, hospitality, retail, first floor activated spaces with accommodation on top 
	1
	UDIA to be consulted on the proposed planning scheme amendments to rezone land including Rail Siding Yards and potential developer contributions.
	1

	Zonings have an impact on lighting, style and what can be done 
	1
	 
	 

	Extended heritage zone from Wellington to Waterloo and North Zone start at railyards otherwise residents in Maitland and Waterloo Streets and Anglesea Terrace will be impacted by overshadowing, privacy, increased noise and traffic.  Rethink the North Zone boundary 
	1
	 
	 

	Do not support proposed rezoning from Commercial 2 to Commercial 1 Zone in Pakington Street north; Commercial 2 provides for peripheral commercial uses critical to meeting the 20-minute neighbourhood principles e.g., the inclusion of op-shops, small offices, paint shops mechanics etc.  If moves to Commercial 1 these activities will have to re-located to small industrial/trade areas, potential loss of vibrancy.   C1Z should be retained as a concentrated retail strip in north precinct; 
	1
	 
	 

	What can existing businesses do? Can we continue to run our businesses; sell our businesses; develop ourselves? 
	1
	 
	 

	Costs of rates in a commercial zone are challenging 
	1
	 
	 

	No flat walls – buildings with windows without eaves 
	1
	 
	 

	I’m against changing zones. Challenges go to VCAT which ends up as a compromised outcome
	1
	 
	 

	No zone changes to Gordon Avenue. Growth of residential accommodation in the area would impact existing businesses. 
	1
	 
	 

	Continued possible implications of current pandemic need to be considered and included 
	1
	 
	 

	 
	15
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	Infrastructure


	Not supportive
	#
	Supportive 
	#

	Effect on sewage, stormwater and flooding; ageing infrastructure will not take increased volume; who will pay for increased infrastructure? Stormwater retention – opportunity to upgrade West Park – capture, store and reuse; Build services into the design 
	4
	 
	 

	Power underground 
	3
	 
	 

	Community halls, open spaces, play areas, areas for young people; needs analysis 
	3
	 
	 

	Provision for dogs and dog walking areas are needed 
	1
	 
	 

	Kindergartens and early learning; Schools 
	2
	 
	 

	Play equipment needed in West Park 
	1
	 
	 

	Free WIFI in area 
	1
	 
	 

	Not a lot of playgrounds and open space in the area 
	1
	 
	 

	Provide ramps for access through a grant from Council 
	1
	 
	 

	What are the plans for community facilities to service the increased population – Early Learning, Education, community centres and services.
	1
	 
	 

	With an increase in population more families will move in, which will impact: Social infrastructure needs e.g., community hall, open spaces. Need for schools. Where will the children play? What about young people and their needs? 
	1
	 
	 

	Definition of net community benefit needs to be extended to go beyond social/affordable housing and additional ESD to include things like pedestrian connectivity and extension of public realm
	1
	 
	 

	Need to work with shop owners to improve accessibility particularly in the heritage precinct 
	1
	 
	 

	 
	21
	 
	0


	Environmental issues and green space


	Not supportive
	#
	Supportive 
	#

	All buildings to contribute to achieving zero carbon emissions; will need eaves on the east not just the west and north 
	8
	 
	 

	Some areas need environmental assessment for rezoning 
	1
	 
	 

	Not enough trees in the area even at the moment in the heritage core 
	2
	 
	 

	Consider health and well-being with green spaces and places for families and individuals 
	1
	 
	 

	Make use of top floor of 6 storey buildings 
	1
	 
	 

	Any housing development needs to include onsite green space. Green space in this area is already well utilised without being overcrowded.
	1
	 
	 

	Need for more trees and green spaces 
	2
	 
	 

	 
	16
	 
	0


	Retail and events


	Not supportive
	#
	Supportive 
	#

	Lot of cafes in Pako close at 3pm/4pm and so you can’t get a coffee 
	1
	 
	 

	Need fresh food market comparable to Vic Markets 
	1
	 
	 

	Encourage multi-cultural food vans; Shop fronts and businesses with multi-cultural focus; increase multi-cultural nature of the area 
	1
	 
	 

	Need a good farmers market – present one revamped 
	1
	 
	 

	Ropeworks to become space for a market 
	1
	 
	 

	Consider interruptions to businesses during construction 
	1
	 
	 

	UDF needs to clarify the projected consequence of the works that are to be carried out including what interruptions there will be to the locals that currently inhabit the areas 
	1
	 
	 

	UDF lacks clarity on impact on businesses and how interruptions will be minimised (this should go in the projects) Businesses already finding it hard to recover from Covid restriction without adding to disruption of street and footpaths works
	1
	 
	 

	Core area will be further neglected and remain unattended for a further 1 / 2 years before a budget is set and more detailed work done 
	1
	 
	 

	 
	9
	 
	0


Table (2) Comments on projects
	Projects

	Comments
	Total 

	Make Streets Safe and Easier to Move Around and Standardised Side Streets

	Safe and User-friendly 
Top comments:
· Had experience of uneven pavements – not good! Trip hazards in the street; tree roots need to be dealt with; current is in state of disrepair; Need for uniform upgrading of footpaths throughout the area; tree roots being pushed up; other streets of the areas considered as well (12)

· Good idea make area more user friendly; make people feel safer; increasing safety for everyone is good; Make more user-friendly for pedestrians and cyclists (6) 
Other comments 
· Don’t spend money on unnecessary pavements; don’t rip it up just to redo it; Maintenance will fix them.  Should be part of maintenance regime not just all replaced (2)
· More detail needed on street furniture and footpaths and specific plans for replacement and standards (1)

Subtotal: 21 comments
Greening/Beautification 
Comments:
· Tree planting is key; welcome additional greening; greener in summer cools the area; (11)

· Keep deciduous – adds atmosphere (4)

· Flowerbeds (1)

· No temporary planter boxes – have same visual effect as porta loos (1)

· Like to see shady, relaxed shopping precinct (1)

· Box tree as a street tree not a good choice (leaves do not disintegrate); link to biodiversity; select local and educate population; include edible plants (1)

· Everyone encouraged to grow green leafy trees; given free trees suitable for individual gardens and streets; adopt a tree program (1)

· Beautification program: people in apartments need green open spaces (1)

· Build understanding of plants and gardens (1)

· Additional green spaces at Railyards (1)

· Community garden (1)

· Breaks up harsh built environment (1)

· People feel more comfortable with more greenery (1)

· Opportunity to ‘book end’ West End and North Park (1)

Subtotal:  27 comments
Traffic
Comments: 
· Increase quality of public transport and use of share cars; it’s inner city so should set out to avoid using a car (3)

· Pako is a busy thoroughfare and getting around is quite difficult (1)
· Four-way pedestrian crossings (1)

· Pedestrian traffic lights needed (1)

· 3 pedestrian crossings are proposed on block between O’Connell and Wellington Streets but none between O’Connell and Preston Streets – place raised pedestrian crossing on the south side of the intersection of O’Connell and Lawton streets off Pakington Street (1)

· No need for mid-way crossing just outside Pakington Village so that area could be better used for place making and seating (1)

· Crossing outside the Post Office should be moved to the north edge of that block to keep crossings uniform and support that being turned into a raised crossing instead of lights (1)

· Church Street crossing – left hand turn into Pakington into Church – take out the traffic lights and return to crossing (1)

· Also need to look at increasing the length of the land turning right onto Pakington Street from Church Street – mot long enough and cars bank up (1)

· Flow of traffic – people will change – Shannon Avenue – might be a good thing (1)

· Not all 5500 will be driving (potential additional population) (1)

· Speed humps and pedestrian crossings make a big difference (1)

· Need to include narrative in the UDF on the impact on car parking (1) 

· Drop speed to 30 (1)

Subtotal: 16 comments
Lighting
Comments: 
· Poor and need for additional to make the area safe; need more lighting; place is dark and walking home at night, do not feel safe; need more lighting at northern end (4)

· Lighting and signage around zebra crossings (2)
· Shop front lighting (1)

· Lighting like Melbourne uses – energy efficient and bright (1)

· Light studies need to be undertaken – lights cannot be too tall otherwise light does not get through (1)

· Well-lit and lush background will attract more people (1)

· Lighting can be a point of difference for the area and help the night economy (1)

· Heritage is a barrier to creating a vibrant ‘evening economy’ - businesses limited by what lights can be used; like to see restrictions in UDF lightened for retail core businesses (1)

Subtotal : 12 comments
Pavement materials
Comments :
· Like the vibe of the bricks, the bricks give the vibe; Bricks can be pressure cleaned and come up well; should be part of on-going maintenance (3)
· Bricks are hard to maintain; not a fan of bricks (2)
· Use bluestone and asphalt (1)

· Fix bricks in short-term as a matter of urgency (1)

· Streets need a good clean which should be done regularly (1)

· More detail on standards needed (1) 

Subtotal: 9 comments
Standardised side streets
Comments:
· Good idea/great potential/great (1)

· Help everyone especially people with disabilities (1)

· Safer for pedestrians (1)

· Make crossing evident and also slow traffic (1)

· End of O’Connell – street ramp needs to be raised to footpath level (1)

· Need lights to warn drivers that pedestrians are crossing (1)

· Raised pedestrian crossing could be counter-productive and increase driver frustration and unpredictability (1)

Subtotal: 6 comment

Approach to improvements 
Comments:
· Work with traders and community on improvements; focus on how to uplift the area’s strengths particularly around projects designed to support business in the area.  The aim of repurposing should be to support businesses in the area (2) 

· Work with businesses to make sure any changes/works are well-planned (1)
· Work with the Wathaurong Aboriginal Corporation and Narana Cultural Centre to incorporate aboriginal heritage in art, food and street names etc (1)
Subtotal: 4 comments
Inclusions
Comments:
· Include carting stations within streetscape (1)

· Blue pole in area in front of car park (as per the image used) used to be the community notice board – should be reinstated (1)

· Colour coded kerbs to replace excess signage (1)

· More seating needed (1)

Subtotal: 4 comments
	99

 

	

	Master Planning Gordon Avenue

	Sentiment
Top comments:
· The idea of Gordon Avenue being revamped and acting as a Gateway to the West and Pako Street is a very good one; like this project – will maximise opportunities and make it safe; What is presented is ticking all the boxes (8)
Other comments:
· Make Gordon Avenue open and vibrant area (1)

· Like Gordon Avenue plan to go ahead but to give Spring Street and other affected side streets well planned consideration e.g., making it fit for traffic flow; northern aspects – access to sun in winter; green spaces created where possible on side streets as well (1)

· More strategic work needed to justify recommendations – main drains along Gordon Avenue (1)

· Leave to cater for more industrial type businesses; people don’t want to live in an industrial setting (1)

· Gordon Avenue is not front of mind – don’t go there (1)

Subtotal: 13 comments
Connections 
Comments:
· Extension of Green Spine; need to link CBD and Pako Street; Link to City and to Johnstone Park (4) 
· Need to develop a master plan – Copenhagen as example (2)

· At moment it is dead – needs to be something else; this is not front of mind – don’t go there (1)

· Gordon Avenue access not Autumn Street (1)

· Straight through to Railway Station (1)

· Latrobe Terrace is a barrier; cannot integrate with a six-lane highway; could we go ‘over’ the highway? (1)

· Gordon Avenue has two parts – connection to City and Intersections – need to address the lack of connectivity (1)

· Do not support the creation of a new link road as a crossroad and access across Gordon Avenue should be via a left-out arrangement and T intersections. Crossing points along the road will generally align with side road access and major entrances to buildings (1)

· Unattractive and unsafe approach from Gordon Avenue to Geelong Railway Station; have to cross busy road (1)

Subtotal: 13 comments
Businesses – existing and potential 
Comments:
· Opportunity to relocate to cheaper premises e.g., plenty of land in North Geelong (1)

· Rezoning – where will businesses go? (1)

· Opportunities for value adding (1)

· How do we stop buying land for car yards? (1)

· Present customers are for bulky goods – access and good parking is needed – put islands and trees in and it will reduce parking (1)

· Will need supermarket with population growth (1)

· Luxury hotel for the area (1)

Subtotal: 7 comments
Greening/shade
Comments: 
· Need shade; covered shade and shelter from rain (2)

· Greenery to guide is good idea (2)

· Deciduous trees (1)

· No trees down middle (1)

Subtotal: 6 comments
Other infrastructure
Comments:
· Seating (1)

· Back end of Avenue ideal for linear parks; need informal linear parks as pedestrian and cycling linkages (1)

· Bike lanes make it safer (1)

Subtotal: 3 comments
Residential 
Comments:

· Residential not high rise (1)

· Going to be a fight if you take on west side of Latrobe Terrace for high rise (1)

· 6 storeys maximum – if go to 10, potentially would mean 10 storeys building next to a single dwelling (1)

Subtotal: 3 comments
Flood and drainage
Comments:
· Key issue (1)

· Historically Gordon Avenue was a river! (1)

Subtotal: 2 comments
Involvement of Wathaurong
Comments:

· Aboriginal people need to be involved in planning.  Area is of significance. (1)

Subtotal: 1 comment
	48

	Green Bike Stands, Cycling & Bike Lanes

	Top comments:
Sentiment
· Improvement to cycling lanes to improve safety for cyclists in increasing traffic congestion and unaware behaviour (open door of car when cyclists going past) is good (15)

· Consider effects of bike lanes in other areas – bikes are not cost effective and cannot cover the distances in our city or region – it’s easy to drive in Geelong; older people will not use bikes and infrastructure is not needed; need to find the happy medium between space to accommodate cycling and premium retail support spaces (8)

· Already have bike connection from Villamante Street – don’t need another one (1)

· Assess impact on riders -where and what are the accidents? (1)

· Behaviours will change over time and more and more people are cycling (1)

Subtotal: 24 comments

Model
Other comments:

· Shop front, pedestrians, bike lanes, car parking spaces – same as Gertrude Street in Fitzroy; dedicated bike lanes in future; widened footpaths; make it a demonstration project for bike lanes (5)
· E-bikes and cargo bikes to shop (2)

· Don’t use painted lines to delineate; feel this would be confusing; investigate how Barcelona delineates – rubber knobs (not high curve like Copenhagen) (1)

· Need loops and elevated cycling lanes for bikes (1)

· No car parking in the bike lanes – safety (1)

· Cyclists in mid-road frustrate motorists (1)

· Drop speed to 30 (1)

· Send bikes on a track that is ‘road behind the road’ (1)

· Look further to encourage people to use bikes (1)

· Consider trialling best practice cycling facilities by removing car parking on one side of the road (1)

Subtotal: 14 comments
Green bike stands (location)
Comment:
· The location for this project is 135 Pakington Street which is a block away from the proposed Connection to the Waterfront project.  Project should be moved to the corner of O’Connell and Pakington Street where the destination more logically ends for those riders.  (58 signatures from the Petition undertaken independently by a trader – 1 submission)

Subtotal: 1 submission

Other comments: 

· Near West Park (1)

· As long as don’t intrude onto footpath; not look like bikes clutter things up (1)

· Room to park one gopher or electric scooter within the bike stand (1)

· Bike station on p.43 better off O’Connell and Pakington Streets where connection to the waterfront is intended to go (1)

· Question the Inclusion of a charging station for electric wheelchairs in a prominent positioning in the street

Subtotal: 4 comments
	43

	

	Pocket Parks - Library & Town Hall Pocket Park

	Pocket park/s (specific) overall comments 
· Do not take away car parking spots for this; Need to look at how to make up for loss of parking from pocket parks; acquired spaces behind the street should be considered; Pocket park decreasing parking by 5% ok but no more (4)

· Little spaces with big impact – have seen in other parts of the world – great; love idea; Like the idea of pocket parks (3)
· Neither are great; gimmicky (2)
· For young people who are under-represented; if young people were more engaged would be less graffiti (1)

· Be careful – use during day can be different at night (1)

· Effect on foot traffic (1)

· Need to work in with West Park (1)

· Will draw people in (1)

· Access for all – how would this work? (1)

· Pubic seating is part of the pocket park concepts – and we should have them outside Grill’d, Two Sugars, Geelong Fresh Foods, Boss Burger and down near Autumn Street outside Okami - pocket parks become places for sitting outside to eat (1) 
Subtotal: 15 comments
Locations
Other comments 

· What happens if coffee shop moves? (1)

· Concern over ramp and skateboards – dangerous; don’t like ramp (1)

· Space near PO had good deciduous trees, grass and open space already (1)

· Where will you find land for this? (1)

Subtotal: 4 comments
Library/Town Hall
Other comments:

· Grass outside is where people eat their lunch (1)

· Like idea to get to toilet but don’t feel the need – simple garden beds would do; better served to continue area into the car park (1)

· Need clear structure and natural materials (1)

· Library needs its own toilet (1)

· Library flooding issues – do not want anything to disturb the flooding issue (1)

Subtotal: 5 comments
Look and feel 
Other comments:

· Unique landscaping and pavers (1)

· Lighting to be good (1)

· Possible event space – Market? Event? (1)

Subtotal: 3 comments
	27

	

	Wayfinding

	Style 
Comments:

· Good to have universal language (1)

· Less poles and signs (1)

· Use an app – visually impaired can access what sign is saying, work with Vision Australia (1)

· Heritage character of signs more appropriate in heritage core (1)

· Must be quality materials (1)

· Proposed signage is confusing; top and bottom pointing in different directions; colour scheme darker colours sometimes used as background and other times foreground; there is no opportunity or additional unified wayfinding sigs towards Geelong Station and CBD and on corners of Gordon Avenue (1)

· Report states that strict control on signage including signage that: does not obscure any architectural detailing; are not excessively bright colours; are not internally illuminated; typeface and is not photographic or digital imagery’ – what value are these restrictions proposed to add? More detail is needed (58 signatures from the Petition undertaken independently by a trader – 1 submission)

Subtotal:  5 comments
Interpretation 
Comment:

· Of area (1)

Subtotal: 1 comment
Gateways/Entrances
Other comments:

· Need signage to direct people to Pako Street; appropriate signage in Pakington Street (2)

· Church Street into Pakington Street needs improvement (1)

· Entrance of Waterloo into Pakington Street neglected and ugly - time to plant and beautify (1) 

· Near Telegraph Hotel – make a forest of trees (1)

Subtotal: 4 comments
	10

	

	Bus Stop improvements

	Comments

· More use – influence routes and improve travel times; lobby for higher frequency of buses; help promote use of public transport (3)

· Great; like this project (2)

· Protect people from the weather; shade from trees; accommodate those in wheelchairs so can get under cover (1)

· Part of the push to creating a ‘welcoming community’ (1)

· Work with graffiti artist (1)

· Treatment proposed for Strand/Church Streets stops is fantastic; similar needs to be done for Geelong West Town Hall/Candover Street (1)

Subtotal: 9 comments
Technology
Comment:
· Get the app so have information on when bus is arriving (2)

Subtotal: 1 comment
	10

	

	Accessibility

	Enablers
Comments:
· Does mobility include accessibility? (1)

· Need for charging stations for wheelchairs and electric cars (only charging point for wheelchairs is the Library and if it’s not open it becomes a big problem); have charging stations where people go – charging stations for wheelchairs, bikes and cars (2)

· Make sure all higher buildings have lift for access (1)

· Need accessibility to all buildings – ‘I can’t get into the local post office’ (1)

Subtotal: 5 comments
	5

	

	Connection to waterfront

	Current walk and needed improvements 
Comments: 
· Previous walk/Connecting walk never got off the ground (1)

· Current walk and overpass are very unattractive and often feels unsafe; continually damaged by graffiti (1)

· Bridge along Church Street also unusable and unsafe given the restricted footpath (1)

· This project needs supportive narrative outlining detail of what the project involves (58 signatures from the Petition undertaken independently by a trader – 1 submission)

Subtotal: 4 comments
	4
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