
OPEN SUBMISSION OBJECTING TO PLAN MELBOURNE REFRESH 

20/12/2015 

E. Caspi, individual submission as a citizen generally of State of Victoria, Commonwealth 

of Australia and a detrimentally impacted stakeholder of  Ironbark Road and 

adjoining  Ironbark Road, Diamond Creek Victoria. 

These lands are from the original Ironbark Road and Pioneer Road infrastructure 

catchment. 

Please ensure these land’s continued inclusion in all urban residential servicing strategies 

and new ones where already eroded, redirected or intended to be for others instead, by 

including these lands within Melbourne’s Metropolitan Urban Boundary – not excluding 

them as green wedge in your plan. 

1. Please acknowledge receipt of this submission with allocation of a separate submission 

number for it emailed to me. 

 

2. I wish to consult with those responsible for Plan Melbourne Refresh to enable completion of 

more meaningful submissions. I was denied this needed opportunity with the original 

process of Plan Melbourne. 

 

3. I (or my nominee) request to be heard on all aspects of my submission by Plan Melbourne 

Refresh policy team (including manager) and by  the advisory committee, 

and will expand on it with supporting information at the hearing.  All aspects are directly 

relevant to this review and cannot be dismissed. 

 

 
4. As an impacted stakeholder of the above listed acreages of Ironbark Road, I/we reserve all 

rights of appeal including inquiries and those to the open and transparent courts, if the 

content of my/our submissions now to Melbourne Refresh are again overlooked and I/we 

are disadvantaged by this. This includes these lands being locked out of Melbourne’s New 

Metropolitan Urban Boundary (or other) and incorrectly and inequitably cemented as Green 

Wedge land. 

 

5. I object to any policies, strategies or legislation of Plan Melbourne Refresh cementing the 

Nillumbik’s Green Wedge, be it via the Green Wedge Management Plan, locking down of the 

urban boundaries or other. This includes the inclusion of the Nillumbik green wedge within 

the CAPAD (Collaborative Australian Protective Area Database) Data (not withstanding the 

fact that such a proposal was deferred at council meeting 8/12/15). Any repeat of this or 

similar effect is wrong, wrong, wrong – a further douse of landowners rights as fee and 

simple landowners. Plan Melbourne Refresh has a duty of care to protect all of Melbourne’s 

landowners including these acreages in the Shire of Nillumbik. 

 

 
6. Green Wedge philosophy must be achieved fairly, in partnership/consultation with affected 

landowners, and not like that proposed with new policy/strategy of Plan Melbourne Refresh 

removed

removed



or other. As it stands, Plan Melbourne is cementing the unreasonable and unfair policies of 

acreage landowners of Nillumbik. 

 

 
7. The cementing of the green wedge is known to be unfair to acreage landowners. Why is this 

being continued? Such creation of ‘national parks’ on private lands is unacceptable, 

unreasonable and wrong on so many levels. Equitable solutions must be mediated eg. 

Appropriate compensation including that of losses and damages and recognition of acreage 

landowners financial planning! 

 

 
8. The green wedge must be achieved with integrity. In my/our case, it is essential that these 

lands are correctly included in Melbourne’s new Metropolitan urban Boundary. This will 

enable these lands to be zoned as general residential or township, irrespective of any final 

site‐specific land use. It will enable equitable transfer of infrastructure and associated 

development/property entitlements if and where needed, thereby ensuring equal land 

values and positive encouragement to others to protect their lands. 

 

9. I request that Plan Melbourne Refresh advisory committee and all those responsible for 

decisions and recommendations for this review, to please revisit all my objections and 

submission to original Plan Melbourne and interrelated processes. This includes the Green 

Wedge Management Plan and C81 Nillumbik’s proposed significant overlays. 

 

 
10. I reiterate my concern that (C81) may later inter‐relate with new requests for inclusion of 

Nillumbik’s green wedge within the CAPAD. These all appear to be part of the interrelated 

objectives of Plan Melbourne Refresh to cement the Green Wedge into perpetuity. This 

includes the locking in of Melbourne’s New Metropolitan Urban Boundary. I object 

vehemently to such strategies/policies, which are discriminatory and unfair to landowners 

providing the green wedge amenity at their expense. The more they are protected the more 

they are penalized. 

 

11. I implore Plan Melbourne Refresh to prevent the incorrect cementing of above Ironbark rd, 

properties as green wedge with new legislation. It is not applicable to these lands. This 

includes any application of CAPAD on these lands, past, current or future. This includes any 

prior intent at the “Titles” offices. 

 

12. I (we) are notifying Plan Melbourne Refresh that additionally, these lands have already been 

unfairly burdened with too many boa‐constricting conservation restrictions/overlays and 

prohibitions, denying them of any land sustainability whatsoever. Again, I (we) reiterate it is 

unacceptable and reasonable for Plan Melbourne Refresh to further cement these lands as 

conservation into perpetuity as proposed, no matter how ‘beautiful’ it is for others to enjoy 

or look good on maps. 

 

13. Green Wedge, conservation, landscape or other new community aspiration is not an excuse 

to cement these lands as Green Wedge. These can be designated as such within the overall 



development plans of any area or site‐specific property itself and paid for properly (and 

equitably) then all achieve the desired outcome with pride. 

 

14. These lands must be rightfully recognised as urban to protect their distinctive urban services 

and capacity, and have it returned if already prematurely eroded, redirected or intended to 

be for others instead. 

 

 
15. It will also ensure correct urban land values irrespective of any site‐specific land use, and 

prevent financial and other exploitation. 

 

16. The imminent (February 2
nd  

2016) Independent Panel’s consideration of Nillumbik’s new 

proposed significant landscape overlay (C81 process) and statutory consideration of 

Nillumbik’s Green Wedge Management Plan, prior to Plan Melbourne Refresh process is 

unreasonable and unfair. How can the process of Plan Melbourne Refresh be objective for 

impacted Nillumbik landowners/stakeholders if the cementing of the green wedge is already 

occurring prior to the finalisation of the Plan Melbourne Refresh Review? 

 

17. Such action and incorrect sequence of above processes makes Nillumbik lands unfairly 

irrelevant to Plan Melbourne Refresh. Please assist in needed 

postponing/deferral/abandonment of unreasonable Nillumbik C81 and GWMP after the 

finalisation of Plan Melbourne Refresh. 

 

18. I request Plan Melbourne Refresh takes on board seriously my and other acreage stake 

holders/landowners views (not “arbitrary in house” disregard of them) 

 

19. I request Plan Melbourne Refresh to show a duty of care to the landowners / stakeholders in 

Green Wedge areas and include them in decision making and positive incentives to move in 

partnership – without discriminating, disadvantaging them and causing them major losses 

and damages (current and future). 

 

20. Plan Melbourne Refresh penalizes those whom protected their lands with the proposal to 

cement the Green Wedge and lock in the urban boundary unfairly and unreasonably. 

 

21. This will advertise to all and sundry, particularly Real Estate Agents, prospective 

homebuyers, investors and general public. These mapped green wedge areas are totally 

“taboo” void of any land sustainability and future hope – just sight the mapping on the 

internet (and keep away) 

 

22. Cementing of the Green Wedge can be used/abused as part of Nillumbik Planning Scheme or 

other for all applications, even section 32’s in Real Estate for Sale paperwork. I am also  

deeply concerned about our fee and simple property titles. Are they going to be changed, 

too? 

 

 
23. Please ensure the immediate removal of any prior hidden agenda of conservation or green 

wedge listing of any of the above lands, if this has occurred already, or is intended. This 

includes any via texts, mapping or other policies or techniques. 



 

24. I reiterate, these new community aspirations can still be achieved by designation of such in 

the over‐all development plans of any residential area or site‐specific property itself. This  

will ensure equal urban land values, irrespective of site‐specific land use and prevent 

financial and other exploitation. These lands must be rightfully included in Melbourne’s New 

Metropolitan Urban Boundary. 

 

 
25. Please also see content of all other submissions, including the interrelated group one also 

applicable to this land and this submission. This includes location map of properties and 

supporting  information. 

 

 
Thank you, 

Esther Caspi 




