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Chapter 2: Growth, challenges, fundamental principles and key concepts 

1. The discussion paper includes the option (option 6, page 18) that the United Nations 
Sustainable Development Goals be included in Plan Melbourne 2016.   Do you agree with this 
idea? If so, how should the goals be incorporated into Plan Melbourne 2016?  Choose one 
option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 
 Strongly Agree 

 

Please explain your response: 

CASBE supports Plan Melbourne Refresh being aligned with the UNSDGs, however, for this to have a 
meaningful application to Melbourne’s continued development as a sustainable and livable city, 
specific reference should be made to those aspects and targets most relevant to a metropolis of the 
scale and maturity of Melbourne. These might include Goal 7 (Affordable and Clean Energy); Goal 11 
(Sustainable Cities and Communities); Goal 12 (Responsible Consumption and Production) Goal 13 
(Climate Action); Goal 15 (Life on Land) and Goal 17 (Partnerships).  

In addition, as a mature City within a well-established nation, Melbourne should look to exceed the 
goals where appropriate. 
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Chapter 6: A more resilient and environmentally sustainable Melbourne 

31. The discussion paper includes the option (option 46, page 69) to introduce Strategic 
Environmental Principles in Plan Melbourne 2016 to guide implementation of environment, 
climate change and water initiatives. Do you agree with the inclusion of Strategic 
Environmental Principles in Plan Melbourne 2016? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 
 Strongly Agree 

Why? 

CASBE supports the inclusion of Strategic Environmental Principles (SEPs) in Plan Melbourne as set 
out on page 70 of the Discussion Paper. These should be aligned with the United Nations 
Development Goals (UNDGs) and detail provided on how both inform the spatial pattern and urban 
form of the metropolis.  

We believe that the impacts of climate change will significantly change the way cities are used and 
inhabited. As such, the SEPs should identify and respond to prevailing climatic conditions as well as 
climate change hazards. Plan Melbourne should convey an appreciation of the variation of climatic 
conditions, in particular rainfall, across the breadth of the metropolis which should be factored into 
urban planning processes. The use of climatic information is an important step in the design of 
sustainable cities. It would be appropriate to include a rainfall distribution map of the metropolitan 
region, which identifies the climatic urban design challenges of the west compared to the east in 
regard to vegetation management. Greening strategies need to take into consideration species able 
to survive the low rainfall climate and soil conditions. Climate information will also highlight the 
importance and need for water sensitive urban design and the development of alternative water 
supply to support a greening strategy. With regard to the latter, the metropolitan strategy should 
explore the extent of the potential for the re-use of water from the Werribee Treatment Plant, which 
as a result of treating over 50% of Melbourne’s sewage, transfers a significant volume of water across 
the metropolis.  

An additional principle that should be considered within the SEP, are the principles of adaption and 
resilience such as the consideration of flexibility, resilience or planned redundancy to account for a 
range of climate futures that are likely to impact key infrastructure and land-use planning.  

The following recommendations are made to further improve the Strategic Environmental Principles: 

Recommendations for additional principles: 

 The inclusion of a principle which relates to climate change adaptation and resilience, such 
as “supporting an adaptive low carbon city that is resilient to the impacts of climate change”. 
Adaptation is addressed peripherally through the principles that seek to ‘green the city’ and 
‘respond to climate change hazards’, however adaptation and resilience is a key concept that 
needs to be emphasized and clarified in the document. 

 A principle that addresses food security and the local food system with a purpose to 
strengthen and diversify local food economies. This could include food that is grown and 
processed locally and sold primarily for local or regional markets. 

 A principle that more specifically addresses the importance of Environmentally Sustainable 
Design (ESD). Sustainable built form aligns closely with climate change mitigation and 
adaptation strategies for precinct and regional scales.   
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Recommendations to strengthen existing principles:  

 The principle to “Optimise water and energy efficiency, and waste minimisation and recovery 
through the planning system to help achieve and more sustainable city” presents a narrow 
view of water sustainability. Integrated Water Cycle Management (IWCM) represents current 
best practice and is a more holistic and strategic approach to water sustainability than 
treating each element of the water cycle separately. Compared to water sensitive urban 
design (WSUD) which is reflected in the Victoria Planning Provisions but only focusses on 
stormwater, IWCM seeks to address many of the impacts of climate change through bringing 
water back into urban landscapes, managing stormwater conveyance/flooding, and reducing 
potable water use. It is recommended that IWCM be incorporated into the description of this 
principle, or alternatively be an individual principle promoting a water sensitive approach to 
planning. It is also recommended that the principle to optimise water and energy efficiency 
and minimise waste should be expanded to refer to all fit-for-purpose uses. 

 The principle to “support vulnerable or disadvantaged communities, environmental justice 
principles of equity and inclusion should guide land planning decision makers” could be 
expanded to reference the issue of ‘food deserts’ or at least access to fresh fruits and 
vegetables. Areas with limited access to fresh fruit and vegetables, known as ‘food deserts’, 
are a major issue in lower socio-economic and growth areas. To align with the UN Sustainable 
Development Goal 2 (relating to food security, nutrition, and sustainable agriculture), more 
emphasis on this issue is warranted. This could also be included under a new principle around 
food security and food systems recommended above. 

 The principle to “better protect state significant biodiversity” focuses on protecting 
biodiversity of state significance.  CASBE recommends that biodiversity of regional and local 
significance should also be protected and greater emphasis placed on restoring natural 
habitats in urban and non-urban areas (as per Direction 5.3) 

32. The discussion paper includes the option (option 47, page 72) to review policy and hazard 
management planning tools (such as overlays) to ensure the planning system responds to 
climate change challenges. Do you agree with this idea? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 
 Strongly Agree 

Why? 

CASBE supports the inclusion of updated policy and legislation to address climate change risks and 
impacts through planning tools and mapping. This should be continually revised and updated to 
ensure the most recent data and risks are being addressed.  

Hazard mapping (Option 48) is a priority action and would need to precede any review of existing 
policy and hazard management planning tools. The integration of hazard mapping into legislative and 
policy frameworks will provide strong indicators of what conditions and requirements should be 
included in planning tools such as overlays. To be effective hazard mapping should also include 
regularly updated forecast data, as outlined in the response to Question 33. 

Policy review must include early consultation with local government.  

Extreme climate events such as fires, heatwaves, storms and associated flash flooding’s, have had a 
serious impact on Victoria. While these must be addressed in Plan Melbourne 2016, further 
measures that sit outside the planning scheme will also be required to address these risks. 
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33. The discussion paper includes options (options 48 and 49, page72) to update hazard mapping 
to promote resilience and avoid unacceptable risk, and update periodically the planning 
system and supporting legislative and policy frameworks to reflect best available climate 
change science and data. Do you have any comments on these options? 

CASBE supports the periodical updating of the planning system and supporting legislative and policy 
frameworks to reflect best available climate change data.  

Hazard mapping for climate change events is paramount to planning for sustainable and resilient 
communities. Hazard mapping must incorporate forecasting for climate events for it to truly build 
resilience into the planning system. 

Given the evolving science of forecasting as well as potential disruptive technologies and shifts in 
global governance, a more adaptive way of updating and including new climate data without 
needing comprehensive reviews is strongly supported.  

In line with the projections, the conditions underpinning climate change events are likely to become 
more frequent. According to the most recent projections, Melbourne is expected to experience: 

 Increases in average temperatures across all seasons; 

 More hot days and warm spells and fewer frosts; 

 Less rainfall in the cool season; 

 Increased intensity of extreme rainfall events; and 

 Harsher fire weather climate. 

Of particular concern are: 

 Heatwaves, especially in the established areas susceptible to the urban heat island effect and 
home to vulnerable people. 

 Bush and grass fires due to large land areas with fire fuel load. 

 Drought exacerbates already stressed waterways and has a significant effect on river 
ecosystems locally. 

 Major storm events with the potential risk of flash flooding and infrastructure and property 
damage.  

These are significant risks that apply across the Melbourne region, demonstrating the need for a 
stronger collaboration between different levels of governance. 

The current commitment through the Climate Change Act (2010) to provide biennial reports on the 
science and data relevant to climate change in Victoria is useful. However, this needs to build upon 
and be integrated with planning mechanisms. In particular, the Planning and Environment Act 1987 is 
key legislation that must be informed by climate change. Flowing from this change, climate change 
must also be incorporated into State Government design guidelines and planning policy, to ensure 
the communities we build today, will be appropriate for tomorrow.  
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34. The discussion paper includes the option (option 50, page 73) to incorporate natural hazard 
management criteria into Victorian planning schemes to improve planning in areas exposed to 
climate change and environmental risks. Do you agree with this idea? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 
 Strongly Agree 

Why? 

The draft hazard management criteria is a powerful tool for identifying potential issues, however the 
current criteria does not seem to appropriately consider the way that risks change over time. When 
applying the criteria in the context of climate change it is important to strengthen the consideration 
of future predictions of increased risks upfront. 

In order to strengthen the profile of increased risk, it is recommended that point 6 of the draft hazard 
management criteria (Table 4, pg 74) be incorporated into dot point 1 as a key component of the 
identification of all relevant hazards rather than including it as an additional criteria to hazard 
identification. Management options should not be onerous or unreasonably burden councils.  

Clear state direction on climate change, including which climate projections to use would enable local 
governments to better align their action with action by the State Government, helping to build 
consistency within the climate change response. It also provides a consistent message that can be 
communicated to communities.  

In this regard climate change hazards need to be identified by the State against an appropriate 
standard and resolution for land use planning decision-making. A state wide approach to mitigating 
risk that informs fit for purpose is essential.  

For example high level “bath tub” modeling of future coastal inundation and hazards is not adequate 
for land use planning. Local coastal hazard risk assessments are required that account for local 
infrastructure, storm surge and erosion. The coastal hazard risk assessments must be applied using a 
consistent method across the State in order for planning and decision making to also be undertaken 
in a consistent manner.  

35. The discussion paper includes the option (option 51, page 75) to investigate consideration of 
climate change risks in infrastructure planning in the land use planning system, including 
consideration of an ‘infrastructure resilience test’. Do you agree that a more structured approach 
to consideration of climate change risks in infrastructure planning has merit? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 
 Strongly Agree 

Why? 

CASBE supports a more structured investigation into how climate related risks to infrastructure can 
be addressed. The proposal for an “infrastructure resilience test” appears to be a sound approach 
but requires more explanation in PM 2016. 

Climate change risks should not be limited to ‘shocks’ but consideration should also be given to 
prolonged exposure (such as higher than average temperatures). There could also be a reference to 
material selection and research required for development of more resistant options and support for 
business cases assessing whole of life costs of designs as opposed to a limited focused approach. 
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36. The discussion paper includes the option (option 52, page 76) to strengthen high-priority 
habitat corridors throughout Melbourne and its peri-urban areas to improve long-term 
health of key flora and fauna habitat.  Do you agree with this idea? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 
 Strongly Agree 

Why? 

CASBE supports the option to strengthen high priority habitat corridors throughout Melbourne, 
however notes that: 

 In many places in the Melbourne region the loss of significant vegetation and habitat 
corridors has had a detrimental effect on the resilience of local ecosystems. Fragmented 
landscapes are less able to recover from extreme events such as drought or fire that are 
predicted to be more common through the impacts of climate change. CASBE advocates for 
the identification and re-establishment of lost habitat corridors (or alternatives where re-
establishment isn’t possible). There is a need to also recognize and protect important habitat 
networks across sub-regions. 

 Existing biodiversity refuge areas in a changed climate may fall outside currently identified 
‘high priority areas’.  

 Key habitat corridors should be included in any planning for natural habitats that is 
undertaken by the State Government to ensure their importance can be protected. 

 Strategies are required that enhance and strengthen natural areas in both established and 
new urban areas.  

 Funding is required to Parks Victoria if the ‘planning’ under Option 52 is to become an 
actuality. 

It is unfortunate that the growth of the metropolis was permitted to drift away from the “starfish” 
footprint advanced by Rupert Hamer in the 1960s along radial transport corridors, as this was the 
urban shape and form that was most aligned with UNSDG Goal 15, in that the former green wedges 
allowed the metropolis to evolve within the framework of its inherited natural environment. Instead 
nature has been pushed out to the periphery.  

Although it is not possible to restore green wedges within the expanded UGB, tendrils of habitat 
corridors along waterways, road reserves, and existing conservation open spaces can still play a vital 
role in preserving some of Melbourne’s remaining biodiversity. It is critical to strengthen the 
protection of remaining high-priority habitat corridors throughout Melbourne and its peri-urban 
areas to improve long-term health of key flora and fauna habitat.  

Leadership is required from the State Government to pursue a holistic approach to habitat and avoid 
conservation of ad hoc, disconnected sites. 
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37. The discussion paper includes options (options 53 and 54, pages 78 and 79) to introduce 
strategies to cool our city including: increasing tree canopy, vegetated ground cover and 
permeable surfaces; use of Water Sensitive Urban Design and irrigation; and encouraging the 
uptake of green roofs, facades and walls, as appropriate materials used for pavements and 
buildings with low heat-absorption properties. What other strategies could be beneficial for 
cooling our built environment?  

CASBE strongly supports the inclusion of strategies to address urban heat and water sensitive urban 
design and consider it of critical importance in maintaining an urban environment that is habitable 
for pedestrians. The urban heat island effect is not just limited to ‘dense’ urban form but is also 
experienced in suburban areas.  

The inclusion of both vegetation and water in this strategy is vital. Using water to cool the city is 
strongly supported and is generally an underutilized approach across metropolitan Melbourne. It is 
recommended that the reference to Water Sensitive Urban Design (WSUD) be replaced by Integrated 
Water Cycle Management (IWCM). While WSUD is one technique that is included under the 
umbrella of IWCM, IWCM represents an overarching holistic approach to using water for climate 
resilience (as in the downpipe diverter project outlined above). Not defining IWCM as a driving 
concept for water in PM 2016 is an oversight and not in the best interest of the public. IWCM 
presents an evidence based and logical way to reduce potable water use, manage stormwater, and 
introduce water back into urban landscapes which studies have shown can have significant and 
measurable cooling impacts.  

The Growing Green Guide project, produced by a number of inner metro councils, explored policy 
options and produced technical guidance for green roofs, walls and facades. We support this 
initiative being included in the Plan Melbourne Refresh and welcome stronger guidance in the 
planning system to increase their uptake. More clarity in the planning scheme about when permits 
are required for these kinds of works would also be supported.  

CASBE supports appropriate planning scheme directions to assist Councils to encourage urban 
cooling in both the public and private realm. 

It is becoming more evident that the provision of any canopy trees is limited to the public realm, 
specifically street tree planting and open spaces. As such, the inclusion of requirements to create 
tree-lined streets and increased tree canopy coverage is supported. Plan Melbourne should ensure 
that the proposed network of boulevards previously proposed in Plan Melbourne is extensive enough 
to enable a difference to be achieved in our suburbs. 

However, councils are currently experiencing difficulties in accommodating trees in road reserves, as 
competing interests of developers maximizing residential land and servicing authorities requiring 
space in the road reserve leave little room for street trees. In existing areas, the redevelopment of 
properties with two or more dwellings is increasing the number of crossovers required, also limiting 
areas for street trees. It is a growing concern that we are planning out the provision of good canopy 
trees.  

In addition, there is further emphasis required on the ability to provide for canopy tree coverage, and 
other green infrastructure within the private realm as opportunities are being lost. Within the 
development of Melbourne’s growth areas, average lot sizes have fallen, while the average size of a 
house has not decreased. (Source: Oliver Hume Research)  

Due attention is required on how canopy trees might be better encouraged within the private realm 
of the front yard and back yard and in the public realm of the road network  
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In addition to water and vegetation strategies, CASBE supports a planning approach that encourages 
built form strategies that increase shade in public areas (eg building canopies extending over title 
boundaries) in areas where vegetarian is not possible / appropriate. 

Thermal imagery flyovers revealed that certain features of the urban landscape result in lower sub-
surface temperatures than the remainder of the landscape. These features include light coloured 
roofs, water, natural systems and canopy vegetation. As such, minimizing the heat island effect is not 
limited to the planting of canopy trees, but is also achieved through building design and the use of 
water in our neighbourhoods.  

CASBE recommends that the following issues are considered: 

 Provide stronger state government controls to protect existing remnant vegetation, trees 
and green space in new development. This can be facilitated through PSPs, development 
plans, and subdivisions. This is of utmost importance to the health of new communities, 
especially children, as houses get bigger and yards smaller, as well as to the creation of 
habitat links. 

 Provide stronger state government controls to require investment in landscaping to ensure 
quality open space is available in large precincts and subdivisions. 

 The importance of increasing green space in established areas with priority on spaces with 
high thermal mass properties. Encourage and enable community, business and government 
to utilise built up spaces to introduce innovative projects e.g. green walls, community 
gardens and temporary pop-up parks. 

 Engage with communities, especially the vulnerable, to develop on ground heat reduction 
strategies that create a sense of place and ownership. Locate cooling strategies within 
walking distances or in social and community housing, nursing homes, early years centres 
and community facilities to support those most affected by extreme heat events. 

 Provide structural support for innovative water re-use projects eg; using downpipe diverters 
from residential homes to re-direct rainwater that would otherwise be lost to storm drains to 
provide a consistent supply of rainwater to existing street trees. 

 Stronger precinct and activity centre planning that promotes urban ecology and urban 
agriculture. 

 Stronger controls requiring development, particularly high density development (located in 
areas contributing to the heat island effect) to incorporate space for additional landscaping 
and supporting integrated water cycle management strategies.  

 Energy efficient transport and buildings in order to curb urban heat increase that is 
generated through energy consumption.   
 

38. The discussion paper includes the option (option 56A, page 80) to investigate opportunities in 
the land use planning system, such as strong supporting planning policy, to facilitate the 
increased uptake of renewable and low-emission energy in Melbourne and its peri-urban 
areas. Do you agree that stronger land use planning policies are needed to facilitate the uptake 
of renewable and low-emission energy? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 
 Strongly Agree 

Why? 

CASBE supports the use of stronger land use policies to promote the uptake of renewable and low 
emission technology, including through precinct and structure planning processes. 
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Strong supporting policy is required to assist in the take-up of renewable energy at both the precinct 
and local scale, and further guidance should be included to make the planning permit process easier 
to navigate. Guidance around solar rights to existing photovoltaic panels should also be included to 
provide clearer direction to both existing properties and developers.  

Currently, renewable energy is restricted to Clause 19 of the SPPF and referenced in other sections of 
the SPPF. As such, there is little scope to encourage new development, activity centre or subdivision 
design to design for or integrate alternative energy generation.  

39. The discussion paper includes options (options 56B and 56C, page 80) to strengthen the 
structure planning process to facilitate future renewable and low-emission energy generation 
technologies in greenfield and urban renewal precincts and require consideration of the costs 
and benefits of renewable or low-emission energy options across a precinct. Do you agree that 
the structure planning process should facilitate the uptake of renewable and low-emission 
technologies in greenfield and urban renewal precincts? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 
 Strongly Agree 

Why? 

CASBE supports the facilitation of renewable and low emissions technologies for urban renewal and 
greenfield projects through a state policy and approach. A state approach needs to outline 
expectations, objectives, and responsibilities around the planning and implementation for precinct 
scale technologies. A state approach would bring consistency in planning and delivery and, over time, 
define the role that developers and service providers are expected to play in the uptake of these 
technologies. It is important that the elements that make up our urban and peri-urban areas are built 
to meet the needs of the wider community as well as just those involved in developing and building 
the individual asset. 

CASBE recommend that Option 56B be amended to read: ‘strengthen the structure planning process 
to require future renewable and low emission energy generation technologies in Greenfield and 
urban renewal precincts.’ 

There are importance benefits to the consideration of renewable energy in the structure planning 
process. These include space for low-emission/renewable systems, access to natural resources, 
connectivity of networks and synergies in energy uses.  We also recommend energy mapping to 
provide an opportunities analysis at the structure planning stage. We acknowledge the current 
regulatory barriers that hinder inter-site energy sharing/integrated systems across title boundaries 
and recommend this issue is investigated by state government.   

In addition to policy instruments, planning tools and best practice research should also be 
investigated to support LGAs in negotiating with stakeholders and driving these types of projects. 

There are clear opportunities that arise early in the planning and design of greenfield areas that must 
be better understood and supported. For example, a precinct-level planning instrument could be 
used to promote design elements that allow these options to be retrofitted as they become more 
affordable, effectively future-proofing these areas now for expected changes in the energy market. 
New commercial and industrial developments could benefit from planning controls and support for 
access to local renewable energy and other measures such as district heating and cooling to utilize 
waste heat in complimentary businesses. 
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CASBE supports the 20 minute neighbor concept as a tool for limiting carbon emissions that result 
from suburb design.  

Matters for further consideration: 

 Planning for precinct scale renewables needs to acknowledge the variation in options that 
exist across different development types and land uses. It is not a one size fits all blueprint 
that can be applied indiscriminately across different contexts. In a residential context, the 
best option changes as densities increase and testing of options in various scenarios is 
required. 

 Industrial, employment uses and activity centres also offer prime opportunities for 
consideration of renewable and low-emission energy generation and should be examined 
more closely in a precinct approach. 

 Growth areas undertaking PSPs are dealing with significant competing interests. This 
includes electricity and natural gas providers that are making services provision mandatory in 
greenfield areas. This could potentially preclude the desire and necessity for a precinct scale 
approach for green energy technologies. 

 Similarly, if planning and implementation for these technologies is occurring on a PSP by PSP 
basis, the same disagreements between local government and developers is occurring 
every time. While renewable technologies offer an environmentally responsible and cost-
effective energy supply for households, these benefits do not directly add to the profitability 
of development. Consequently, most developers do not include them in their plans and it 
becomes a difficult task for local government to negotiate on a case-by-case basis.  

 The costs of implementation need to be considered more closely, particularly around who 
must bear the up-front cost and who gets the benefit of the energy.  

40. The discussion paper includes the option (option 57, page 81) to take an integrated approach 
to planning and building to strengthen Environmentally Sustainable Design, including 
consideration of costs and benefits. Do you agree that an integrated planning and building 
approach would strengthen Environmentally Sustainable Design? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 
 Strongly Agree 

Why? 

CASBE welcomes the inclusion of a holistic chapter on climate change and the environment, in 
particular, the inclusion of an integrated approach between the planning and building systems.  

CASBE has long advocated for clear environmental State based planning provisions that can be used 
by planning authorities to guide decision-making. 

The planning system can encourage more energy-efficient buildings by orientating the building 
and internal layout in a way that maximises shade in summer and solar access in winter. The 
building system sets minimum standards for elements of a building to reduce energy 
consumption.  

CASBE has developed a sustainability assessment tool called the Built Environment Sustainability 
Scorecard (BESS), which is purpose built for the planning process. If the State Government wishes to 
introduce Statewide ESD controls we would welcome a discussion around the ongoing use of BESS.  
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Some building design elements that significantly impact ESD performance are locked in at the 
Planning stage, while others are not determined until the design details needed for a Building permit 
are finalized. The elements listed below cannot be altered at building stage without an amendment 
to a planning permit. This reinforces the need for a more integrated approach to addressing ESD. 

 Building and dwellings orientation, 

 Façade design,  

 Built form, massing and height,  

 Exterior shading and privacy screening,  

 Glazing size and type,  

 Main construction materials (concrete, timber, etc.),  

 Indicative apartment layout and room-function,  

 Corridor and lift lobby size, location and layout,  

 Stormwater management systems and space allocation,  

 Space allocation for waste management and car-parking,  

 Space allocation for major services & type of major services selected. 

These elements will directly influence, amongst other components: the size and basic layout of 
apartments, access to daylight and natural ventilation, the thermal energy efficiency of building 
envelope, demand and sizing of heating and cooling systems, internal amenity and stormwater 
management. 

Many of these elements above are also considered at building stage but at a much more detailed 
level of material and equipment specification. This illustrates that a better coordinated planning and 
building permit process is required to ensure that the objectives of the Planning Scheme are met, and 
that all aspects of the NCC are compliant. There is a clear opportunity to better coordinate planning 
and building on matters that overlap between the two sectors and regulation systems to reduce the 
administrative cost and burden on regulators, reduce the application time and resources for 
applicants, and clarify the expectations of industry, regulators and community stakeholders.  This 
approach should include energy and water security.  

 

41. Any other comments about chapter 6 (a more resilient and environmentally sustainable 
Melbourne)? 

CASBE supports the inclusion of an environmentally sustainable Melbourne chapter in the discussion 
paper.  We note that sustainability is not limited to climate change and encourage a broad and 
comprehensive approach to all environmental issues.   

31 Melbourne metropolitan municipalities are part of the ‘100 Resilient Cities’ project. The objectives 
and direction of this project must be reflected in Plan Melbourne 2016, to ensure that the Resilience 
Strategy for Melbourne aligns with Melbourne’s metropolitan strategy.  We recommend that the 
concept of Resilience be applied more broadly to underpin the entire Metropolitan Strategy.   

Local Government’s role in planning and implementation is critical to the success of Plan Melbourne. 
It is more significant than that suggested in the Discussion Paper, which refers to local government’s 
role in housing, creating 20 minute neighbourhoods and coordinating people’s involvement in 
planning. Local government is the key driver for the planning of large and neighbourhood activity 
centres, facilitating major development, providing transport infrastructure, providing linear open 
space links and enhancing and maintain vital green spaces.  
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The following additional matters are raised in relation to Chapter 6: 

 The potential for urban agriculture. One area that is not adequately addressed in either Plan 
Melbourne 2014 or this discussion paper is the potential role for urban areas for food 
production. The current planning system does not adequately support urban agriculture 
activities. For example, there is currently no ability to waive or vary permit requirements for 
temporary urban agricultural uses on vacant development sites. 

 Implementation of the Biodiversity Conservation Strategy (BCS). Currently, the 
implementation for the BCS lacks consistency and clear jurisdiction around referrals. Projects 
are being dealt with on a case-by-case basis, which causes complications amongst 
stakeholders and can result in sub-optimal biodiversity outcomes on the ground. A credible 
implementation pathway with a clear and consistent process is required to ensure 
biodiversity objectives can be met across a range of different development and stakeholder 
scenarios. 

 A broader approach to resilience should be defined and supported in PM 2016. For example,   
the City of Melbourne has recently joined the global 100 Resilient Cities project that seeks to 
embed a holistic approach to resilience in the face of the physical, social and economic 
challenges that are a growing part of the 21st century.  CASBE supports developing a holistic 
resilience framework for greater Melbourne that encourages broader stakeholder 
engagement, requiring a ‘resilience lens’ be applied to all projects and resources. 

 




