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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 Moreland City Council

Q4. Please select from one of the options below I am making this submission on behalf of an organisation.

Submissions by organisations will be published including the name

of the organisation.

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.

not answered



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?

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?

Strongly 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?

There are many aspects of Plan Melbourne 2014 that build on previous metropolitan strategies and contain appropriate

directions that respond to Melbourne’s opportunities and challenges. It therefore makes sense ‘to refresh’ the document and

not ‘throw the baby out with the bathwater’. The proposal to strengthen the focus on climate change, energy efficiency and

housing affordability is appropriate as they did not have sufficient attention in the original document. Council’s submission to

the 2014 Plan had requested the inclusion of such issues. The City of Moreland has been at the forefront on these issues,

through its initiatives such as the Zero Carbon Evolution Strategy, Environmental Sustainable Development planning policy

and Affordable Housing Strategy 2014-2018. It is also appropriate that new transport priorities are included, particularly the

Melbourne Metro Rail Project which has implications across the metropolitan area including Moreland.

The UN Sustainable Goals provide a comprehensive framework of the range of challenges facing a large metropolis such

as Melbourne and may help foster a more consistent approach to metropolitan planning in other jurisdictions.

It is appropriate that the urban growth boundary is not changed again. It is noted that the urban growth boundary has

already been expanded four times since 2002 when Melbourne 2030 was released. Stronger statutory tools may need to be

considered to ensure the urban growth boundary is properly ‘locked down’.

not answered

not answered



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?

Agree

Q20.Please explain your response

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

Q22.Climate change comments

While Melbourne 2014 identifies 15 metropolitan activity centres, it fails to properly identify other significant activity centres

that make a major contribution to employment, housing and services such as, in Moreland’s case, Brunswick, Coburg and

Glenroy. It is important that these centres are explicitly identified because of the need to prioritise their infrastructure needs.

The concept of developing clear criteria for the possible designation of new activity centres is supported. In Moreland’s

case, there is potential to establish new neighbourhood centres, particularly in the northern parts of the municipality where

access to centres is beyond a 20 minute walk. Scope to identify new centres will help contribute to the 20-minute (by

walking) neighbourhoods.

These are the significant challenges facing Melbourne and local government's role in planning and implementation needs to

be properly recognised.

Plan Melbourne should be a long-term strategy that identifies the preferred outcomes for Melbourne and beyond and that is

not subject to short-term political disputes. The new Infrastructure Victoria (IV) body should be prioritising major

infrastructure requirements in accordance with Plan Melbourne’s directions and major infrastructure requirements identified

by IV should be assess against objective criteria and rigorous cost benefit analysis The State Planning Policy Framework

should be restructured so that Plan Melbourne and the regional settlement networks feature as the long- term planning

strategies for the State.

See below



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?

not answered

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?

not answered

Q27.Why?

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?

not answered

not answered

not answered

not answered



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)?

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?

not answered

not answered

While Melbourne 2014 identifies 15 metropolitan activity centres, it fails to properly identify other significant activity centres

that make a major contribution to employment, housing and services such as, in Moreland’s case, Brunswick, Coburg and

Glenroy. It is important that these centres are explicitly identified because of the need to prioritise their infrastructure needs.

The concept of developing clear criteria for the possible designation of new activity centres is supported. In Moreland’s

case, there is potential to establish new neighbourhood centres, particularly in the northern parts of the municipality where

access to centres is beyond a 20 minute walk. Scope to identify new centres will help contribute to the 20-minute (by

walking) neighbourhoods.

not answered

not answered

While the significance of the National Employment Clusters and the central city to provide commercial development and

employment opportunities is noted, it is important to recognise that other urban renewal areas provide significant investment

and job opportunities. In Moreland’s case, the Brunswick and Coburg urban renewal areas are under considerable pressure

from loss of employment and loss of industrial uses. Council has sought to protect investment and jobs through its activity

centres policy to encourage a mix of retail, office, commercial, entertainment and community uses and is currently

reviewing its industrial areas, some of which are located in the Brunswick to Batman urban renewal corridor, with a view to

retaining core industrial areas for continued industrial use and encouraging alternative employment in Transition –

employment areas. Retaining commercial development and employment opportunities in Moreland’s urban renewal areas is

important to reduce travel time, congestion and greenhouse emissions. Stronger statutory requirements, such as specifying

minimum mandatory ‘employment’ floor space requirement in any development, may be appropriate to ensure future

investment and job opportunities.



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?

Disagree

Q39.Why?

Council supports the new transport priorities, particularly the Melbourne Metro Rail project, upgrading the quality and

efficiency of the tram network, particularly on higher patronage routes, and metropolitan level crossing removals. In

Moreland’s case, tram patronage is at capacity and the Upfield railway does not provide sufficient services at peak periods

to cater for demand. It is therefore critical that priority is given to the upgrades of the No’s. 1, 8, 19, 55 and 96 tram routes

and grade separation at Moreland Road Brunswick, Bell Street Coburg and Glenroy Road, Glenroy. The Upfield bike path is

also at capacity and Council would welcome State Government support to enhance this important sustainable mode of

transport by widening the path at certain locations and assisting in other improvements such as surfacing and lighting.

See above. The Brunswick Integrated Transport Strategy provides a good local example of encouraging a modal shift from

private motor vehicles to more sustainable transport modes.

Council has welcomed the decision to not proceed with the East West Link. Council believes a long-term bipartisan strategy

on major public transport infrastructure is important for the future planning of Melbourne.

Comments in the Discussion Paper that imposing a 70/30 target may result in unintended outcomes such as constraining

supply and affecting housing affordability are noted. Council is concerned that arbitrarily imposing a 70/30 may result in

overdevelopment of some established areas, and it is not clear whether municipalities in established urban areas such as

Moreland would be expected to cater for higher levels of development if there was a shortfall of development in such areas.



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

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?

not answered

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?

Agree

Q44.Why?

Promoting a more consolidated urban form is a preferred outcome than a dispersed city because of the economic, social

and environmental benefits. However, Council does not consider increased density should occur at the expense of

adversely affecting valued urban character by excessive building height, allowing sub-standard accommodation (as is

occurring with some apartment developments) and on the assumption that there is adequate infrastructure in established

areas to accommodate increased growth in established areas. The Discussion Paper also suggests two options for better

understanding Melbourne’s housing needs: either set housing targets relating to supply, diversity and affordability; or

develop a metropolitan housing strategy which identifies preferred housing outcomes (rather than targets) on a regional and

municipal level. In response, the preferred approach is to consider the population and dwelling forecasts, understand the

capacity of different areas to accommodate the forecast growth, having regard to land availability, strategic planning

objectives, planning scheme built form parameters and infrastructure (particularly transport), and determine whether there

is sufficient or insufficient capacity in the various locations. This could be done on a municipal level, and then collated at a

regional and metropolitan level. If there is insufficient capacity in certain regions, investigations should occur to identify

opportunities for more growth within those regions or alternative areas should be considered particularly if they have spare

capacity. In this approach, the emphasis is on optimising, rather than maximising, opportunities for housing. The difference

between the two concepts is that maximising seeks to achieve the highest development opportunity of individual sites,

whereas optimising seeks to look beyond the characteristics of individual sites and gives increased weight to how buildings

sit in the local context, housing quality including type and tenure, and public transport accessibility. This approach has been

adopted in the London Housing Strategy. The review of the reformed residential zones should be pursued having regard to

valued urban character, and it would be inappropriate to arbitrarily impose a proportion of residential land that should be

retained in the Neighbourhood Residential Zone. Council is concerned that this municipality, and other northern and western

municipalities, are bearing a disproportionate amount of densification than some eastern municipalities because of the two

dwelling limit in the Neighbourhood Residential Zone in those municipalities.

not answered

See comment above



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 37B

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?

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?

See comment above

See comment above

Plan Melbourne 2014 did not contain any initiative to support housing accessibility standards. Council considers that

housing accessibility, specifically universal design principles, must also be addressed through an amendment to the Victoria

Planning Provisions (VPPs). Melbourne faces an ageing population with a preference for people to age in place. There is an

immediate opportunity to make the Liveable Housing Design Guidelines a reference document.



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?

Strongly Agree

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?

Council strongly supports initiatives to support housing diversity and affordability and believes that mechanisms such as

inclusionary zoning and density bonus schemes need to be urgently considered. Such mechanisms need to have flexible

targets because of the potential for below-market housing delivery between different sites can vary significantly, and

therefore affect financial viability. In Council’s view, the provision of social housing must be State led. It is not a core local

government responsibility. Inclusionary zoning necessitates a comprehensive administrative program behind it (to collect

monetary contributions, manage stock, construct stock etc), which should not fall to councils. Rate capping is a significant

barrier to local government taking on new initiatives. The City of Moreland has been an active advocate and deliverer of

social housing outcomes over many years and is pursuing potential social housing outcomes in the development of

airspace above Council owned car parks.

not answered

These are an essential element.

Overlays are an effective tool to manage development issues in response to environmental risks.

not answered



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?

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?

Agree

Q60.Why?

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?

In Moreland’s case, hazard mapping on inundation that takes into account climate change and hot spots arising from urban

heat island effect are required.

Ideally this work would inform things such as the National Construction Code as well.

Less relevant to Moreland due to limited open space, however creek waterways are relevant.



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?

Strongly agree

Q65.Why?

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?

Strongly agree

Q67.Why?

The City of Moreland has been at the forefront of identifying opportunities in the planning framework to help reduce

greenhouse gas emissions through Amendment C71. This amendment introduces a new policy into the Moreland Planning

Scheme that requires an ESD assessment using well-developed tools that are able to measure the energy performance of

buildings. Council considers there is an opportunity to apply for planning tools across Victoria (building upon Amendment

C71) to achieve higher standards of environmental performance. Council also considers that, like the State Governments

consideration of tools to support affordable housing, there are opportunities to consider tools which support green

infrastructure implementation such as green roofs and walls to combat urban heat island effect. Council agrees that

improvements to hazard mapping will assist in applying planning tools to reduce risk. In Moreland’s case, a review of flood

mapping taking into account the effects of climate change and identifying hot spots from urban island heat effect would be

beneficial. Support should be provided by the State Government to undertake hazard mapping because of the financial

constraints imposed by rate capping.

See comment above

See comment above



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'.

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?

See comment above

not answered

not answered

New planning tools or improvements to existing planning tools, for National Employment Clusters and urban renewal areas

should be developed if existing planning tools are found to be inadequate. There should be no arbitrary imposition from

DELWP supporting the concept of a new zone because of its concern about creating too many zones.



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?

Council has very strong reservations that a code assess approach to multi-dwelling development is achievable or would be

appropriate in infill areas where site responsive design issues are critical to achieve good outcomes. It is understood that

the State Government has investigated this issue previously but it has not been pursued because of the difficulties

associated with codifying good design. Another concern with code assess is that residents that could be directly affected by

a proposal will have no rights to have their concerns addressed. In Council’s experience, the ability for people directly

affected by a proposal assists in fair and balanced decision-making, and leads to greater confidence in the planning

process to deliver good outcomes. An alternative approach could be to limit appeal rights in cases where there has been full

compliance with the residential development provisions. Council is also concerned with how a code assess approach works

alongside the normal permit process. In Council Officer’s view, it would be preferable that Councils are supported in

promoting a fast-track permit process for straightforward applications rather than introducing another approvals stream that

has its own information and timeframe requirements. Council officers would be willing to work with the State Government on

using existing mechanisms more efficiently than creating more decision-making layers in the planning system. In Council’s

view, the State Government should be prioritising an urgent review of ResCode and introducing State wide standards on

apartment development. ResCode is deficient in responding to an emerging apartment building typology of up to four

storeys. Because of this deficiency, Council has had to prepare its own standards in Design and Development Overlays for

its neighbourhood centres that provide guidance for this type of development (Amendment C159).

In the absence of State wide guidelines on apartment development (residential development of five or more storeys),

Council has prepared its own set of standards, known as the Moreland Apartment Design Code (MADC). Council proposes

to implement the MADC into the Moreland Planning Scheme through Amendment C142. The Amendment has received a

favourable Panel recommendation and we seek the Minister’s urgent approval of this Amendment. Other planning tools that

warrant further consideration are an ability to capture value uplift when changes to planning controls occur so that councils

are in a better position to meet increased demand on infrastructure. One immediate initiative that the State Government can

introduce is a simplified development contributions system to apply in established urban areas, as recommended by the

Development Advisory Committee in 2013.

Ensuring Plan Melbourne 2016 is an enduring strategy that identifies the major initiatives to deliver the preferred urban

structure is appropriate as it will help focus attention on the long term challenges

Identification of roles and responsibilities, costs and funding sources and annual reporting that is made publicly available.

Consideration should be making this a statutory requirement.



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

There is an opportunity for Local Government’s role in the sub regional groups provides to be strengthened with a focus on

local governments’ key roles in coordination, integration and delivery. It may be appropriate to consider more formal groups

with some statutory effect (e.g. Ministerial-appointed committees that provide formal recommendations for the Minister’s

consideration) and that Councils have greater representation than was foreshadowed in Plan Melbourne 2014. The sub-

regional planning groups should also be a forum for the consideration of local structure plans that have been developed by

councils, such as the Brunswick and Coburg structure plans. These significant initiatives were given inadequate attention in

Plan Melbourne 2014. Council endorses the MAC’s recommendation’s call (not included as an item for discussion in the

Discussion Paper) for a coordinated whole-of-government approach to delivery of social infrastructure (including in

partnership with local government) and supports the mechanisms proposed to achieve this including the key role of the

MPA. Council also accepts that the concurrent process underpinning the Managing Growth Plan may provide an

appropriate instrument to deliver necessary arrangements, though more detail on this is required to properly assess this

approach. Also, Council agrees that the Victorian Planning Authority and Infrastructure Victoria would deliver this concurrent

process. Nevertheless, it is proposed that the importance of coordinated planning for social infrastructure and the need for

effective coordination between state and local governments be reflected in an explicit policy reference in Plan Melbourne

2016. The proposal for an on-going implementation plan that requires annual reporting is appropriate and will assist in the

five yearly reviews. It is agreed that the actions should be grouped into themes to assist prioritisation and coordination. The

implementation plan should also identify the responsibilities of the relevant government departments and agencies in the

various actions, and be publicly available on the Plan Melbourne web site.




