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INTRODUCTION

1. PRECINCT STRUCTURE PLAN PROCESS

The Victorian Planning Authority (VPA) is taking an innovative approach to shaping
the future of Melbourne’s communities, through collaborative strategic planning.

The VPA considers that Co-Design is key to
achieving integrated planning outcomes
through the PSP preparation process.

This collaborative and iterative approach
provides opportunities for a range of
diverse stakeholders to participate in
workshops that generate and refine new
ideas, and build, test and deliver meaningful
and distinct visions for new greenfield
neighbourhoods and communities.
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FIGURE 1: PSP PROCESS WE ARE HERE
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11 CROSKELL PRECINCT
STRUCTURE PLAN (PSP)

The Croskell Precinct
Structure Plan

area is located on
Bunurong Country.

The VPA proudly acknowledges the Bunurong
People as the Traditional Custodians of the
Croskell Precinct Structure Plan area. We
recognise their continuing connection to the
lands and waters of Bunurong Country. We pay
our respects to their Elders past and present and
extend that respect to all First Nations People.

The Croskell PSP is positioned within a
predominantly urban area within the City
of Casey, in Melbourne’s south east.

The VPA commenced planning in late 2021
through engagement with agencies, landowners
and stakeholders and procurement of technical
assessments to inform the planning process.

Croskell is designated within the Melbourne
Industrial and Commercial Land Use

Plan (MICLUP) as a Regionally Significant
Commercial Area. The precinct will include
land for both employment and residential
uses, as well as drainage, open space,
transport and community infrastructure.

1.2 MAJOR STAKEHOLDER
ENGAGEMENT
ACTIVITIES TO DATE

Pitching
Sessions

November/
December
2021

Vision
and Purpose
Workshop

December
2021

Pre-Co-Design
Landowner
Workshop

April 2022

CROSKELL PRECINCT STRUCTURE PLAN CO-DESIGN WORKSHOP SUMMARY REPORT

1.3 SUMMARY REPORT PURPOSE

The purpose of this
Summary Report is to
highlight key points of
opinion, interest and
preference that were
raised and discussed by
key stakeholders as part of
the Co-Design workshop.

These points have informed the draft Place
Based Plan and provide direction for the
formal preparation of the Croskell PSP.

Points raised as part of the Co-Design
workshop will inform the testing, design
and agency validation phases prior to
the preparation of a refined Place Based
Plan draft for public exhibition.

The draft Place Based Plan will also inform the
preparation of a Infrastructure Contributions
Plan (ICP), which will impose infrastructure
contributions in relation to the development of
land. Following testing of the ICP by the VPA,

a draft will be exhibited alongside the PSP.



1.4 EMERGING VISION STATEMENT

An Emerging Vision
Statement for the PSP
was developed during
the Vision and Purpose
Workshop and received
feedback during

the Pre-Co-Design
Landowner Workshop.

A refined Vision Statement
incorporating feedback from both

the Pre-Co-Design workshop and
Co-Design workshop will be included
as part of the draft PSP documentation
presented during Public Exhibition.

VICTORIAN PLANNING AUTHORITY



CO-DESIGN WORKSHOP

2. CO-DESIGN WORKSHOP

This summary report captures the key outcomes from the Croskell PSP
Co-Design workshop held over two days on 11 July 2022 and 14 July 2022.

The purpose of the Co-Design workshop was:

To update key stakeholders,
landowners and agencies on work to
date and identify and discuss issues,
opportunities and challenges.

To confirm areas of agreement or shared
understanding, narrow matters of dispute
and address the key PSP elements.

To ensure everyone attending could
contribute and provide genuine feedback.

To ensure all attendees were heard
and feedback was captured.

To refine and improve on
the PSP outcomes.



21 PARTICIPANTS

A diverse and knowledgeable range of
stakeholders attended the two Co-Design
Workshop sessions with approximately
70 participants encompassing:

» Landowners and landowner representatives

» Casey City Council

» Victorian Planning Authority and appointed consultants
» Department of Education and Training

» Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (Victorian
Desalination Project and Port Phillip Region teams)

» Department of Transport

» Department of Treasury and Finance
» Invest Victoria

» Environment Protection Authority

» Melbourne Water

» South East Water

» Bicycle Victoria

The VPA is meeting with other key stakeholders who were unable to
attend, including the Bunurong Land Council Aboriginal Corporation.

VICTORIAN PLANNING AUTHORITY




2. CO-DESIGN WORKSHOP

2.2 PREVIOUS FEEDBACK

Information received

as part of the Pitching
Sessions held in November
2021 was analysed by

the VPA to identify key
issues, challenges and
innovations for the PSP.

These were further validated, refined and
consolidated as part of the Vision and
Purpose Workshop held in December 2021.

A pre-Co-Design Workshop was then held in April
2022 to discuss the key spatial considerations
influencing the location of land uses and
environmental assets. A summary of these
previous Sessions and Workshops can be

found on the VPA’s Croskell PSP webpage.

The outcomes of the previous Pitching
Sessions, Vision and Purpose Workshop and
Pre Co-Design Workshop helped to inform
the preparation of the 4 concept plans
presented on day 1 of the workshop.

2.3 WORKSHOP STRUCTURE

The Croskell PSP Co-Design
Workshop was held over
two days in July 2022.

To help inform discussions on the day, workshop
attendees were provided with the draft place
based plan and an update on technical reports
and key PSP challenges prior to the workshop.

A Croskell Co-Design Introduction Video
via YouTube further outlined the findings
from initial background reports and

VPA plan testing that had informed the
preparation of the draft concept plans
presented on day 1 of the workshop.

CROSKELL PRECINCT STRUCTURE PLAN CO-DESIGN WORKSHOP SUMMARY REPORT



DAY 1- 11 JULY 2022

Day 1 of the Co-Design Workshop was held in
a hybrid format, giving attendees the option
to participate either in person or online to
address COVID-19 concerns and flexible work
arrangements. The workshop commenced
with a brief introductory presentation and
explanation of the day’s activities and
expectations. Following this, small break out
groups facilitated interactive activities.

The breakdown and structure of the
day isillustrated in Figure 2.

Workshop activities were undertaken via MURAL,
a digital workspace tool. This tool was chosen

to allow attendees equal access to workshop
activities, discussions and ideas regardless of
whether they were attending the workshops

in person or online. This tool also provided

a single platform to effectively consolidate
comments, facilitating report backs on small
group discussions to the wider workshop.

... Refer to Appendix 1for the output data
recorded on MURAL during Day 7.

FIGURE 2: DAY 1 WORKSHOP STRUCTURE

-

CO-DESIGN WORKSHOP
DAY 1 Monday 11 July

9:30AM INTRODUCTIONS
9:40AM ICEBREAKER ACTIVITY
10:00AM  (10:55am - 10 min break) ACTIVITY*
1:00AM ACTIVITY

12:00PM REPORT BACK
12:30PM LUNCH
115PM ACTIVITY

OHEEEWwe@E@® ®

215PM  (2:10Pm - 10 min break) ACTIVITY
3:15PM REPORT BACK
4PM NEXT STEPS

/
o

FINISH

* Note: Activities are described on pages 11-26 and relate to the PSP themes:
transport; community infrastructure and open space; land use
typologies and precincts; and built form and interface outcomes.

VICTORIAN PLANNING AUTHORITY



2. CO-DESIGN WORKSHOP

FIGURE 3: DAY 2 WORKSHOP STRUCTURE

DAY 2 -14 JULY 2022
Day 2 of the Co-Design Workshop was held

~

online. The workshop commenced by introducing
the key matters heard as part of the Day 1 CO-DESIGN WORKSHOP
workshop and explaining how these matters DAY 2 Thursday 14 July
informed potential changes to the Place
Based Plan that the VPA would investigate.

9:30AM INTRODUCTIONS

This amended Place Based Plan was then
9:40AM WHAT WE HEARD FROM DAY 1

presented to workshop attendees before the and presentation of plan updates

group was split into breakout groups to facilitate

discussions and comments on the amended Plan. 10:00AM INTRODUCTION TO MURAL
The breakdown and structure of the
o o 10:05AM MURAL ACTIVITY Discuss updated plans
day is illustrated in Figure 3.
10:50AM BREAK
11:05AM GROUP REPORT BACK and Q&A
11:45AM NEXT STEPS and Q8A

OWPee @

-

CROSKELL PRECINCT STRUCTURE PLAN CO-DESIGN WORKSHOP SUMMARY REPORT



WHAT WE HEARD - DAY 1
Day 1discussions revolved around four concept plans that each
highlighted different aspects of the draft Place Based Plan:

Attendees were split into small groups to work through all four plans
and were asked to validate proposed outcomes, provide further

feedback and explore alternative layouts, arrangements and outcomes.

The outcomes from these discussions are detailed below.

The comments and MURAL outputs presented below identify
comments and ideas contributed for each workshop activity to
guide the development of a final Place Based Plan for the Croskell
PSP and do not represent any element with any finality.

VICTORIAN PLANNING AUTHORITY
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E) psp THEME Transport Network

1

3. TRANSPORT NETWORK
31 ACTIVITY PURPOSE

To validate the proposed
transport plan and ICP
items and receive feedback.

To explore alternative road
/path configurations as
suggested by attendees.

ansport network example

CROSKELL PRECINCT STRUCTURE PLAN CO-DESIGN WORKSHOP SUMMARY REP( ™2™ stae it Tt

3.2

QO 0 © ©

KEY LEADING QUESTIONS

ARE THE LOCATIONS OF THE
ROADS APPROPRIATE? COULD THE
ROAD ALIGNMENTS BE CHANGED,
IF SO WHERE AND WHY?

ARE THERE OTHER CONNECTIONS
THAT ARE NEEDED OR PREFERRED,
IF SO WHERE AND WHY?

ARE THE DIRECTIONS ON THIS
PLAN APPROPRIATE, IF NOT WHAT
SHOULD BE CHANGED?

ARE THE LOCATIONS OF SHARED
PATH APPROPRIATE? ARE ANY
CHANGES NEEDED, IF SO WHERE?

DOES THE COLLECTOR ROAD
BOULEVARD CROSS SECTION PROVIDE
AN APPROPRIATE MOVEMENT CORRIDOR?
(SEE CROSS SECTION BELOW)

© © © ©

DOES THE ROAD NETWORK SUFFICIENTLY
SEPARATE EMPLOYMENT TRAFFIC
FROM RESIDENTIAL TRAFFIC?

WHAT ARE THE DESIGN OPTIONS IF THE
TWO PROPOSED ROAD CROSSINGS OVER
THE EASEMENT ARE NOT ACHIEVED?

HOW CAN PRECINCT CONNECTIVITY
BE FACILITATED IN THE EVENT OF NO
ROAD CROSSINGS? WHAT ARE OTHER
WAYS TO CONNECT THE COMMUNITY?

IF ROAD CROSSINGS NEED
TO BE REDUCED, WHAT ROAD
SHOULD BE PRIORITISED?

o 1
AT THD WY AT

B-48m
ETNTHAL DN
Oemerturdy for WIAID

e




3.3 SUMMARY OF DISCUSSIONS

Participants raised a
strong preference for an
integrated local street and
connector road network
that separates residential
and employment
generated traffic.

Service Lane access
off Thompsons Road
was a frequently
suggested outcome to
separate employment
and residential traffic
and improve truck
accessibility into and
out of the precinct.

Casey Fields Boulevard
was frequently discussed
as a key north-south
crossing across the
easement, with an

opportunity to straighten
the alignment, increase
tree planting and
provide shared paths.

There was general
preference for local streets
surrounding the schools

to be designed in a safe,
functional and convenient
manner allowing for bus
parking, safe pedestrian
crossings and limiting
traffic conflicts.

Resolution and
confirmation on the
qguantity and location
of easement crossings
was discussed in depth,
with participants
acknowledging that
resolution of this issue

was required to ensure
appropriate land use
configuration.

There was a preference
to locate areas of higher
density residential

and employment

based land uses along
connector roads rather
than local streets.

A rationalised drainage
alignment was considered
as an opportunity

to further refine the
transport network and
key road cross sections
across the precinct.

VICTORIAN PLANNING AUTHORITY



psp THEME Transport Network

The comments reel represents comments raised by participants:

4 =/ N\ [
“Need to work
through the quantity
and type of streets
around the school.”

=/ A 4
“It is essential that
Casey Fields Boulevard
be retained as a
crossing point across
the easement”

N~

“For the southern most school,
access to the residential
areas to the west, south

and east is more important
than access to the north.”

NS ’

“Connector Boulevard should be
redesigned to have shared paths
and shade ways on both sides
and wider parking lane that could
become a traffic lane in future.”

=) @) =) @) =)
. ® N ® N — @ —®——
“Need to have indented “Don’t want too much “Goulburn Street “Road network must “Suggest Hammersley
parking on the school residential development and Donahue Street support school bus Drive extension run
side of the road for directly abutting the intersection are pick up and drop off.” straight through
any connector street school site - too much poorly aligned.” rather than deviate
abutting a school site.” traffic conflict.” W )L \/_} north and south.”
=) =) =) =) =) (=)
’ &) Ve &) N &) e &) N ( &) N &)
“Want the ability “Opportunity ”Op.portunity to better “A clear legible “Need to avoid having “Worth inc.luding
. . align road networks transport network proposed school cross sections for
to have a flexible for Casey Fields . . ) ) .
if a rationalised pattern will set up sites anywhere near connector roads that
road network to Blvd to be . . ) .
. waterway solution the precinct.” roads carrying heavy show the potential
allow movement.” straightened up.” . ;
can be resolved.” freight vehicles.” for canopy trees.”

W

J

I

FIGURE 4: TRANSPORT NETWORK COMMENTS REEL

VeV .




psp THEME Transport Network

S S S % = 0 =i < 4 2 7’\\:‘(""7"‘\7’ va X/
g / ‘ 3 S bERy i > ( !,::,,s{/',,;%‘\(s}\ A
Consider realignment of [ N L] U . / "l.\ <> %_f

E-W connector to go
E~
3

around heritage house or
— to stop at heritage house.
This will act to deter

@ trucks from travelling
through residential areas.

- Consider employment
~ land use north of the EW
- connector to manage

.~ Thompsons Road
interface and EW

| connector interface and
to maximise benefit of

. this key transport

. linkage.

Potential for
service road
access along

Thompsons Road.

Given the easement is a
major barrier to
connecting the north and
the south, please ensure a
pedestrian path is
constructed every 400m
to encourage active
transport through the

Realigning the E-W
connector to the north of
the heritage house would
& allow greater open

The proposed street
. network with a
~ narrow piece of land
fronting/ backing on

SRS IRIEKIIE,
peletsselatereiati s tenetetss
)

_ Need to consider R

. ¢ SRR R j <
impacts of road 0 ‘:‘Q’:"::::::&: Lo maJ'c:r Strf =
) S S oesn't make sense. 0
 alignment here on T ":W " Interfaces to g, 44
flooding and drainage. IS Potential road access transmission line q r ’
and car parking within - § should consider CPTED

the easement for the
active open space.

v
()
=

| .‘_'ﬁ
=

principles (avoid back o
]

U
of house, blank walls/ :;&:“‘0""
' ‘:.‘3‘:.{‘13?5%&45
el
=

| o

o
f 8) RS,
ences _.IE‘ﬁI .3% ? !

0
T

For this school, access to
the residential areas to
the west, south and east
is more important than
access to the north.

Need to ensure heavy
S 4 commercial vehicles
D

W utilities easement ) won't adversely impact
]
= existing arterial road

@88 future boulevard connector street*
Q0D indicative crossings over easement

=) future connector street*

indicative crossings over easement

I'_" :: precinct boundary 7 and higher traffic
| ]} volumes. Widen
Donahue Street to
ensure it is a bus
capable connection
between Goulbourn

7K

3 S

=y : Y 1] y

lllllu'.‘, \Y|D} 42 s Street and Casey Field
{2 -~

at Goulburn/ Linsell Blvd
/| is preferred to safely
channel school and
active open space traffic
and to improve
pedestrian connectivity.

Road network in
terms of how it is
servicing the
proposed school
sites looks good.

= mmw future connector street alignment
within PSP*

=smmus indicative access street alignment*

* All road alignments shown are indicative and subject to

further refinement. All crossings shown over the VDP cable are
subject to a whole of government review process to determine
what, if any, crossings can be delivered = TR

Copyright, Victorian Planning Authority, 2022. The state of Victoria does not warrant the accuracy or of i ion in this publication and any person using or relying upon
. such information does so on the basis that the state of Victoria shall bear no responsibility or liability whatsoever for any errors, faults, defects or omission in the information.

FIGURE 5: TRANSPORT NETWORK PLAN KEY WORKSHOP COMMENTS
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4. COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE AND OPEN SPACE

41 ACTIVITY PURPOSE 4.2

To validate proposed
community infrastructure,
open space and

drainage locations and
receive feedback.

To explore alternative
locations as suggested
by attendees.

CROSKELL PRECINCT STRUCTURE PLAN CO-DESIGN WORKSHOP SUMMARY REPORT

KEY LEADING QUESTIONS

ARE COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE USES
LOCATED IN THE MOST APPROPRIATE
LOCATIONS, WHAT SHOULD BE
CHANGED, WHERE AND WHY?

HOW COULD THESE USES BETTER
LEVERAGE OFF EXISTING OR
PROPOSED FEATURES OF THE PLAN?

ARE THERE ALTERNATIVES TO
THE PROPOSED DRAINAGE AND
WETLANDS OUTCOMES FOR
THE PRECINCT? (SEE PROPOSED
DRAINAGE ALIGNMENT BELOW)

ARE THERE OTHER USES OR
INFRASTRUCTURE ITEMS THAT CAN BE
LOCATED WITHIN THE TRANSMISSION
EASEMENT, IF SO WHERE?

WHAT ARE SOME REAL INFRASTRUCTURE
PROJECTS WHICH COULD BE USED
AS REFERENCE FOR CROSKELL?

ARE THE DIRECTIONS ON THIS PLAN
APPROPRIATE, WHAT COULD BE
CHANGED? DO DIRECTIONS ON THE
PLAN RESPOND BEST TO TOPOGRAPHY
AND EXISTING VEGETATION?

DOES THE TRANSMISSION LINE
EASEMENT CONCEPT PLAN (SEE BELOW)
PROVIDE ADEQUATE COMMUNITY
INFRASTRUCTURE AND OPEN SPACE
ELEMENTS, WHERE ARE THERE FURTHER
OPPORTUNITIES OR CHANGES, AND WHY?




4.3 SUMMARY OF DISCUSSIONS

Participants raised a
strong preference for
business and employment
functions, such as
co-working spaces within
community facilities, to
integrate with adjoining
employment land uses
within the precinct.

One breakout group
considered the urban
heart that community
infrastructure could
provide in connecting
the business and
residential community.

A dedicated arts

space was frequently
discussed as a potential
re-use opportunity

for the Springmount
heritage dwelling.

Additionally, the
opportunity for this
asset to be integrated
with public open space
and potential wetlands
was raised as a key
opportunity to integrate
the site with the broader
urban structure.

There is a strong
preference to ensure

a 400 metre walkable
catchment to public open
space across the precinct
area to facilitate access
to natural amenity.

A rationalised drainage
alignment was frequently
discussed as an
opportunity for a more
efficient use of land

that enables open

space and community
infrastructure aspects to
be refined and improved.

Efficient and high amenity
pedestrian crossings over
the easement and key
road networks were raised
as an important element
to be resolved to ensure
walkability is not impacted
by infrastructure elements.

Participants raised
concerns with the
allocation of open space
across the PSP area.
Reducing the proposed
northern active open
space area was discussed
as a means of ensuring
open space provision
aligns with local needs
and Council priorities.

VICTORIAN PLANNING AUTHORITY
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The comments reel represents key comments raised by participants:

(20) (28) (20) (20)
e @/ D &) N\ @/ N &/ A
“potential for a “Large halls and flexible “Potential separate community “Dedicated art space

community hub with
option for businesses

community rooms for
intergenerational services is

hub with hall and multi-
purpose community space

could be part of future
Community Hub.”

near the secondary and
Active Open Space.”

\/ J \

(39
&) N [

“Utilise natural
features for
employment

entrance.”

\/ J \

in undersupply in this area.”
\/ y,
26\
@) N\
“Spread out pocket
parks to allow access

for workers.”

N

co-working and
incubation.”

N

“Need to check status
of native vegetation on
school site, does any
need to be retained?”

N

(39
s &) N

“Ensure 400m walkable catchment
to public open space. Parks to
be a minimum 0.6ha if adjacent
to encumbered land.”

\/ J \

- &) N (@) N @) N [ @) N

“Open space location, size

and proportions should be

configured to assist in road
network configuration.”

\ \/_}

“How can we ensure
the natural amenity
is captured with
the open space?”

W

FIGURE 6: COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE & OPEN SPACE COMMENTS REEL

Can active open space
be located within the
powerline easement? Why
would it not be possible?”

J

within easement should

“Waterbodies located

serve as a precedent
in this precinct.”

NS

N




psp THEME Community Infrastructure and Open Space

s ) ) [ ‘ S35 B X >

\? % \ > SN NS

=~ < " 1] ¢ AYNGEN
= | ' — 5

AV

. // Opportunity to use
heritage house as a cafe to
serve surrounding
employment uses, if this
land is utilised for

Public open space that

links to Hilltop park and
extends to the heritage
house to protect it into

the future.

= It would be great to add SRD

dadden i

f

1 \ Urban bush reserve passive street tree 1n
_ to separate ' irrigation along the [’ g
esidential and boulevard to reduce A

~ commercial ~ urban cooling impacts
= - precincts. - of climate change. ]
I = { Where is the stormwater [ Pocket parks in

employment areas are
not generally used,
need to be sited
adjacent to other uses
like activity centre/etc.

treatment & retardation

for the catchment east

of the proposed
waterway?

S

2N A

~ Preference from council
~ toensure western open
space component

B\ S =N

] I remains small. . S
5 - Capture significant . DET open to secondary
T precinct boundary ~ /important trees Voo ea C°‘j'|d be redeslgned school in this location
— | ~ " Remove shared path on to integrate with X . L
| subject to appropriate
An access road to

- employment interface -
_ not responsive to land
use and becomes

- within parks.
y open space.

C) community facility
- local sports reserve '"""T,.;., K

~ residential and no amenity
conflicts with
employment.

Berwick-Cranbourne
Road is essential to

f L """"", 9 - inflexible for businesses connect the active open
C) primary school "l-lT"" N\ ; ; | wanting to occupy the
“A%r easementspace.

Sa

Reduced land print y
for community
facilities aiming for
kindergartens and
»  MCH on school site.

~ [//4) secondary school

- ®eeee  future shared paths

‘ W utilities easement

.’ HO137 (recommended)

13

o
f

~ trail/corridor supported by
.~ council along the easement.
~ Ability to provide improved
- amenities (seating, signage,
landscaping, drinking
fountains, meandering
path/trail).

e CRVANT
60m buffer from
easement to
school site

. A Extensive native
. vegetation
located at this

L2, significant views

Siting, sizing and
U] orientation of community

Eg and rec assets to facilitate

strong sustainability
ey

® significant trees
subject to further arborist review

Ensure the public open
space is functional, rather
than placing it in 'left
over' spaces. 70m x 70m
dimension is the ideal.

Combine active open
spaces, co-location
opportunities with

Potential larger
sports field to offset
possible removal of
lawn bowls OS to

south-east.

Consider higher
density residential
given high amenity
and proximity to key
infrastructure.

native vegetation

outcomes, i.e.: Council
targets for 7 start green star

existing arterial road T

L future boulevard connector street* Community Facilities.

[e0000)] indicative crossings over easement o2y
=== future connector street* | existingdrainage
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