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

1. The discussion paper includes the option (option 5, page 16) 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? 

Support the articulation of the opportunities and challenges canvassed. 

2. 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: 

Council supports the inclusion of these goals in principle.  It will be important that State Government 
policies are aligned to these goals accompanied by indicators and measures. 

3. 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? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 

√ Strongly Agree 
 

Please explain your response: 
A permanent urban growth boundary will serve to counter Melbourne’s urban sprawl.  That said, this 
needs to be supported by a stronger emphasis on increased settlement in regional Victoria.   

4. 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 wedge and 
peri-urban areas? 

By outlining the types of land uses appropriate for green wedges and peri-urban areas.  By 
acknowledging that Councils benefit from assistance in the preparation for green wedge 
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management plans. 

5. 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 elements should be included in a 
2050 concept map for Melbourne? 

 

A 2050 Concept Map for Melbourne is supported. 

6. The discussion paper includes the option (option 10, page 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 definitions adequately clarify the concepts? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 

√ Agree  
 Strongly Agree 

 

Please explain your response: 

Council supports the polycentric city concept.  That said, we are of the view that the definition 
requires some tightening.  In particular, Council has reservations about the broad application of the 
concept.  There is merit in having fewer larger regional activity centres versus significantly more at a 
smaller scale with reduced impact and effect.   
 
In 2011, Maroondah Council was one of 6 Councils that commissioned research into how a 
polycentric city might best work in Melbourne (The Polycentric Metropolis - The Role of the CBD and 
Central Activities Districts in a Sustainable and Prosperous Melbourne, The Cities of Maribyrnong, 
Hume, Whitehorse, Maroondah, Dandenong and Frankston, February 2011). 
 
Melbourne has a long history of promoting activity centres in spatial planning. A previous Melbourne 
metropolitan strategy nominated six Central Activity Areas.  These centres are intended to act as 
‘Capitals’ for their respective regions and be the focus of a substantial proportion of future 
employment growth and public investment. They are seen to complement Melbourne’s CBD and 
provide high order employment, public facilities, service delivery and retailing for their regional 
catchments. They are also seen as an opportunity to provide a range of housing options in accessible 
locations.  Areas act as the ‘hearts’ of these sub-regions and can attract economic opportunities to 
suburban Melbourne by providing sufficient localised economic density and high levels of 
accessibility to their respective catchments. If development is consistently encouraged and focused 
in these centres it will help to increase the labour productivity of firms both in the centre and the 
surrounding catchment, increasing the total city, and state, economic output. 
 
Accordingly Council supports the identified Metropolitan Activity Centres (MAC’s) as forming the 
platform of a polycentric city. 
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7. 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 Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 

√ Strongly Agree 
 

Please explain your response: 

All of these options are supported by Council. 
 
Council is preparing a new Housing Strategy for the municipality.  Options 11 to 17 are consistent 
with Council’s preliminary research, community consultation and identification of issues and 
opportunities. 
 
The climate change options are consistent with Council’s policy position.  This finds form in the 
Maroondah 2040 Community Vision, Council’s Sustainability Strategy and Carbon Neutral Strategy. 

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

The options included in Chapter 2 are aligned with other government strategies and policy reviews 
(as documented on page 11 of the Discussion Paper). 

 

Chapter 3: Delivering jobs and investment 

9. 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? 

By providing more detail on the opportunities associated with the already identified Clusters.  
Furthermore, by encouraging further clusters in existing and emerging significant activity centres 
consistent with the polycentric city aspirations of Plan Melbourne. 

10. 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 21A 
 Option 21B 
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Please explain why you have chosen your preferred option: 

Council has no firm views on these options. 

11. The discussion paper includes the option (option 22, page 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? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 
 Strongly Agree 

 
Why? 

Council has no firm views on this option. 

12. The discussion paper includes the option (option 23, page 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? Choose 
one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 
 Strongly Agree 

Why? 

Council has no firm views on this option. 

13. The discussion paper includes options (options 24 to 30, pages 33 and 34) 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? 

Options 24 to 30 are supported.   

14. 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? 

Option 31 is supported. 

15. 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?  

Option 32 is supported. 



Plan Melbourne Refresh: Discussion Paper Submission 

Page 5 of 15 

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

That the options included in Chapter 3 are aligned with other government strategies and policy 
reviews (as documented on page 11 of the Discussion Paper). 
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Chapter 4: A more connected Melbourne 

17. 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? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 

√    Strongly Agree 

Why? 

Option 34 is supported. 
 
The Principal Public Transport Network (PPTN) is an important tool to assist informed land use 
planning.  The PPTN can help to unlock urban renewal opportunities, support economic development 
and investment and active transport measures.   
 
Historically the PPTN has focused on cross town and inner city transit with outer areas not as well 
serviced. 
 
A revised PPTN accordingly should focus on supporting a polycentric city and 20 minute 
neighborhoods.  In particular, by: 

 Improving the availability of multi-modal transportation opportunities in the outer 
Melbourne to increase access to education, employment and health care and reduce car 
dependency.   

 Adopt a network planning philosophy that prioritises the movement of people rather than 
movement of particular modes of transport.   

 The PPTN needs to focus on moving people quickly and efficiently between neighbourhood 
transit hubs and education, employment and health destinations.  Priority road space should 
be dedicated to the PPTN to enable this rapid transit to occur (eg buses).  

18. 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? 

Option 35 is supported. 
 
Walking and cycling are sustainable, affordable and equitable transportation modes.  They warrant 
becoming more important foundations of Melbourne’s transport network.  This is consistent with the 
charter of Active Transport Victoria and supports livable and sustainable local communities.  Council 
supports the role of Active Transport Victoria to work across Government (eg Department of 
Transport, VicRoads, PTV) to bring about further integration of the active travel network with the 
PPTN. 
 
Walking and cycling are important enablers to access other modes of transportation.  They play a 
critical role in ‘last mile’ journeys to access bus stops and stations.  It is possible to achieve greater 
efficiencies in our transport networks by better incorporation of walking and cycling into the wider 
transportation network.  This can be cost effectively achieved by expansion of local footpaths 
networks, a connected metro bicycle network, long term commuter bicycle at transport hubs and 
bicycle racks on buses.   
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19. Any other comments about chapter 4 (a more connected Melbourne)? 

There is scope for Plan Melbourne to provide comment on how new technologies and innovations 
can impact on the movement of people and freight (eg electric vehicles, bicycle and car sharing, 
UBER).  Further commentary on traffic demand management trends and options would also be 
helpful. 

 

Chapter 5: Housing 

20. The discussion paper includes the option (option 36A, page 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? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 

√ Agree  
 Strongly Agree 

Why? 

Council acknowledges the need for Melbourne to rein in urban sprawl and have a fixed urban growth 
boundary.  That said, it is noteworthy that the Plan Melbourne Refresh Discussion Paper makes 
reference to the following: “Melbourne’s population is expected to increase from 4.4 million to 7.7 
million by 2051.”  Council questions this population target for Melbourne given the potential for non-
regional centres to accommodate greater growth.  In particular, the non metropolitan Melbourne 
population is currently 1.4 million people and the State target is 10 million by the year 2051 with 
Melbourne at 7.8 million.  This implies a net increase of 800,000 for non metropolitan Melbourne’s 
population. 
 
Council is not supportive of the universal application of growth rates for LGA’s across Melbourne.  
There is clearly a need to target areas that have a better appetite for, or are more suited to, growth. 
 
Council points to the capacity for some key strategic brownfield sites across Melbourne to 
accommodate significant redevelopment.  Sites such as the former ADI Maribyrnong Defence land, 
Bradmill land in Yarraville, are cases in point. 

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

These matters will in part be considered by the review of the implementation of the new residential 
zones.   

22. 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? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 

√ Agree  
 Strongly Agree 

Why? 
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This is a policy lever that can influence the rate of supply onto the market. 

23. 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? Choose one option: 

 Strongly Disagree  
 Disagree 
 Agree 

√    Strongly Agree 

Why? 

Refer Section 30. 

24. 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 affordability. 

Option 37B: Developing a metropolitan Housing Strategy that includes a Housing Plan.  

Which option do you prefer? Choose one option: 

 Option 37A 
√    Option 37B 

 Other 

Why? 

Option 37B is supported as it will help to facilitate a more tailored response that takes into account 
state, metropolitan and local conditions. 

25. 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? 

Option 38 is supported. 

26. 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? 

Option 39 is supported. 



Plan Melbourne Refresh: Discussion Paper Submission 

Page 9 of 15 

27. 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 diversity. 

Option 40B: Retain at least 50 per cent as a guide but expand the criteria to enable variations 

between municipalities.  

Which option do you prefer? Choose one option: 

√    Option 40A 
 Option 40B 
 Other 

Why? 

Option 40A is a more strategic approach. 

28.  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? 

Refer Section 30. 

29. 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? 

In 2015, Council successfully moved a motion through the Municipal Association of Victoria State 
Council that the State Government allocates a portion of stamp duty revenue to social housing.  At 
3.4 per cent, Victoria has the lowest percentage of social housing of all Australian states of territories 
and yet we have a waiting list of around 35,000 households. 
 
The work of the Eastern Affordable Housing Association is also drawn to State Government’s 
attention. 

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

Council is supportive of Option 41 (Introduce a policy statement in Plan Melbourne 2016 supporting 
greyfield renewal and investigate planning scheme mechanisms to achieve coordinated and 
sustainable renewal of established suburbs).   
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In this vein, Council has been working with Swinburne University and the Department of 
Environment, Land, Water and Planning on a research project called ‘Greening the Greyfields’. 
 
This was brought about because the current practice of lot amalgamation is uncoordinated and can 
lead to a loss in amenity.  
 
Greening the Greyfields is about coordinating redevelopment of a number of lots to achieve a more 
integrated, higher quality more environmentally sustainable development.  Proposals are often 
characterised by shared open space and neighbourhood-wide ecologically sustainable design 
solutions along with upgrades to the existing area in which they are located. 
 
Greyfield development can deliver higher densities with better quality and amenity outcomes in 
accessible locations. Housing diversity can also be advanced.  It reduces the requirement for people 
to commute and can allow first time buyers to purchase a home close to where they grew up and to 
where their family and social connections are.  
 
The project would involve starting community participation at an early stage of design and this brings 
with it stronger local ownership and buy-in. 
 
Initial community engagement in October / November 2015 by Council and Swinburne University 
with hundreds of local people suggests an openness and receptiveness to the positive outcomes that 
the approach can generate. 
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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? 

The principles could serve as a useful guide. 

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? 

This will raise the profile of the need to respond to climate change challenges. 

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? 

These options are supported. 

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? 

This is a more integrated approach. 

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 
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 Agree 
√ Strongly Agree  

Why? 

This option is consistent with the work of the Eastern Alliance for Greenhouse Action, particularly 
around adaptation and mitigation.  Further information can be found at: 
http://eaga.com.au/projects/climate-change-adaptation-roadmap/  
 

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? 

This option is consistent with the work of the Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management 
Authorities Regional Catchment Strategy which can be viewed at: 
http://www.ppwcma.vic.gov.au/environmental-planning.aspx This online strategy includes 
protecting important habitat corridors. 
 

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?  

Options 53 and 54 are supported. 
 

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? 

The option is supported although it is noted that the planning system is but one policy lever amongst 
many. 
 

http://eaga.com.au/projects/climate-change-adaptation-roadmap/
http://www.ppwcma.vic.gov.au/environmental-planning.aspx
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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? 

The option is strongly supported.  It will require a whole of government approach to be successful. 
 

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? 

There is a clear role for the planning system to help drive change in this field. 
 

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

Maroondah City Council is one of 7 Councils that supports the Eastern Alliance for Greenhouse Action 
(EAGA).  EAGA has recently developed a Climate Change Adaptation Roadmap for decision makers in 
Melbourne’s east. The project aims to raise awareness, build capacity and identify regional 
opportunities for addressing climate risks to Council assets, operations and service delivery 
responsibilities. The project receives funding from the Victorian State Government.  The Roadmap 
can be viewed at: http://eaga.com.au/projects/climate-change-adaptation-roadmap/  
 

  

http://eaga.com.au/projects/climate-change-adaptation-roadmap/
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Chapter 7: New planning tools 

42. 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? 

No comment. 
 

43. 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? 

Council notes that the Discussion Paper suggests that ResCode could be replaced with a code-assess 
approach for new multi-unit dwelling developments. This approach is already being utilised in the 
growth areas with the Small Lot Housing Code, however implementing this in established areas is not 
an approach supported by Council.  This is because it will diminish the ability for local communities to 
be engaged with the land use planning system and the future character of their area.   
 
There is a need to present evidence on why a code assess approach should be seriously entertained. 
 
In addition, there are reservations about whether code assess can move beyond a ‘cookie cutter’ 
approach to medium density housing. 
 
The notion that a code-assess approach could lead to greater certainty and efficiencies is open to 
challenge.  This is within a context that Maroondah City Council considers 90% of its planning permit 
applications within 60 days.  This includes public notification and, where applicable, public 
consultation forums with affected parties when objections are received Council’s experience has 
been that forums ion often result in improved development outcomes.  Feedback from the 
development sector indicates that Council has struck a good balance between providing certainty to 
both local communities and the development sector. 
 
Council believes that the above views are consistent with the objectives of the Recognising Objectors 
Bill 2015.  Community involvement in our planning system is central to its relevance and integrity. 
The Victorian planning system is built around this principle. However good planning isn't populist 
planning. It needs to take into account the bigger picture and consider the needs of future 
communities. 

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

Council would welcome the opportunity to be a party to discussions with State Government on new 
planning tools at the drafting stage. 
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Chapter 8: Implementation 

45. 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? 

Agreed. 
 

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

Bipartisan support. 
 

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

Council notes that there is no single entity responsible for the delivery/implementation of Plan 
Melbourne.  This is problematic from the point of view of accountability and ensuring its directions 
are progressed. 
 
On the subject of infrastructure, planned growth requires investment and delivery of required 
infrastructure before development occurs not afterwards. 
 

 


