
18 December 2015 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

RE:  SUBMISSION TO PLAN MELBOURNE REFRESH 

We act on behalf of the Adams Group, who controls a large land parcel in Sunbury. 

The Adams Group hold a 400ha land parcel on , Sunbury, located just outside the 
current Urban Growth Boundary for Sunbury.  Our client wishes to ensure that the Plan 
Melbourne Refresh 2016 enables the future consideration of development opportunities sites 
in this location. We have reviewed the Plan Melbourne Refresh Discussion Paper and make the 
following submission.  

Plan Melbourne Discussion Paper (Section 2.5) refers to the importance of retaining the urban 
growth boundary (UGB) with option 7 in the Report being to ‘Lock down the existing urban 
growth boundary and modify the action to reflect this.’  The Ministerial Advisory Committee in 
considering this matter recommended the following ‘delete reference to a permanent 
boundary from the State of Cities chapter and insert the following initiative and actions under 
Direction 2.1:  

Initiative 2.1: Deliver a permanent urban boundary around Melbourne 2.1.1-1.’ 

The MAC recommended that the MPA advise the Minister for Planning on the alignment of the 
UGB and are to take into account:  

• ‘The views of local government
• The findings and recommendations of the Logical Inclusions Advisory Committee

November 2011
• Relevant submissions to PM Draft 2013.’

Our client supports a further review of the Urban Growth Boundary as recommended by the 
MAC to look not only at the matters outlined above but also the net community benefits of 
additional land proposed for inclusion.  

Our client submits that the subject site in Sunbury should be considered in this review and 
included in the UGB noting:  

• Sunbury is extremely well positioned to cater for growth, benefitting from its
proximity to central Melbourne as well as major employment hubs at the Melbourne
Airport and the Hume corridor.
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• It is accessed both by rail and freeways, which have been recently upgraded, which will 
further improve Sunbury’s connectivity to metropolitan Melbourne and major 
employment nodes in Melbourne’s north and west.  

• It also has a well-established township, with a significant town centre and existing 
community facilities, access to electrified rail and major employment nodes as well as 
local jobs.  

• Unlike other growth areas considered in the 2011 logical inclusions process, there has 
been recent infrastructure investment in Sunbury and as such growth in this location 
will not require the construction of all new arterial roads, freeway interchanges or rail 
to facilitate development.  

• The subject site is large and can be masterplanned to deliver a range of retail, 
community, and recreation facilities to service the north-western side of the Sunbury 
Township.  

Our client supports a further review on the alignment of the UGB, considering the benefits of 
the inclusion of the subject site in Sunbury. Our client subject that whilst there are locations 
where the Urban Growth Boundary can be ‘locked down’ (using obvious natural attributes or 
physical boundaries), the town ship nature of Sunbury must be taken into consideration. Given 
Sunbury acts as a township rather than a ‘corridor’ of growth, flexibility needs to be 
maintained to achieve longer term strategic growth outcomes and ensure that opportunities 
are not forgone.  

We therefore submit that Plan Melbourne 2016 identify the need for a review of the UGB prior 
to locking it down. The review ought to consider previous analysis undertaken as part of the 
Logical Inclusions Process 2011 as well additional assessment and master planning work 
undertaken in the intervening period. The Sunbury site should form part of this review to 
enable its inclusion in the Urban Growth Boundary.  

We ask that this submission be considered as part of the finalisation of the revised Plan 
Melbourne 2016.  Should you wish to discuss matters further, please feel free to contact me on 

 

Yours Sincerely,  




