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1.0 Introduction

1.1 Purpose of this Report and the background

| have been instructed by Lewisham Estates Pty Ltd to prepare an addendum report to my Visual
Impact Assessment (VIA) Report dated October 2010, in light of the amendments made by Tony
Owen & Partners (the architects) to the Master Plan for the subject site (the site owned by the
Applicants).

The October 2010 VIA Report assessed all the Master Plan Options for the whole McGill triangular
precinct (2A, 2B, 3A, 3B, Master Plan (3)) as well as the proposed option 3 for the subject site.
This report is still relevant in terms of the documentation and analysis presented in it mainly with
regard to;

» Background and the proposed development (Section 1.2 of the VIA Report)

» Visual impact assessment methodology (Section 1.4 of the VIA Report)

» The visual character of the site and the surroundings (Section 2.1 of the VIA Report)
> Visual exposure of the site and the proposal (Section 2.2 of the VIA Report)

» Visual resources of the Study Area and its context (Section 2.3 of the VIA Report)

» Visual sensitivity (Section 2.7 of the VIA Report)

The Photographic Plates at Appendix A and Figures 1, 2 and 3 (on pages 8, 15 and 20 respectively)
of the October 2010 VIA Report are also relevant.

Further amendments based on the Department of Planning’s further recommendations have been
made for the proposed option for the subject site (now the Preferred Project). This addendum
report assesses the merits of the Preferred Project with regard to potential visual impacts. In
accordance with Marrickville Council’s and Department of Planning’s requirements, the Preferred
Project considers only the subject site.

1.2 Documents consulted
In preparation of this addendum report, | have perused the following drawings and documents;

1. Visual Impact Assessment report prepared by Richard Lamb & Associates, dated October
2010.

2. The Preferred Project Master Plan and Building Height, Basement Level 1, Basement
Level 2, Lower Ground Floor Plan and Levels 1 to Level 8 Plans, prepared by Tony Owen
& Partners, dated 17 March 2011.

1.3 The proposed amendments

The salient features and amendments made are described by Tony Owen & Partners in their Letter
to the Department of Planning, dated 16 March 2011 and in the Report prepared by Planning
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Ingenuity Pty Ltd. The retail floor space has now been substantially reduced from 6305.50m? to
739m? and shop top housing (commercial) floor space is also proposed totaling approximately
726m?2. The Preferred Project now is for buildings ranging in height from 5 to 10 storeys with a
maximum overall FSR of 3.15:1. Whilst overall building height has not changed from the original
proposal, removal of supermarket level, retain plaza and podium has effectively lowered the finished
lower ground floor to create a 10™ storey.

The following description of the amendments is based on the drawings (including the Floor Plans)
prepared by Tony Owen & Partners. There are two basement levels, a lower ground floor, a ground
floor and subsequent upper Levels in each Building. With regard to potential visual impacts the
amendments assessed in this addendum report are those made for the ground floor and upper
Levels. These include;

The Central Park space

The central park space is now proposed solely within the subject site, on the north side of Hudson
Street, adjoining the proposed buildings on the ground floor. This creates a continuous green space
linking to the public open space between buildings A and C. A central public civic plaza has been
created in the south west corner linking the on site green spaces to the greenways and proposed
light rail station. A café is located in this area to activate the public domain.

Building A

Building A has been further setback from the southern green space and the corner articulated as
a high quality design statement (to future design development). Levels 6 and 7 in Building A are
set back from the southern edge above Level 5. Level 8 is further setback above Level 7 from
the southern edge.

Building B
Building separation between buildings A and B is reduced from 6m to 4m at all levels. Levels 4 to
8 in building B are set back above Level 3 along the northern edge, facing Longport Street.

Building C

The ‘toe’ element of building C has been removed to maximise public outdoor space at ground
floor and upper levels. Levels 4 and 5 are set back above Level 3 from the southern edge and
above Level 2 from part of the eastern, western and the northern edges.

Building D
No amendments have been made to Building D with regard to the location, footprint and
heights.

Building E
Dual use housing in building E now directly addresses the central green space. No further
amendments have been made to Building E with regard to the location, footprint and heights.

Building F
No amendments have been made to Building D with regard to the location, footprint and
heights.
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Building G
Splayed cut back to building G has been lowered to level B1 to maintain communal outdoor space
at ground. Splayed set back to Building G has been removed above ground level.

2.0

10.

11.

Summary of visual effects analysis

The visual character of the site and the surroundings and the visual resources have been
discussed in Sections 2.1 and 2.3 of the October 2010 VIA Report.

The visual exposure of the Preferred Project will be similar to the visual exposure of the
previous proposed option for the subject site. This has been discussed at Section 2.2 of
the October 2010 VIA Report.

The main underlying principle for the Preferred Project is to have taller buildings closer to
the western edge (10, 9 and 7 storeys), lower buildings in the interior (5 and 7 storeys) and
further lower buildings (5 storeys maximum height) along the eastern edge. This s in line
with the McGill Street Precinct Master Plan.

The proposed spatial arrangement of buildings and their heights are appropriate with regard
to the boundary interfaces, adjacent developments and with the McGill Street Precinct
Master Plan. The setbacks at ground floor and lower levels and the proposed set back
upper levels are also in line with the McGill Street Precinct Master Plan.

The proposed open spaces are also responsive to the McGill Street Precinct Master
Plan.

A landscape master plan is proposed as part of the Application. It proposes appropriate
landscape species and landscape treatment for various edges, the central park, public and
private open spaces, internal street networks and the greenway corridor.

A 20m green space buffer along the freight light rail allowing for a shared cycle/walking link,
public open space and buffer planting. A light rail station is also proposed approximately
in the alignment of the central park which does not cause any significant visual impacts.

The Preferred Project will result in a moderate to high change in the existing intrinsic
character of the subject site, similar to that which would be caused by the McGill Street
Precinct Master Plan. The proposed development is permissible and its potential for the
intended use has been recognised by the Council by way of the McGill Street Precinct
Master Plan and Marrickville Urban Strategy.

The potential effect of the Preferred Project on the existing intrinsic character of the
surrounding context is considered to be low, similar to that which would be caused by the
McGill Street Precinct Master Plan. The rating is given considering both the existing and
future surrounding context.

It is determined that there are no increased negative effects on views of the subject site
from the external public and private domains of the Preferred Project compared to the
McGill Street Precinct Master Plan.

The Preferred Project does not cause any increased visual or streetscape effects compared
to those that will be caused by the construction of the McGill Street Precinct Master Plan
Option.
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12. Similar to the McGill Street Precinct Master Plan, the Preferred Project is analysed to have a
moderate level of overall visual effects taking into consideration the localised change to the
character of the subject site, the low change to the character of the immediate surroundings,
no significant amenity effects and moderate sensitivity of the surrounding context.

3.0 Summary of visual impacts assessment

1. The Preferred Project has high compatibility with the existing and future character of the
subject site. Appropriate measures and urban design principles will be adopted at the
design stage such as high aesthetic standards, articulation, setbacks, facade treatments,
lower street -facing height and appropriately set back taller components and adequate
landscaping which will result in further compatibility of the proposed development with the
existing and future character of the Subject site, as envisaged by the Council Policies and
Strategies.

2. The Preferred Project will have moderate compatibility with the existing and moderate-high
compatibility with the future character of the local and the sub-regional context.

3. The potential visual impacts of the proposal are rated to be Moderate overall and they are
similar to those that would be the result of the construction of the McGill Street Precinct
Master Plan.

4.0 Summary of the merits assessment of the Preferred Project

The central park space is nhow solely on the subject site, which is in accordance with the McGill
Street Precinct Master Plan prepared by Hassell and adopted by the Council. | consider this to be
slightly less meritorious compared to the previous proposed option for the subject site with regard
to visual linkage with Henry Street. Notwithstanding, this proposed location of the central open
space does not result in any increased visual and related amenity impacts and is acceptable.

The other proposed amendments with regard to set backs of upper levels in individual buildings
and/or removal of part of buildings (such as the ‘toe’ part of building C) further add merits to the
proposal with regard to potential visual impacts and in particular their address to the public open
space of the scheme. The amendments made with regard to set backs at upper levels in Building
A present an improved address to the central open space.

Overall, we consider the Preferred Project to be responsive to the McGill Street Precinct Master Plan
and to the visual resources of the site and the surrounding context, including the visual linkages and
boundary interfaces. The Preferred Project has lesser or at worst similar potential visual effects
and impacts as that which would be caused by the McGill Street Precinct Master Plan.

Page 6



SJu3d Lizmo hucg

juswdojarep asn paxiw Aysusp Jemo|

[ T —
juswdojonap asn paxiw Ajisusp wnipaw IE——— o5 or s 0 a 0
€YD 0001} IVOS
quawdojersp [equapisel BuipunoLns juawdojersp asn pexiw Aysusp Joybiy I
0} eale doeds uado sjeAud /oliqnd I Alepunog eale Apn)s —

Anue
IS UleW SE paulejoy J9a1S Uospny

.+ UonEls |1el 161 moN

ssa00e Buipeo| pue Buped

1oy uonoasielul 8|Buls sepinoid pue
Kemuaaib ay) 0} 1§ AiusH wouy abexul|
© s9jealo pieasjnoq usalb [enuad

uoness |ies Jybi pasodoid ayy
e seaseeee . SOSSAIPPE PUE JOUAId Y} J0) Julod (200}
© se aoeds eze(d e $9)eaI0 BUOZ paleys

‘ T i o Aol

Aq passalppe soeds usaib [esuad abie|

“yed auljgal
ay) Buneanoe ‘pieAsinog usalb enusd
0juo spaay/saoe) buisnoy dojdoys /jiejoy

“sjuswpede o) sjuiod ssaippe
o e s s e« PUBSSOI0E 9IYDA OPIACID O} SAEMUSDIE

2y} 0} Joedul BSILUIUIW O} %0E] JOS W
‘peoy Aingisjued po * 3 0} ¥ | SsiWiuIW O} %0€q ¥ [1]3

10al)s ulew sassaippe buisnoy doydoyg

|enuapisal bunsixe
01} Julod Jsayuey ay) Je aull Aemjiel ayy
Bujuiolpe Aysianip pue Jubiey jsejeais

syun oy spuiod ssaippe * ¢+ ¢
pue SS800E SE paulejal IS umolg

901)j0 awoy pue Buisnoy doj doys oo}y —

punoJB Ule)UOO BUOZ 9SN PaxIy ‘sease

[efuapisal BulpuNoLINS 8y} 0} 9jedS Ay * * * =t # *
sjeInpow py Aingisjue pio o} skelols 1 a

“Bunpied
teeeseeaeaes.. o UBWSSE] O} SSE00E SMOJIE J92AIS UMOIG

'

s
jJuswdojenap [enuspisal
Buipunouns o) aoeds uado ajeAld

NV1d ¥31SVIN 22l

Page 7



SLgd Lz

L

MO NLICT]

.
- s o of [ al 0

L] k £V © 0001} 3IVOS
.

Al

AJHOLS §

AFYOLS 6

A3doLs ol

“Reu0ys g Jo Jybiay Buipiing
|eo1dA} e 9ABY [|IM PUB BUOZ UONISUEI)} B S| SUOZ [ejudd 8y |

“aul| Aemjtel ay) 0} £210}s 6 40 JyBIaY Bulp|ing & saysiiqelss Yolym

Qs Jejiwis e 1o} ueid Jajsew s,
— g punole si kemjiel ay) uo s
jey) pajsabbns aney siauueld |

nq 8y} 1o} a|eds sjeudoidde ayy
INOO “[IOUN0D Y)IM SUOISSNOSIP Uj

‘py Ainqusyue) plo o) adeosiaalns

Ke10)s ¢ e apinoid o) pasodoud S|}l ‘a10j018Y | “ESIE SIU} JO}
|opow Aa10)s B pasodoid aAeY SUOIIAUS pue aoe.lld) Aem|iey Jo}
sealpn)s Buiuueld 1ounoo [eseaag “Buisnoy Busixe asi Jamo| Aq
paziiejoeIeyd sl peoy AINgiejue) plo JO JSes ay) 0} seale 8y

"}sea ay} o} Buisnoy Bunsixa ayy 0} ‘}sem ay} 0} JopLIoO Aem|ies
ay) woy paddals aq |Im a)s uo sBulp|ing au} Jo spyBley By L

1HOI3H ONIaTINg

NV1d ¥31SVIN 31IS 103rdns szl

Page 8



