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Q1. I am entitled to deal with the intellectual

property rights (including copyright) of all

material (and third party's) in my submission

and have obtained the necessary consent(s)

from any and all third parties.

I agree

Q2. Where personal information about other people

(including photos) is included in my

submission, I have notified them of the

contents of the Privacy Collection Notice and

obtained their consent to their personal

information being disclosed to the Plan

Melbourne refresh and published.

I agree

Q3. Name of organisation

Q4. Please select from one of the options below I am making this submission as an individual. I agree to my

submission being published with my full name and postcode but

with no other details.

Q5. Contact email

Q6. Name of person making submission on behalf

of organisation

Q7. Contact phone number

Q8. I have read the relevant terms of use and

consent to the conditions outlined within

these.

Yes

Q9. Please note that submissions where the relevant terms of use have not been agreed to may not be considered as

part of the Plan Melbourne Refresh. Please describe below your reasons for submitting despite together with any

specific reasons for not agreeing to the terms outlined above.

Q10.The discussion paper includes the option (option 5, page16) that Plan Melbourne better define the key

opportunities and challenges for developing Melbourne and outlines some key points for considerations in Box

1. Are there any other opportunities or challenges that we should be aware of?

not answered

Separation of planning for Melbourne and Geelong is no longer appropriate. Refer: http://www.slideshare.net/ynotds/geelong

Strongly recommend an overlay for possible rail corridors, initially applied to all closed alignments but expected to be

revised with local input, and with guarantees of at least maintaining related trail network.



Q11.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?

Agree

Q12.Please explain your response

Q13.The discussion paper includes the option

(option 7, page 18) to lock down the existing

urban growth boundary and modify the action

(i.e. the action under Initiative 6.1.1.1 in Plan

Melbourne 2014) to reflect this. Do you agree

that there should be a permanent urban growth

boundary based on the existing boundary?

Agree

Q14.Please explain your response

Q15.The discussion paper includes the option (option 8, page 18) that Plan Melbourne 2016 should more clearly

articulate the values of green wedge and peri-urban areas to be protected and safeguarded. How can Plan

Melbourne 2016 better articulate the values of green wedges and peri-urban areas?

Q16.The discussion paper includes the option (option 9, page 18) to remove the concept of an Integrated Economic

Triangle and replace it with a high-level 2050 concept map for Melbourne (i.e. a map that shows the Expanded

Central City, National Employment Clusters, Metropolitan Activity Centres, State-Significant Industrial Precincts,

Transport Gateways, Health and Education Precincts and Urban Renewal Precincts). What other elements should

be included in a 2050 concept map for Melbourne?

Better than nothing, but they still represent a gross over simplification of the challenges we face and an implicit assumption

that the status quo won't be seriously contested.

Agree as far as ensuring there is a limit and hoping that the approach to it can be managed so as to never quite hit it. Local

adjustments should be encouraged. Also see peri-urban continuing to be a preferred zone for absorbing a higher portion of

Victoria's growth.

Plan Melbourne doesn't appear to have much grasp on peri-urban. Some of those shown on its page 140 make no sense.

I'm most familiar with what is locally recognised as the Calder/Bendigo line corridor, in which the zone is seen to extend

radially from Riddells Creek to Castlemaine and circumferentially from Daylesford to Lancefield. Most of this is well serviced

to absorb significant growth without compromising the local environment.

With heavy rail needing to handle more than 100% of the growth in personal trips into the inner suburbs and central city, to

free up finite road capacity for more valuable uses, an indication of new alignments such as Newport-Southbank is needed,

even if some may still be in planning in 2050.



Q17.The discussion paper includes the option

(option 10, pages 18) that the concept of

Melbourne as a polycentric city (i.e. a city with

many centres) with 20-minute neighbourhoods

(i.e. the ability to meet your everyday (non-

work) needs locally, primarily within a 20-

minute walk) be better defined. Do the

proposed definitions adequately clarify the

concepts?

Agree

Q18.Please explain your response

Q19.The discussion paper includes options

(options 11-17, pages 23 to 27) that identify

housing, climate change, people place and

identity and partnerships with local

government as key concepts that need to be

incorporated into Plan Melbourne 2016. Do you

support the inclusion of these as key concepts

in Plan Melbourne 2016?

Strongly Agree

Q20.Please explain your response

Q21.Any other comments about chapter 2 (growth, challenges, fundamental principles and key concepts)?

Q22.Climate change comments

Unfortunately polycentric and 20-minute neighbourhoods are worlds apart. Central Melbourne has long been way too strong

to be trapped in the disaster that was Los Angeles in the 1980s with impoverished centre, lots of outliers and nowhere you

could walk to from anywhere else. We should ensure that major suburban centres can be weaned off car dependence, and

keep neighbourhood services as a separate consideration.

These are collectively and separately the most important reinclusions, regardless of whether 15A or 15B is chosen. Given

broad involvement in local history and environment activities, I'd be happy to see Place and Identity promoted to chapter

level.

Too many business as usual assumptions when we really need breakthroughs in the range of accommodation options, not

just the limited set the real estate industry is comfortable trading. While quality is important in various circumstances, greater

informality should be facilitated for those with transitional needs, be they young, getting old, or disrupted. Repurposing

industrial shells for a useful length of time ahead of full redevelopment can have a role. Other steps may be needed to allow

downsizing and independent level within familiar local areas.

While planning should not embed anything that deters efforts to reduce climate change, it should be primarily concerned with

responding, especially to sea level rise which is already partially locked in with at least short term rates trending to the high

end of predicted ranges and geological evidence that significant fast change has often occurred. Melbourne is unusually

positioned amongst coastal cities in having the potential to do a Zuider Zee scale project, reinstating the Nepean Bay Bar

and letting Port Phillip dry out as it had 1,000 years ago, even diverting the Barwon into the residual lake as the combined

inflow is well below evaporation rates. See references in the last pages of http://www.slideshare.net/ynotds/geelong



Q23.The discussion paper includes the option (option 20, page 30) to revise the Delivering Jobs and Investment

chapter in Plan Melbourne 2014 to ensure the significance and roles of the National Employment Clusters as

places of innovation and knowledge-based employment are clear. How can Plan Melbourne 2016 better articulate

the significance and roles of the National Employment Clusters as places of innovation and knowledge-based

employment?

Q24.The discussion paper includes two options

(page 30) relating to National Employment

Clusters, being:Option 21A: Focus planning for

National Employment Clusters on core

institutions and businesses.Option 21B: Take a

broader approach to planning for National

Employment Clusters that looks beyond the

core institutions and businesses.Which option

do you prefer?

Option 21B

Q25.Please explain why you have chosen your preferred option

Q26.The discussion paper includes the option

(option 22, pages 30) to broaden the East

Werribee National Employment Cluster to call it

the Werribee National Employment Cluster in

order to encompass the full range of activities

and employment activities that make up

Werribee. This could include the Werribee

Activity Centre and the Werribee Park Tourism

Precinct. Do you agree with broadening the

East Werribee Cluster?

Agree

Q27.Why?

Having been involved in and a commentator on attempts at commercialising local innovation since 1980, things have gone

backwards so far that a lot really has to change. But also as a (mostly retired) white collar worker, I can now face up to the

systemic biases which privilege knowledge-based employment beyond its intrinsic value, more so in some fields than

others. Maybe the most important thing will be to have maker spaces close at hand to co-working facilities. Arts and media

cross that boundary, and there is a bigger need for eating and entertainment places which encourage contacts across

sectors and disciplines, because that is where most of the unrealised opportunities lie.

Employment growth is mostly driven by innovative small businesses, nowadays including social enterprises.

Werribee downtown is strong.



Q28.The discussion paper includes the option

(option 23, pages 30) to broaden the

Dandenong South National Employment

Cluster to call it the Dandenong National

Employment Cluster in order to encompass the

full range of activities and employment

activities that make up Dandenong. This could

include the Dandenong Metropolitan Activity

Centre and Chisholm Institute of TAFE. Do you

agree with broadening the Dandenong South

National Employment Cluster?

Agree

Q29.Why?

Q30.The discussion paper includes options (options 24 to 30, pages 34-35) that consider the designation of Activity

Centres and criteria for new Activity Centres. Do you have any comments on the designation of Activity Centres

or the criteria for new Activity Centres as outlined in the discussion paper?

Q31.The discussion paper includes the option (option 31, page 35) to evaluate the range of planning mechanisms

available to protect strategic agricultural land. What types of agricultural land and agricultural activities need to

be protected and how could the planning system better protect them?

Q32.The discussion paper includes the option (option 32, page 36) to implement the outcomes of the Extractive

Industries Taskforce through the planning scheme, including Regional Growth Plans, to affirm that extractive

industries resources are protected to provide an economic supply of materials for construction and road

industries. Do you have any comments in relation to extractive industries? Reference page 36.

Q33.Any other comments about chapter 3 (delivering jobs and investment)?

Dandenong was long Melbourne's other centre, not so strong now but still significant.

Should prioritise activity centres containing train stations so they have a double attractor for bus and active transport and

deemphasise broad acre car parking at those stations in particular.

Flood plains need greater respect than they have been given. Farm dams mostly sitting nearer empty than full quickly

suppress run off from even major rain events in upper catchments, creating an illusion which may be encouraging some

landowners to sit on properties in hope of eventual rezoning out of farming. Maybe a "farm or green wedge" zone which

makes it clear that there is only one alternative to farming.

The problem is what happens when extraction is finished. Some will become rubbish tips, others housing estates or even

major shopping centres. Some will be rehabilitated with naturalised environment around a lake. Others are being left to

become targets for illegal dumping, especially of contaminated waste. Could rezoning lock in an appropriate destiny as part

of allowing extraction?

The idea of a job for life has long gone for most of us. There are serious questions being asked about how much work is

primarily to service consumer churn and/or give individuals a sense of identity without any wider social benefit. Can't do

much today, but ideally a city like Melbourne needs to be prepared for fundamental change to the momentarily dominant

economic paradigm.



Q34.The discussion paper includes the option

(option 34, page 42) to include the Principal

Public Transport Network in Plan Melbourne

2016. Do you agree that the Principal Public

Transport Network should inform land use

choices and decisions?

Strongly Agree

Q35.Why?

Q36.The discussion paper includes the option (option 35, page 43) to incorporate references to Active Transport

Victoria (which aims to increase participation and safety among cyclists and pedestrians) in Plan Melbourne

2016. How should walking and cycling networks influence and integrate with land use?

Q37.Any other comments about chapter 4 (a more connected Melbourne)?

Q38.The discussion paper includes the option

(option 36A, pages 46) to establish a 70/30

target where established areas provide 70 per

cent of Melbourne’s new housing supply and

greenfield growth areas provide 30 per cent. Do

you agree with establishing a 70/30 target for

housing supply?

Agree

Q39.Why?

Q40.What, if any, planning reforms are necessary to achieve a 70/30 target?

As a necessary first step towards a subsequent Transit corridors approach which itself will need to be enhanced by non-

radial rail links as the only space efficient way of moving people and freight through the inner two-thirds of a city heading

beyond eight million.

In new green/grey/brown-field developments they underpin car-free access to local services and recreation spaces. Wider

trail networks can focus on town centres and train stations. Increasing need for separation of commuter and recreational

cyclists on inner routes, including more efficient commuter routes.

A lot more needs to be said about trams, especially the admixture of light rail and street car functionality, the many

opportunities to make short extensions to major destinations and the need for the service core of the burgeoning west to

gain the same quality of tram services as corresponding areas of the east and north have long enjoyed.

It is a start in the right direction, but it will need to be progressively tightened to avoid a collision between population growth

and the urban growth boundary.

Increase flexibility for redevelopment in well serviced but otherwise nondescript areas. Why should subdividing into three

units be so much more onerous than dual occupancy? The current regime has a bias towards bigger is better, whereas in

most areas a sweet spot of medium rise would be very welcome. Modest lot consolidation for redevelopment should be

facilitated, maybe via a private acquisition overlay giving first and last offer rights to acquire a nominated property.



Q41.The discussion paper includes the option

(option 36B, page 46) to investigate a

mechanism to manage the sequence and

density of the remaining Precinct Structure

Plans based on land supply needs. Do you

agree with this idea?

Agree

Q42.Why?

Q43.The discussion paper includes the option

(option 36C, page 46) to focus metropolitan

planning on unlocking housing supply in

established areas, particularly within areas

specifically targeted for growth and

intensification. Do you agree with this idea?

Strongly Agree

Q44.Why?

Q45.The discussion paper includes options (option

37, page 50) to better define and communicate

Melbourne’s housing needs by either:Option

37A: Setting housing targets for metropolitan

Melbourne and each sub-region relating to

housing diversity, supply and

affordabilityOption 37B: Developing a

metropolitan Housing Strategy that includes a

Housing Plan Which option do you prefer?

Option 37A

Q46.The discussion paper includes the option (option 38, page 52) to introduce a policy statement in Plan Melbourne

2016 to support population and housing growth in defined locations and acknowledge that some areas within

defined locations will require planning protection based on their valued character. How could Plan Melbourne

2016 clarify those locations in which higher scales of change are supported?

Q47.The discussion paper includes the option (option 39, page 52) to clarify the direction to ‘protect the suburbs’.

How could Plan Melbourne 2016 clarify the direction to protect Melbourne and its suburbs from inappropriate

development?

Would be even better if it also referenced infrastructure roll out schedules.

Even more so if it can be done in conjunction with radical diversification of housing types.

This is already done at a basic level by the distinction between the three residential zones. The dividing line between

Residential Growth and General Residential seems to have been mostly drawn with availability of services in mind, yet that

could become a chicken and egg problem with GRZ areas equally ripe for improvement save the need for service levels

that would make them more attractive.

Heritage precincts can only go so far and would be inappropriate in many places which would ideally be respectful of design

sensibilities. It seems that everybody but a few big developers retain a preference for distinguishing features rather than

town son little boxes, but it is difficult to promote that without leaving the door open for idiosyncratic monstrosities.



Q48.The discussion paper includes the option

(option 40, page 56) to clarify the action to

apply the Neighbourhood Residential Zone to

at least 50 per cent of residential land

by:Option 40A: Deleting the action and

replacing it with a direction that clarifies how

the residential zones should be applied to

respect valued character and deliver housing

diversityOption 40B: Retain at least 50 per cent

as a guide but expand the criteria to enable

variations between municipalitiesWhich option

do you prefer?

Option 40A

Q49.The discussion paper includes the option (option 42, page 58) to include an action in Plan Melbourne 2016 to

investigate how the building and planning system can facilitate housing that readily adapts to the changing

needs of households over the life of a dwelling. In what other ways can Plan Melbourne 2016 support greater

housing diversity?

Q50.A number of options are outlined in the discussion paper (page 58) to improve housing affordability,

including:Option 45A: Consider introducing planning tools that mandate or facilitate or provide incentives to

increase social and affordable housing supply.Option 45B: Evaluate the affordable housing initiative pilot for

land sold by government to determine whether to extend this to other suitable land sold by government.Option

45C: Identify planning scheme requirements that could be waived or reduced without compromising the amenity

of social and affordable housing or neighbouring properties.What other ideas do you have for how Plan

Melbourne 2016 can improve housing affordability?

Q51.Any other comments about chapter 5 (housing)?

Q52.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?

Agree

At the low end, define spaces where Occupy-style encampments are welcome. Next caravan parks with permanent sites

and adjacent self service storage and communal facilities. Then solid industrial shells with communal plumbed areas and

flexibility of private quarters fit out. Still below tradable minimal dwellings, unattached granny flats or retirement home level

suits open to a wider range of occupants.

In the northern half of St. Albans, the then Shire of Keilor allowed initial construction of half houses which were little more

than bungalows on blocks with no services. (Only three remain that we know of.) I've always seen positives in favelas, no

matter how offensive they may appear to the professional classes. There must be ways to encourage those so inclined to

roll their own without needing five acres.

Without being in any way condescending, if we really want to fill the huge gap between sleeping rough and the low end of the

real estate market, we could do worse than consult the continent's original inhabitants who seem to have managed the

sharing thing a whole lot better than the rest of us can even imagine.



Q53.Why?

Q54.The discussion paper includes the option

(option 47, page 72) proposes 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 proposal?

Strongly agree

Q55.Why?

Q56.The discussion paper includes options (options 48 and 49, page 72) 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?

Q57.The discussion paper includes the option

(option 50, pages 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?

Strongly agree

Q58.Why?

Q59.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?

Strongly agree

Q60.Why?

While urban hydrology and more vegetative aspects of environmental protection are proper subjects for planning

intervention, some of the principles offered on page 70 would be much better promoted through community education

programs.

Start with the 3, 5 and 7 metre contours that would give some guidance as to where things will get to quickly when the

Greenland and West Antarctic ice sheets collapse.

There have been obvious political imperatives for climate change science to promote a conservative line, but is that

appropriate guidance to property owners and developers?

Appropriate starting point for local guidance, as well as potentially making the scale of risk more visible to strategic planners.

Without a commitment to close Port Phillip, placing any new infrastructure within 10 metres of sea level is fraught.



Q61.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 proposal?

Agree

Q62.Why?

Q63.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?

Q64.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?

Disagree

Q65.Why?

Need more than corridors. Some of our most endangered species only survive in close proximity to intensive land uses.

The volcanic plains grasslands ecosystem that had developed and been maintained through many thousands of years of

aboriginal agriculture was rapidly disrupted by sheep and needs more than being left space to be recovered in any

meaningful way. This is just getting started for one key food plant, but this and others are dependent on finding ways to

revive now fractured commensal relationships with particular fungi.

Daylighting of urban streams that have been left dead and buried in concrete pipe "drains", best done in conjunction with

storm water capture, with trickle release to better approximate natural surface hydrology or reticulation to maintain

traditional parks and sporting fields. Broad aim is one more reason to do something about the hideous pale concrete lined

channels bequeathed so enthusiastically by the MMBW.

Land use planning seems an inappropriate approach to an area where the primary need is public education.



Q66.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?

Agree

Q67.Why?

Q68.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?

Strongly agree

Q69.Why?

Q70.Any other comments about chapter 6 (a more resilient and environmentally sustainable Melbourne)?

Q71.Please provide your feedback on 'Chapter 7. New planning tools' below. If you do not want to provide feedback

on this chapter please selected 'save & continue'.

The structure planning process may be an appropriate point for even wider intervention with items like battery storage and

LED lighting becoming viable options.

Should explore how far we can let the desirability of north-south orientation influence planning, also likely most effectively

during the structure planning process.

The sooner we commit to stabilising the Nepean Bay Bar with a view to being able to close and seal it as sea level rise

starts to disrupt, the better. Port and other Bay operations could be maintained as long as needed by lochs but would need

to be relocated or ceased and the water allowed to evaporate away, with shifting salt production and RAMSAR habitat.

Coupled with diverting the Barwon, Melbourne and Geelong could be largely proofed against a 10 metre sea level rise which

should be as bad as it gets before global measures kick in. Without it, they cease to function.

Rail planning needs something more specific than Public Use 4 Zone. Given the level of interest, especially but not only

outside Melbourne, in rail revival, coupled with established reuse of closed rail reservations for active transport as rail trails,

can we explore the possibility of a rail alignment overlay to be applied to all old alignments, at least until they have been

explicitly reviewed and varied in accordance with local circumstance?



Q72.The discussion paper includes options (options 58A and 58B, page 84) to evaluate whether new or existing

planning tools (zones and overlays) could be applied to National Employment Clusters and urban renewal areas.

Do you have any comments on the planning tools (zones and overlays) needed for National Employment

Clusters and urban renewal areas?

Q73.The discussion paper includes options (options 59A and 59B, page 84) to evaluate the merits of code

assessment for multi-unit development, taking into account the findings from the ‘Better Apartments’ process,

to either replace ResCode with a codified process for multi-unit development or identify ResCode standards that

can be codified. Do you have any comments on the merits of code assessment for multi-unit development?

Q74.Any other comments about chapter 7 (new planning tools)?

Q75.The discussion paper includes the option (options 1 and 61, pages 14 and 90) of Plan Melbourne being an

enduring strategy with a long-term focus supported by a ‘rolling’ implementation plan. Do you agree that

separating the long-term strategy from a shorter-term supporting implementation plan is a good idea?

Q76. If a separate implementation plan is developed for Plan Melbourne 2016 what will make it effective?

Q77.Any other comments about chapter 8 (implementation)?

Don't see a downside to having explicit zoning for these cases.

As mentioned in a another part, we need something more sophisticated than the 1, 2, more view of subdivision, including

strata. We particularly need medium rise to be attractive is relevant precincts.

not answered

My great concern since the original Plan Melbourne draft was that it was to both set out a framework and fill in many details.

I'm not sure that the separation proposed here will help with that. The planning scheme is well enough understood by those

interested. It is not a plan for Melbourne in the sense the interested public want to see. But even that plan for Melbourne

needs to be separately conceived from a "Plan" that discusses how it is all intended to fit together.

Transparency. Regular reporting.

not answered




