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AMENDMENT C162-NEW MUNICIPAL STRATEGIC STATEMENT
TABLE OF SUBMISSIONS 
	No
	Submitter Details
	Issue
	Summary of Submission
	Management Response
	Recommended changes to the MSS

	1
	Ian Walker

	City safety
	· Highlighted that it is insufficient to presume a 24 hour liveable city includes the elements of “safety” and ’’cleanliness”.  Requests these words be specifically included in the text to ensure a safe and clean environment.

	MSS deals with safety in the public realm where people feel and are safe through building design and materials.
MSS cannot govern on cleanliness. 
	No change recommended as the MSS has specific safety strategies.

	2
	John Jenkin

	Transport
	· Concerned with the huge volumes of traffic (cars and trucks), lack of pedestrian/cycle user links and the narrowness and general condition of Princes Street, Carlton through Royal Park.

	The use of sustainable transport, in particular public transport, is encouraged and the use of private motor vehicles is considered as a complementary mode of transport.

The MSS supports improved rail links for freight movement to reduce the use of road based freight vehicles.


	No change recommended as the MSS supports sustainable transport.

	3
	Eugene Chan
	Sustainability
	· Expressed the importance of achieving a completely sustainable city.

	The MSS (Clause 21.05) focuses on delivering a sustainable city.

	No change recommended as the MSS recognises the importance of sustainability.

	4
	Melissa Hebbard
	Transport
Environment
	· Agrees with the re-development of City North but concerned with the lack of an underground station for the huge student population.
· Requests better use of grey water, more water features be built in the urban renewal areas and more trees planted.

	The proposed stations for the Melbourne Metro Rail Tunnel have been factored into the MSS.  The Dept of Transport currently plan for underground stations in North Melbourne and Parkville. Both WSUD and planting of trees is encouraged.
	No change recommended as
the location of stations is under the authority of the State Government.  In addition, the MSS encourages WSUD and tree planting.

	5
	Leon Parnham
	Facilities
	· Concerned with the total lack of sporting facilities and a school in Docklands.

	The MSS provides the strategic perspective to plan for the provision of services and improvements in the municipality.  More detailed planning will be undertaken as part of the Docklands 2nd decade project.
	No change recommended as the matter is being considered under the “Docklands 2nd Decade” project.

	6
	Michael Walsh
	Development
	· Concerned with the number of high rise developments in the A’Beckett Street/Franklin Street area and the lack of amenity (noise, light, pollution, dust) for existing residents.

	The MSS objectives provide the basis for achieving good standards of amenity across the City.
	No change recommended as the MSS provided the basis for an optimum level of amenity for residents.

	7
	Lisa Ingram
	Development
Facilities

Noise


	· Against the targeted urban renewal around the Queen Victoria Market Precinct.  Concerned about the impact of urban growth (particularly height) on their quiet residential street.
· Supports the scale and built form outcomes for the Queen Victoria Market Precinct as specified in 21-04-2.

· Concerned with the location of major facilities close to urban renewal areas (and the therefore close to their home).
· Concerned with protection of views, light and environment with the development of 6 storey buildings.
· Highlighted the impact of industrial and artist studios uses (noise) and in mixed use areas.

· Requests the principle “to ensure that reasonable access to daylight, sunlight, privacy and outlook is maintained for adjoining residential properties” be applied to Urban Renewal Areas just as it currently applies to On-going change areas.

	Land use and development opportunities for the area within the vicinity of the Queen Victoria Market will be the subject of investigation through a comprehensive structure plan.  In addition to the Structure Plan, a separate piece of work is underway which is looking at development opportunities on the carpark site adjacent to the market.  The community will be consulted on these projects.
The MSS provides a principle requiring an appropriate level of sunlight, daylight and outlook in the Urban Renewal Areas where medium to high density of development is anticipated.
	No change recommended as the MSS provides the basis for managed and targeted growth.  Specific land use, design and built form outcomes will be considered under the structure plan process.

	8
	Jason Louey
	Public Transport
	· Requests the extension of the tram from Spencer Street/LaTrobe Street corner to North Melbourne.

	The MSS supports increase public transport use. Planning of new public transport routes is the responsibility of the State Government.
	No change recommended as transport routes are the responsibility of the State Government.

	9
	Brett Howard
	Parking
	· Highlighted inadequate parking permits for residents in St.Kilda Road 
· Suggested extending the time for parking in paid parking zones and expanding the bicycle lanes.

	The issue of parking permits and on-street parking controls are not within the scope of the MSS.
	No change recommended as the issues raised are outside the scope of the MSS.

	10
	John McCormack
	Sustainability
	· Considers that the MSS is going in the wrong direction. The MSS should be about reducing the size of Melbourne to reduce congestion and greenhouse gases.

	In accordance with state policy the MSS outlines the CoM strategy to accommodate significant population growth which would otherwise be accommodated on Greenfield sites on the metropolitan fringe.

	No change recommended as the MSS is in lime with the State Governments urban consolidation strategy.

	11
	Michael Sutton
	Licensed venues
	· Concerned with the impacts from the proliferation of late night venues serving alcohol and the spread of these venues along StKilda Road and into the Southbank area.
	The MSS strategy at 21.06-1 states ”to ensure noise and disturbance from late night activities does not compromise the reasonable needs of residents and others users of the City”. Council has a policy to managed licence premises.

	No change recommended as the issues raised are underpinned by high level strategy in the MSS and through Council Policy.

	12
	Frank Davis
	Development
	· Requests a change to the Growth Framework Plan to identify Drummond Street as a Stable area, not an On-going change area. 

	Most of Drummond Street is a Stable area. South of Grattan Street it is an On-going change area as because of its Mixed Use zoning it has the potential to be the subject of limited change.

	No change recommended

	13
	Ray Mason
	Pedestrians
	· Considers Melbourne, Southbank and Docklands to be pedestrian “unfriendly”.

	A key component of the MSS is the emphasis on requiring new developments to add positively to the cities public spaces and contribute to the creation of a safe and engaging public realm.

	No change recommended as the matter is being considered under the Docklands 2nd Decade Project.

	14
	Colin Mc Craith
	Bicycles
Heritage
	· Requests the development of a comprehensive bicycle plan that includes neighbouring municipalities and includes consideration of conduits to and from the city, some for bicycles only and some for cars only.
· Highlights the importance of protecting the heritage charm of the buildings in North Parkville (area bounded by Royal Parade and the Avenue) from new construction.

	The principles contained in the IMAP Cycling Network Plan which neighbouring municipalities have been factored into the MSS.  The State Government Bicycle Plan builds on the recommendations arising from the IMAP plan.
The protection of heritage buildings is supported in the MSS and reinforced through existing heritage controls.
	No change recommended as importance of heritage is reinforced through strategies in the MSS. 

	15
	Anthony Cooper
	Development
Port activities
	· Highlights the need for a Landscape Plan be required at the planning permit stage rather than including it as an after thought.
· Requests discussions be held with the Port Authorities to discuss the feasibility of relocating the port facilities outside the Melbourne metropolitan area.


	This is a detailed development issue and not relevant to the MSS.
The Port of Melbourne is a key hub for Australia’s international trade and freight and its current location is supported.
	No change recommended as the issues raised are outside the scope of the MSS.

	16
	Jennifer Wood
	Development
	· Concerned with general developments and in particular with Docklands in regard to the lack of human scale, and overwhelming nature of the buildings, lack of design, variety and the element of surprise.

	More detailed planning will be undertaken as part of the “Docklands the 2nd Decade” project.  The CoM is a partner in this project.
	No change recommended as more detailed planning will be undertaken as part of the “Docklands the 2nd Decade” project.

	17
	CityWide Solutions P/L
	Facilities 
Development


	· Outlines the delivery of services with in the municipality principally through the North Melbourne depot.
· Wants a solution to be found for the housing of substantial CityWide assets when not in use.

· Concerned that the response time and efficiency in providing emergency services will be impacted if their services are not housed in close proximity to the delivery point.

· Concerned that the carbon footprint required to provide the service will increase if their depots are not located in the proximity of the service.
· Highlights the impact of a relocation of the Arden Street depot which will result in addition cost to the CoM, loss of service level. Dissatisfaction from the community and loss of reputation to the CoM.

· Proposes the development of an alternative waste treatment facility at Dynon Road.


	Identification of the land where citywide is located as an opportunity for urban renewal and is in accordance with the general future direction of the area.  However the area will be the subject of a comprehensive study through the Structure Planning process.
The development of this area may also be influenced by the State Government MM1 project.
Dynon Road is a potential location for CityWide.
	No change recommended as this the area will be the subject of a comprehensive study through the Structure Planning process.

	18
	Tim Fisher
	Sea-level rise/ climate change
	· Identified that many of the marked for urban renewal are low lying.  Highlighted the need for the City of Melbourne to consider the impact of sea level rise by incorporating caveats into development approvals.

	The City of Melbourne is co-ordinating with the Department of Planning and Community Development on the implementation of the recommendations arising out of the Victorian Coastal Strategy.
Council is working with Melbourne Water to prepare an inundation overlay.
	No change recommended as Council is working with Melbourne Water to prepare an inundation overlay.

	19
	Elaine Clark
	Facilities
	· Broadly supports the MSS but is concerned with the lack of adequate supermarkets and other retail outlets in Southbank.

	The MSS encourages the provision of local shops and services to serve the community.
	No change recommended as the MSS encourages the provision of local shops and services to serve the community.

	20
	Fred Carter
	Transport
	· Highlights the need to integrate all transport plans/options with plans from other transport agencies to get a better outcome, ie a train from the airport to the city.

	Integrating transport modes is a key element of Councils new transport strategy.
Support for a rail route is identified in the CoM’s current transport strategy “Moving People and Freight” Strategy.
	No change recommended as there is existing support for a rail route as identified in the CoM’s current transport strategy “Moving People and Freight” Strategy

	21
	Peter Episcopos
	Development
	· Identifies the need for space between buildings for sunlight and air, distance from footpaths for new buildings, carparks, bike lanes and more trees.

	The MSS emphasises the importance of co-ordinating the development of buildings with the development of the public realm to ensure the focus is on creating a city for people to enjoy.

Specifically, the strategies and objectives in Section 21.04 -3 require tower buildings to be well spaced and sited to provide equitable access to an outlook and daylight to all towers.

	No change recommended as the MSS emphasises the importance of co-ordinating the development of buildings with the development of the public realm to ensure the focus is on creating a city for people to enjoy.


	22
	James McCaffrey
	Development
	· Objects to the identification of the Queen Victoria market site as a re-development site on the Growth Framework Plan.

	Land use and development opportunities for the area within the vicinity of the Queen Victoria Market will be the subject of investigation through a comprehensive structure plan.  In addition to the Structure Plan, a separate piece of work is underway which is looking at development opportunities on the carpark site adjacent to the market.  The community will be able to comment on both projects.
	No change recommended as the matter is being considered as part of the Structure Plan.

	23
	Lillian Chua
	Transport

	· Recommends making the CBD a car free zone with carparking spaces to be provided on the outskirts of the CBD.
· Suggests bicycles taxis or rickshaws to ferry people to the train stations.

· Wants street entertainment encouraged in the CBD.


	Council policy is to encourage the more efficient use of the private motor car which should be complementary to other modes of transport, particularly public transport.
	No change recommended as the MSS supports sustainable transport is 

	24
	Frances Valentine
	Sustainability
Development
	· Would like to see building design less reliant on air-conditioning
· Identified green spaces as vital for residents in the CBD.

· Concerned with noise and building height and its effects on mental health of residents.

	Section 21.05-1 Objective 2 requires the design of all new development to maximise the use of passive systems to achieve comfortable indoor conditions.
Agree that green spaces along with a well designed public and private realm are key components in delivery a liveable city.  In Clause 21.06 the MSS addresses the amenity impacts of noise and must take protective steps to minimise the noise impact.

	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to deal with the issues raised.

	25
	Chris White

Melbourne University
	
	21.01-6

· Strengthen by indicating the value of education in export dollars.

Clause 21

Figure 1

· Include the South Carlton precinct in the Central City.

Figure 2

· Identify the area along the west side of Barry Street extending to Queensberry Street as an On-going change area.

Clause 21.03-1

Delete the reference to fine grain in respect to development as it limits re-development options.

Clause 21.03-2

· The second strategy should reference education centres as an example of major activity generators.

· Fine grain reference should also be removed.

Clause 21 Figure 3

· The role of Grattan Street as a Principal Street should be reviewed given the location of the proposed station.

Clause 21.04-2

· Clarify the intent of transition between the Hoddle Grid and Carlton, North Melbourne and Parkville.


	The MSS states that the Central City is the core headquarters in the State for government, business and financial services.  Located on the northern edge of the central City, the South Carlton precinct is recognised in the MSS as a local area which provides a important range of uses including education institutions.
Barry Street is included in the study area in the City North Structure Plan. The Plan, which will guide land use and development change over the next 10-20 years, is being developed over the next 12 months commencing June 1010.
An important element of the MSS is the objective to ensure a fine grain pattern of development.  This fundamental urban design principle plays an important role in achieving better connectivity, permeablility and a pedestrian environment.  On basis the reference to fine grain should not removed as requested.  

The role of Grattan Street as a Principal Street will be reviewed in the Principal Streets Strategy.

Agree to amend the Growth Framework Plan to change the area west of the former bowling club from stable to on-going change area, and the area east side of the university (north east corner of Swanston and Grattan) from stable to on-going change area based on the sites re-development potential.

	Recommended amendment to Figure 2-Growth Plan as follows:
Amend the area west of the former bowling club from stable to on-going change area, and the area east side of the university (north east corner of Swanston and Grattan) from stable to on-going change area.



	
	
	
	Clause 21.05-1

· Recognise that individual development maybe too constrained to achieve the sustainability targets.

Clause 21.06-1

· Strategy should specifically list education as a land use in the Mixed Use Zone.

21.06-7

· Education centres should be included in the South Carlton cluster of activities.


	The strategies listed in 21.04-2 reinforce Melbourne’s sense of place and are the basis for the current planning scheme built form requirements.

21.05-1 outlines the CoM eco-city principles.  Specific target will be included in future policies (Energy, Water and Waste Efficiency and Adaption to Climate Change Polices).
	

	26
	Dr Jon Knaggs
	Licensed venues
	· Considers the late night licensed venues, strippers and crowd security in King Street to be biggest threat to the peaceful enjoyment, safety and prosperity of the city.

· Would like to see early closure or staggered closure of these premises.


	The MSS includes a strategy ”to ensure noise and disturbance from late night activities does not compromise the reasonable needs of residents and others users of the City”. 

Council has a Licensed Premises policy to manage the hours of operation of licensed premises.
	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised.

	27
	Mathew Fitzgerald
	Facilities
	· Suggests that the Docklands area needs an exciting activity such a floating golf range at the back of the ANZ building.


	Detailed planning for Docklands will be undertaken as part of the “Docklands the 2nd Decade” Project.  The CoM is a partner in this project. Input from the community is an important component of this project.

	No change recommended as the matter is being considered as part of the Docklands 2nd Decade Project.

	28
	Owen O’Neill
	Transport
	· Supports the statements about encouraging cycling but is concerned that our cycling infrastructure is substandard, shared walking/cycling facilities do not work, existing and future bike lanes need to properly linked and cars need to be stopped from using the bike lanes.


	The MSS supports improvements to cycling and walking facilities.

	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised

	29
	Joe McDonald
	Development
	· Requests an overlay on the land adjacent to Argyle Square and the Italian Piazza effectively restricting building height to be limited to no more than the height of the existing buildings.


	Land identified in an “On going Change Area”.  The height controls in this area are the product of well established land use and development controls.
	No change recommended as the height controls in this area are the product of well established land use and development controls. 

	30
	Professor Frances Separovic
	Amenity

24-hour city
	· Concerned with the lack of residential amenity in the CBD.

· Does not support encouraging 24 hour city use as it does not take into account that residents need their sleep.  A residential CBD means 16 hours not 24 hours.


	The MSS includes a strategy ”to ensure noise and disturbance from late night activities does not compromise the reasonable needs of residents and others users of the City”. 

The Land Use Amenity Principles 

(21.06-10). Factor in residential amenity in the CBD but acknowledge that amenity in the CBD differs from that in the suburbs.
	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised.

	31
	Felicity Moore
	Environment
	· Supports European Trees and wants them saved from destruction or replacement with Australian native tree.


	The MSS is a high level strategic document.  General policy at 21.05-3 protects existing flora and fauna and seeks to minimise the impacts of introduced flora and fauna on indigenous vegetation.


	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised.


	32
	Tony Wu
	Development
	· Recently purchased an apartment on the corner of Spencer Street and LaTrobe Street. Concerned with the potential for loss of views from future large buildings.


	This is a detailed development issue and not relevant to the MSS.  This area is covered by existing Design and Development Overlay 12 which gives direction on appropriate development.


	No change recommended as this is s detailed development issue and not relevant to the MSS.

	33
	Sen Hock Tan
	Transport
	· Requests a train service from the city to the airport and a CBD underground train line to enable faster people movements


	Support for a rail route is identified in the CoM’s “Moving People and Freight” Strategy as is the CBD underground train.


	No change recommended as the provision of train services is the responsibility of the State Government.

	34
	Karl Berberich
	Facilities
	· Concerned with the lack of public toilets and recreation facilities such as skateboard or mini-bike park at the Docklands.


	This specific issue cannot be addressed through the MSS.

More planning for Docklands will be undertaken as part of the “Docklands the 2nd Decade” project.  The CoM is a partner in this project and these issues will be considered.

	No change recommended as the matter is being considered as part of the Docklands 2nd Decade Project.

	35
	Karl Berberich
	Public open space
	· Highlighted two “eye saw spots” in the city that could be transformed into parkland. (corner of Bourke Street and the hotel between Little Bourke and Lonsdale Street.


	The MSS supports the increase of new public open space.  Opportunities for additional open space will be investigated as part of the “Open Space Strategy” currently being developed.

	No change recommended as the MSS supports the increase of new public space.

	36
	Andrew Chun
	Development – body corporate
	· Seeking more control of Body Corporate operations in Melbourne.


	This issue cannot be addresses through the MSS.
	No change recommended as this issue cannot be addresses through the MSS.

	37
	R.Neville
	Environment
	· Concerned about planting native trees in parks and open spaces given that they do not like recycled water and they drop leaves and bark.


	This is a specific issue that cannot be dealt with in a high level strategic document.  General policy at 21.05-3 protects existing flora and fauna and seeks to minimise the impacts of introduced flora and fauna on indigenous vegetation.


	No change recommended as this is a specific issue that cannot be dealt with in a high level strategic document.  

	38
	Grant Wallace
	Heritage and character
	· Recalls growing up in the 1950’s in Melbourne where a trip to the city was always a special occasion.  Concerned with the demise of many of the iconic stores and their replacement with shopping complex stores, and the loss of the city’s charm and character through high rise developments.


	Underpinning the MSS is the principle of growth of the city that is well designed and well managed to ensure that we get the most out of a changing city without losing what is great about the city.
	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised.



	39
	Shirley and Max Turner
	Licensed venues
	· Concerned with the location of late night club venues and the need for extensive community and business consultation.


	The MSS strategy at 21.06-1 seeks

” to ensure noise and disturbance from late night activities does not compromise the reasonable needs of residents and others users of the City”. A licensed premises policy to manage late night venues has recently been approved.

	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised.



	40
	Natalie Warren
	Sustainability
	· Concerned with the lack of recycling by CBD businesses.


	As a high level document under Clause 21.05-2 the MSS encourages recycling. 
	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised.



	41
	Peter Kelly
	Development
	· Concerned with the potential for inappropriate development by the State Government on vacant blocks in Derby Street, Kensington.


	The MSS includes a range of provisions to ensure high quality development that is appropriate to its context.
	No change recommended as the MSS includes a range of provisions to ensure high quality development that is appropriate to its context

	42
	Katherine Gallen
	Amenity

Licensed venues

Facilities
	· As a Docklands resident, is concerned with the level of amenity in the city.

· Requests making liquor licensing and outdoor eating permits easier for new business in Docklands, providing small businesses with feasible commercial rental options in Docklands, and encourage recreational use of marina and waterways particularly with regard to short term and long term berthing.

· Considers there should be mention about the role of pets and suggests more off lead parks and dog friendly cafes.


	It is considered that amenity throughout the City is adequately dealt with in Sections 21.04-3, 21.04-4 and 21.06-2.

Retail premises which include eating premises are encouraged, 21.06-3, as is recreational use of the waterways, 21.06-6. 

The role of pets and the use of parks is a detailed parks master planning issue and not within the scope of the planning system.
	No change recommended as the matter is being considered as part of the Docklands 2nd Decade Project.

No change recommended as the matters raised relating to parks are dealt with in the MSS.


	43
	Darcy Long
	Transport

Development
	· Considers Docklands is lacking an area for residents and workers to exercise.  Suggest building a running/walking circuit, adding a green wedge of parkland connecting with the running/walking circuit.

· Considers that there should be better access for cyclists travelling through Southbank and proposes a path on the north bank of the Yarra River linking Docklands with the City and Richmond.

· Would like to see an outdoor public pool along the waterfront on Harbour Esplanade.

· Recommends making a greater density of development mandatory in the City of Melbourne.


	The MSS is a high level document and does not deal with these specific issues in detail.

However it does highlight that a new plan is being prepared for Docklands.  This plan will consider recreational and exercise space for residents and workers.

Cycling throughout the City is adequately dealt with in 21.03-3.

It is not proposed to make a greater density of development mandatory in the City of Melbourne as the whole basis of the MSS is that some areas are not appropriate for greater density and in the areas where Council will support greater density, managing the intensity of development is the issue.
	No change recommended as the matter raised are being considered as part of the Docklands 2nd Decade Project.

In addition, it is not proposed to make a greater density of development mandatory in the City of Melbourne


	44
	Miss Jiah Teh
	24-hour city
	· Objects to the plan to make Melbourne CBD a 24 hour city.  Lives in the city and has experienced unacceptable levels of noise and disturbance.


	The City of Melbourne is a 24 hour city and this needs to be managed.  

The issue of noise from late night activity is dealt with in Clause 21.06-1 as well as at Clause 21.06-10.

	No change recommend issue of noise from late night activity is dealt with in Clause 21.06-1 as well as at Clause 21.06-10

	45
	Enid Hookey 

& John Widmer
	Development

Transport
	· Concerned that Kensington’s unique identity will be destroyed over time.  The area played an important role in the history of the development of Melbourne from the 1850’s until the late 1970’s.

· Requests a buffer zone of open space be provided between the ‘stable areas’ and the areas tagged for “urban renewal” in Kensington.

· Considers the statement that many of the “urban renewal areas” are derelict is misleading by omission as very few areas in Kensington contain large derelict, unoccupied areas of land.

· Considers that is no rationale for the area between Barnett Street, Macaulay Road and Stubbs Road to be classed as an “Urban Renewal Area.

· Concerned that none of the transport infrastructure initiatives listed in 21.03 will alleviate the existing traffic (road and rail) congestion that converges on Kensington from the northern suburbs of Melbourne.  Targeting intense re-development directly into this traffic congestion will make the areas of Kensington and North Melbourne dirtier, noisier, less safe and less liveable.

· Considers that the new MSS is too aggressive.
	Most of Kensington is considered to be a “stable” area where the existing character will be maintained.

In planning the “urban renewal areas” an appropriate interface between different forms of building and land uses will be included in the structure plan.
Agree that the MSS should reflect this by including a strategy to “ensure that the interface between the urban renewal areas and the stable areas is managed so that development in urban renewal areas respects established adjoining areas”.
The MSS considers that the “urban renewal areas” are underutilised OR derelict.  In most cases the land is underutilised in that the density of workers or residents is very low in a central city context.

Barnett Street, with the exception of two small parcels of land on the corner of Macaulay Street is outside the Urban Renewal Area due to the heritage protection over the land.
The management of transport is adequately dealt with in the MSS.  One of the objectives of the MSS is to reduce congestion by encouraging public transport and rail freight.
	Recommended change:
Under 

21.04-2 Objective 4, add the following strategy:

“ensure that the interface between the urban renewal areas and the stable areas is managed so that development in urban renewal areas respects established adjoining areas”.

	46
	Stuart Tait
	Development
	· Objects to Barnett Street, Kensington being identified for as an Urban Renewal Area as ii is at odds with the heritage classification for the area.

· Recommends that the Barnett Street area be identified as a stable area.


	Barnett Street is not in an “Urban Renewal area and is classifies a s “Stable” on the Growth Framework Plan.
	No change recommended as Barnett Street is not in an “Urban Renewal Area”

	47
	Elana Radovic

Dept of Sustainability and Environment
	
	· No objection
	Noted
	No change recommended

	48
	Karen Grimwade
	Public open space

Parking
	· Concerned how the future Jolimont Rail Corridor development will impact on the public’s access to green spaces around East Melbourne/South Yarra.

· Considers Yarra Park is already stressed with excessive parking use and questions how the MSS will mitigate against this in regard to future development.


	The Jolimont Rail Corridor Development will be managed by the State as the land is railway land.  However it is likely that the City of Melbourne will be consulted and that impact of access to green spaces will be carefully managed.

The City of Melbourne no longer manages Yarra Park.
	No change recommended as the Jolimont Rail Corridor Development will be managed by the State as the land is railway land In addition,  The City of Melbourne no longer manages Yarra Park.

	49
	Michael Wetzel
	Arts
	· Supportive of the Council’s busking programme but concerned with some of the behaviour of individual buskers.


	Busking is not managed under the planning scheme.
	No change recommended as the issues raised cannot be dealt with under the Planning scheme.


	50
	Richard McAliece

Public Transport Division

Dept of Transport
	Development

Transport
	· Supports the promotion the promotion of higher density development which is accessible to public transport.

· Supports the development of safe and convenient pedestrian and cycling networks.

· Recommends addition wording “Ensure the tram terminus on Elizabeth Street (near Flinders Street Station) is made accessible for pedestrians and trams only”.
· Infrastructure improvements-for public transport- Supportive of the simplification of planning controls so that the “right” level of control will apply to expedite works.

· Not all planning applications along public transport routes are referred to the Director of Planning Transport.  Recommends that the planning scheme reflect these principles. (VPP Clause 52.36)


	It is not clear what the aim of the recommended wording is.  However details regarding the operation of a tram terminus or part of a road need to be subject to a separate process.  Recommendations will be included in the Transport Strategy which is currently being revised.

The point regarding the referral of applications along public transport routes is one that should be referred to the Minister for Planning as it is a metropolitan wide issue.
	No change recommended.
Support noted.

	51
	Rhys Goodey

Hygieia Nominees P/L
	Heritage
	· Values the existing character, heritage and integrity of the North Melbourne Precinct.  Considers that these elements should be protected and enforced in the Local Plan by conserving existing heritage buildings, not allowing unsuitable or large developments, discouraging more car traffic, increasing green spaces, facilitating appropriate small businesses, respecting the laneways and incentive packages to encourage heritage restoration.


	Most of these principles are embodied in the MSS.  These comments (and all comments relating to the areas for which structure plans are being prepared) have been referred to the Structure Planning team for the area.
	No change recommended as the matters raised will be considered under as part of the Structure Planning process.

	52
	Bev and Paul Tatton
	Sustainability

Licensed venues
	· Applauds the Council for bringing “respect” back to the city.

· Supportive of roof top gardens.

· Concerned with club patrons behaviour in the city who show no respect for hotel guests staying in the area.


	Council is working in a number of directions to manage late night activity in the City. This is a strong focus of the MSS.
	No change recommended as the issue has a strong focus in the MSS.

	53
	Mr Weretka
	Transport
	· Would like the Council consider prohibiting through traffic on Flinders Lane and banning the parking of cars given the narrow width of the lane.

· Supports the pedestrian focus for much of the Hoddle grid.


	While the MSS sets the framework for the management of public spaces, the issue of designating specific streets for particular types of movement will be considered in the Transport strategy currently under review and the subject of more detailed planning.
	No change recommended as the specific issues raised will be reviewed as part of the Transport Strategy.

	54
	Elizabeth Roze
	Arts
	· Questions Melbourne as a creative hub is being fostered when the VCA is facing possible closure and Melbourne University art courses are under threat form being axed.


	The MSS cannot control what art courses are being offered in the City.
	No change recommended as outside the scope of the MSS.

	55
	Nerrida Blashki Pohl

CORBA Delegate

Melbourne 3004
	Development
	· Concerned that developers on the City of Port Phillip side are blocking out beautiful boulevards with tall, glassy buildings replacing light and sky.

· Considers property owners in the City of Melbourne are losing their bay and sky views.  Questions why there are no plans to retain light, pleasure and amenity.

· Requests a Vision Plan and a moratorium on this compaction of towers until a Plan has been produced.
	While the City of Melbourne has no control over the Port Phillip Planning Scheme, the issue should be reviewed and discussed with Port Phillip Council.  The Southbank Structure Plan (amendment sent to the Minister for authorisation) and CBD Built Form Review both address daylight and amenity. 

The CBD Built Form Review will produce a vision but it is not possible to place a moratorium on towers as Council is required to consider all permit applications. 


	No change recommended as the many of the issues raised relate to land in City of Port Phillip.

	56
	Thomas Locke

ING Real Estate Development
	Transport


	· Against the proposed Webb Dock low level rail bridge.

· Requests that the MSS be modified to confirm that the rail link will be made by tunnel only.
	As a high level document the MSS shows the general alignment of Webb Dock rail link but does not address the nature of the river crossing.  The timing and design of the link is yet to be determined by the State Government. The City of Melbourne 2006 Transport Strategy (Moving People and Freight 2006 – 2020) states: “Council supports reinstatement of rail access to Webb Dock but wants any associated river crossing to be sympathetic to the Docklands’ residential and commercial amenity and to minimise impact on watercraft moving to and from Victoria Harbour.”


	No change recommended as the timing and design of the link is yet to be determined by the State Government.   

	57
	Anita Ziemer
	Heritage
	· Considers that the heritage streetscape in the area bounded by the Yarra, Commercial Road, Punt Road and St Kilda Road needs to be protected and historic facades retained.


	This area is generally covered by Heritage Overlays to protect heritage streetscapes and facades.
	No change recommended as the area is protected under existing heritage controls.

	58
	Frank Kinnersley

Friends of Moonee Ponds Creek
	Transport

Environment
	Recommends the following additional objectives to strengthen the MSS:

· “Implement strategies to minimise pedestrian/cycle conflict on shared paths”

· “Ensure parks and open spaces have good pedestrian accessibility”
· “Implement strategies to minimise cycle/pedestrian conflict on shared paths”

· “Ensure adequate provision of rubbish bins along shared paths”

· “Encourage revegetation with indigenous species”

· “Create biolinks for native flora and fauna”

Recommends the following change:

· “Protect the waterways and their banks from significant overshadowing”.

	Cycle / pedestrian conflict and the provision of bins are not planning matters.

The points regarding vegetation and bio-links would strengthen the objective of encouraging new habitats and should be added to the MSS.
Further detailed planning along the Moonee Ponds Creek will be in the Arden Macaulay Structure Plan project.
	Add the following strategies under clause 21.05-3

· “Encourage revegetation with predominnately indigenous species”

· “Create biolinks for native flora and fauna”



	59
	Ms Lan-Ping
	Safety

Public open space
	· Concerned with the lack of strategic statements with regard to how to counter rising crime rates and violence, maintain existing parkland which may be suffering from climate change and improvement of the existing public realm.


	In planning terms these are all dealt with adequately under clauses 21.04-3, 21.06-1, (safety), 21.04-5, (parkland) and 21.04-4 (public realm).
	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised.

	60
	Lindsay Doig
	Development

Transport
	Would like the policy direction in the MSS to:

· Discourage growth.

· Meet infrastructure needs before development is approved.

· Improve access facilities for vehicular traffic

· Mitigate the impacts of development at least during construction.


	Under the MSS growth is discouraged in some areas and encouraged in other areas.

In the areas of the most growth, the urban renewal areas infrastructure needs will be planned for prior to development.

Access facilities for vehicular traffic are considered adequate but need to be improved for buses and trams as provided for in the MSS.

Currently it is Council practice to require construction management plans to mitigate the impact of development.
	No change recommended as targeted growth (urban consolidation) and with appropriate design objectives are consistent with State Government Policy

	61
	David Marshall
	Development


	· Against the urban growth plan for the area around Anthony Street which he considers is a blueprint for uncontrolled high rise development.

· Recommends moving the southern boundary of the urban renewal areas (ie open slather development) to the north of Franklin Street and excise the market from it.


	These are detailed planning issues which will be considered as part of the City North Structure Plan.  This area is also included in the “Central City Built Form Review” 


	No change recommended as the matter will be considered under the structure plan process. 

	62
	Mrs Taryn Fernando

Owners of Industrial 1 Land in Scarborough Group
	Development
	· Request the land at 10, 12, 14 and 16 Scarborough Place be rezoned to a Mixed Use Zone. Believes that as an “Urban Renewal Area” the current zoning of Industrial 1 Zone would achieve a good mix of light commercial and residential.


	These are detailed planning issues which will be considered as part of the Arden McCauley Structure Plan.
One – off rezoning request cannot be considered prior to the adoption of the MSS which provides Council with a strategic framework for future growth and development of the City. 


	No change recommended as these are detailed planning issues which will be considered as part of the Arden McCauley Structure Plan.


	63
	T S Christabel
	Heritage
	· Requests removal of the heritage overlay over her property at 138-140 Stanley Street to allow for a redevelopment of the factory to a residential or mix use development.


	The MSS is not the vehicle for considering individual property proposals.
	No change recommended as the MSS is not the appropriate vehicle for considering individual property proposals.


	64
	Bernd & Marie Aberle
	Development
	· Supports an increased population density but would like to see building development include more family friendly environments.  ie more low rise construction, family size number of bedrooms (3-4 bedrooms) and easy walking distance to green recreation and children’s play areas.  


	All of these issues are being considered in the development of the structure plans.
	No change recommended as these issues are being considered in the development of the structure plans.

	65
	Lori-Ann Dalton
	Sustainability
	· Supports the policy on sustainable transport, greener buildings and greener spaces.

· Would like to see more family friendly housing options.


	The point about family friendly housing options has been included in the discussion section of the MSS but not as a strategy. This should be rectified.
	Under clause 21.06-2 amend Objective 2 to read 

“To support housing for families and the provision of good social housing and affordable housing and add the following strategy Support a mix of housing sizes and types to meet a diversity of households.”


	66
	Warren Green

Carlton Residents Association
	Development

Transport


	In general agreement with the land use and development objectives except for the following:

· Concerned that planning scheme controls cannot guarantee outcomes as they are challenged and regularly overturned.

· Specifies area of concern as the east side of Rathdowne Street between Victoria Street and Grattan Street and requests that this south-east precinct of Carlton should be re-classified from “on-going change” to “stable” to avoid poor planning outcomes in the future.

· Believes the work on student housing is important and overdue.

· Identifies that the MSS acknowledges the impact of the proposed “Westgate Alternative” but ignores the existing traffic generated by the Eastern Freeway into the municipality.  Request that this issue be acknowledged at the policy level.

· Believes that improved traffic flow for all traffic should still be a priority along side the improvements in public transport, cycling and walking for the sake of improved amenity and environment.  To ignore the worsening traffic flow of non-freight vehicles is a recipe for downgraded amenity and environment.

· Disappointed with Council’s proposed policy of retaining rather than increasing numbers of dwellings in Public Housing Estates.


	Council has recently introduced or has progressed planning scheme amendments to improve the performance of the planning scheme.  This includes a student housing policy which has recently been approved.

The area between Grattan Street and Victoria Parade provides the opportunity and the potential for use and land development change in accordance with existing planning scheme controls.  This area is zoned Mixed Use and is subject to a number of planning scheme controls relating guide appropriate outcomes.
Details regarding traffic flows will be dealt with under Council’s revised transport strategy. 
	No change recommended as the issues raised have been responded to either in the MSS or through individual amendments to the scheme.

	67
	Nerrida Blashki

Melbourne 3004 

CORBA Representative
	Transport

Development

Facilities
	Submission is made on behalf of owners corporations that line St.Kilda Road east through to High Street Prahran.

· Questions the building of 3 new tram super stops.

· Concerned with the height and density of buildings being constructed in the City of Port Phillip as they cut out light and views from existing apartments.

· Concerned with the overshadowing of St.Kilda Road.

· Requests a moratorium on increased height and density along the south side of Toorak Road to allow a report and vision statement be prepared on the importance of the St.Kilda Road boulevard.

· Identifies that Albert Park Lake is underutilised.


	The MSS encourages public transport. Details of where tram stops should be located are beyond the scope of the MSS. 

The other issues mentioned are issues of detail which are beyond the scope of an MSS.

While the City of Melbourne has no control over the Port Phillip Planning Scheme, the issue should be discussed with Port Phillip Council.  The Southbank Structure Plan (amendment sent to the Minister for authorisation) and CBD Built Form Review both address daylight and amenity. 

The CBD Built Form Review will produce a vision but it is not possible to place a moratorium on towers as Council is required to consider all permit applications. 


	No change recommended as the issues relate to outside the City of Melbourne.

	68
	Richard Tisher
	Development

Heritage
	· Concerned that future development in University Street East, Carlton will not adhere to current heritage and height limits and therefore not remain a “Stable Area”.

· Requests that the MSS contain a clear reference to the Exhibition/Carlton Gardens Heritage Environs Strategy Plan.
	Council will only support applications that meet the provisions of the Planning Scheme including the MSS.
There is a reference to the Exhibition/Carlton Gardens Heritage Environs Strategy Plan in the Melbourne Planning Scheme.
	No change recommended as the issues relate to current planning scheme requirements.

	69
	Stuart Brew
	Development

Heritage

Transport

Safety
	· Objects to the area to the west of Dodds Street Southbank being in the category of “Urban Renewal”.  Considers the area to be an area of “”Ongoing Change” due to the existence of important heritage buildings such as the Malthouse theatre.

· Considers the MSS to be ambiguous for the area north of Dodds Street Southbank.  Would like to see the retention of many of the interesting buildings such as the Australian Ballet Centre, and the horse stables.

· Strongly objects to clause 21.03-4 (private motor transport).  He believes electric cars should be illegal given that they run on coal fire electricity generation.

· Concerned with the low level of safety on public trams.


	Issues in relation to Southbank were discussed with the community during extensive consultation on the plan.  The designation of the area west of Dodds Street as an urban renewal area reflects the detail in the plan and will not affect the heritage status or protection of identified heritage buildings.

Detail planning for Southbank is to be found in the Structure Plan and not the MSS which sets the framework.

It is not necessary for electric vehicles to be run on coal fired electricity generation.  The MSS should be amended accordingly.

The level of safety on trams is not a planning issue.
	Under Clause 21.03-4 objective 1 change the wording:

“Support the provision of re-charging facilities for electric powered motor vehicles to read Support the provision of re-charging facilities powered by renewable sources of energy for electric powered motor vehicles “

	70
	Brian  & Rosie Smith
	Facilities

Parking

Public Open space
	· Concerned with the shift of control of Yarra Park over to the Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust and the Melbourne Cricket Club.  Considers the change of control alienates the public land and ensures that the use of the park is dominated by a large carpark.

· Requests that the MSS be amended to include a provision to restore Yarra Park to a public park.


	Through the application of a Public Park and Recreation Zone of Yarra Park, the Melbourne Planning Scheme already identifies it as an area for public recreation and open space with the provision of commercial uses where appropriate.
	No change recommended as the current zoning provides protection of the park.

	71
	Miss Xina Xia
	24-hour city

Licensed venues

Transport

Development
	· Considers that Melbourne is not a 24 hour city due to the lack of activity around the clock.

· Considers that Melbourne has too many large late night licensed venues and many should be closed.

· Considers that Melbourne’s public transport has deteriorated into a farce in recent years.

· Supports the integration of bike paths into the Melbourne landscape, and considers that motorists and cyclists should be separated from each other on the roads.

· Objects to the population growth policy given that we need a sustainable country not a big country.

· Concerned that growing numbers of young people are missing out on university places due to the numbers of international students.

· Considers that the eco-city policy does not respect the need for urgency on sustainable practices.

· Concerned with inappropriate land use decisions made by local government.


	The MSS seeks to manage licensed premises. The strategy at 21.06-1 seeks provide a mix of land use and activities to avoid parts of the central City being deserted.  21.06-6 seeks provide a range of entertainment activities throughout the day and night in the central City.
Public transport service provision is the responsibility of the State Government.

The MSS does state that there will be future provision of dedicated cycle routes and pedestrian safety and links are also detailed in Clause 21.03-2.

The accommodation of population growth in the developed parts of the metropolitan area is State policy.  This MSS implements State policy at the local level.

Council understands the needs for action on climate change and has a number of policies and programs.

The numbers of people attending university is governed by State and Federal policy.

	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised.

	72
	Karen Woo

Lend Lease
	Transport
	· Does not support the proposed Web Dock Rail Bridge as it affects marina operations and will potentially restrict boating activity in Victoria Harbour.


	As a high level document the MSS shows the general alignment of Webb Dock rail link but does not address the nature of the river crossing.  The timing and design of the link is yet to be determined by the State Government. The City of Melbourne 2006 Transport Strategy (Moving People and Freight 2006 – 2020) states: “Council supports reinstatement of rail access to Webb Dock but wants any associated river crossing to be sympathetic to the Docklands’ residential and commercial amenity and to minimise impact on watercraft moving to and from Victoria Harbour.”

	No change recommended.  Council supports reinstatement of rail access to Webb Dock but wants any associated river crossing to be sympathetic to the Docklands’ residential and commercial amenity and to minimise impact on watercraft moving to and from Victoria Harbour.


	73
	Michael Curnow
	Transport


	· Applauds the encouragement of walking and cycling but considers it hazardous to allow unrestricted cycling in Southbank and the Yarra River paths along the city.

· Suggest offering free or discounted use of all forms of public transport.


	Noted. 
Public transport service provision is the responsibility of the State Government.
	No change recommended as Public transport service provision is the responsibility of the State Government.


	74
	Gabrielle Stannus

Friends of Royal Park

Parkville
	Transport

Environment

Public open space
	Recommends the following additional objectives to strengthen the MSS:

· “Implement strategies to minimise pedestrian/cycle conflict on shared paths”

· “Ensure parks and open spaces have good pedestrian accessibility”
· “Encourage revegetation with indigenous species”

· “Create and protect biolinks for native flora and fauna”.

· Ensure that cyclist and service vehicles use the designated path system in parks, gardens, reserves and other open spaces where they are permitted, and do not impact adversely on parkland”.
Recommends the following changes:

· “Encourage the retention and re-growth of predominantly indigenous vegetation in Royal Park in keeping with the Royal Park MasterPlan”.
· Ensure that development within and surrounding the city’s parks, gardens, reserves and other public spaces does not adversely impact on the recreational amenity or environmental and aesthetic values of the park, garden reserve or open space”

	Most of the issues raised in this submission relate to the management of Council’s parks and not to the planning scheme or MSS.

The points regarding vegetation and biolinks would strengthen the objective of encouraging new habitats and should be added to the MSS.

The MSS at 21.04-3 supports access to parks and in Clause 21.04-5 supports the preservation and enhancement of all CoM open spaces and references the major Parks MasterPlans which detail the parks development, use, maintenance and planting.


	Add the following strategies under clause 21.05-3

· “Encourage revegetation with appropriate  predominantly indigenous species”

· “Create biolinks for native flora and fauna”

In 21.04-5 Public Open Space, replace the dot point which reads Ensure that development within and surrounding the City’s parks and gardens does not adversely impact on the recreational amenity, or environmental and aesthetic values of the park with Ensure that development within and surrounding the city’s parks, gardens, reserves and other public spaces does not adversely impact on the recreational amenity or environmental and aesthetic values of the park, garden reserve or open space.


	75
	Patrick Donovan

CEO Music Victoria
	Arts

Development
	· Request the Council to consider the value of contemporary live music in any arts and entertainment policy.

· Believes the onus of responsibility should be on the new residents and developers to double glaze their windows and to expect noise when land is developed next to an existing live music venue.
	At Clause 21.06-2 of the MSS, one of the strategies identified in relation to residential amenity is to “ensure new dwellings are located and designed to protect prospective residents from off-site amenity impacts”.

The amenity principles at Clause 21.06-10 state that in all zones except for Residential Zones, all new residential uses must ensure appropriate acoustic attenuation measures.
	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised.

	76
	Nerida Pohl
	Development


	· Concerned there is no vision plan for the east side of St.Kilda Road (south of Toorak Road).

· Considers that the Council should protect the liveability and amenity of the existing residents from loss of light/sky and the effects of severe wind tunnels.


	The area mentioned, save for Fawkner Park, is identified as either “Stable Area” or “Ongoing Change Area” and therefore the vision identified at Clause 21.02 together with the built form and land use amenity principles at Clauses 21.06-9 & 21.06-10 apply.

The existing planning controls found elsewhere in the Melbourne Planning Scheme will continue to be applied to achieve the preferred land use and built form outcomes for the area.  One of the strategies at Clause 21.04-3 is to “ensure tower buildings are well spaced and sited to provide equitable access to an outlook and daylight to all towers”.  Furthermore, a number of built form amenity principles at Clause 21.06-9 deal with access to daylight, sunlight, privacy and outlook for ‘Stable Areas’, ‘Ongoing Change Areas’ and ‘Urban Renewal Areas’.

Clause 21.03-4 states to “ensure development minimises the adverse effects of wind down drafts and provides wind protection in public and private outdoor spaces”.
	No change recommended as the issues relate to current planning scheme requirements.

	77
	Michelle Carrick
	Development

Public open space
	· Pleased to see that Council is encouraging inner city residential living but is concerned with noise disturbances to existing and future residents from rubbish trucks and the like.

· Highlights the need to consider “green spaces” as an important issue to the city and its residents.


	Noted

At Clause 21.06-2 of the MSS, one of the strategies identified in relation to residential amenity is to “ensure new dwellings are located and designed to protect prospective residents from off-site amenity impacts”.

The amenity principles at Clause 21.06-10 state that in all zones except for Residential Zones, all new residential uses must ensure appropriate acoustic attenuation measures.

In addition, it is stated that “All uses, particularly late night uses must consider their potential impacts on amenity”. 

Clauses 21.04-4 and 21.04-5 adequately deal with the Public Realm and Public Open Space.

	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised.

	78
	George & Elizabeth Wood
	Development

Transport
	In favour of developing underutilised areas provided that the following principles are taken into account:

· A mix of light industrial and living spaces with cheaper and more expensive housing.

· Provide a mix of public and private housing.

· No high rise public housing.

· Limit traffic through living spaces.

· Living areas should be built around shopping precincts and community facilities.


	Separate detailed structure planning work is underway in relation to areas identified in the MSS as Urban Renewal Areas.
	No change recommended as these issues are being considered in the development of the structure plans.

	79
	Mark Duckworth
	Development


	· Considers the amenity principles for “On-Going Change Areas” give established residents less rights than those in “Stable Areas”.

· Request the boundaries of these two areas in the vicinity of North Melbourne be reviewed.


	Areas identified as “Ongoing Change Areas” are zoned Business Zone, Industrial Zone, Capital City Zone or Mixed Use Zone and therefore by definition encourage a mix of land uses. “Stable Areas”, on the other hand are predominantly residential and have extensive heritage controls.

Changes in land use and new developments in the Ongoing Change Areas will continue to be assessed on a case by case basis and in accordance with the relevant planning controls within other sections of the Melbourne Planning Scheme.

	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised in addition to the existing controls in the planning scheme.

	80
	Stan Cooke
	Economic development
	· Outlines the key rational for a market outcome production methodology.


	Noted
	No change recommended

	81
	Phillip Reed
	Development
	· Requests that the Council acts to preserve the sense of openness to the areas north, west and south of the city’s rail yards by avoiding development above the rail yards.  If the rail yards are roofed over it should only be used as an opportunity to create further open space.


	The State Government does not anticipate development of the railyards for many years.  It is too soon to be formulating development parameters for this area.
	No change recommended as the development of the land is the responsibility of the State Government.

	82
	Steve Blackie

Regency Towers Owners Corporation

265 Exhibition St, Melb.
	Development

Safety

Planning outcomes
	· Considers that the MSS needs to be strengthened to ensure the principles are not ignored and are given weight at VCAT.

· The Municipal Profile should recognise the importance of keeping the city safe to ensure that the existing residents stay and support the entertainment venues and restaurants.

· Requests that Council take a holistic look at all development options for a specific block or pocket of the city and approve block plans rather than assessing one development at a time.  Communities should be given the right to be involved in the decision making.

· Considers that a principle of “surrounding area” based planning instead of site by site planning should apply to the Stable, Ongoing Change and Urban Renewal Areas.  The broad principle should be that development of CBD blocks/pockets should be planned and appraised in the context of the immediate surroundings and varied community interests, not simply by individual applications that are currently being too easily pushed through VCAT.

· Requests a wording change in Section 21.02 to reflect a movement away from the old site by site approach to a new “surrounding area” approach for all specific area types to improve planning outcomes.

· Strongly supports the integration of transport with land use and development strategies-particularly with reference to the protection of laneways and the removal of waste bins from laneways and heritage, urban structure, safety and health.
	The MSS is a high level strategic document underpinned by Council’s land use and development vision.  It also provides the rationale for the zones, overlays and specific provisions in the scheme which are all site based controls.

Safety in public spaces is adequately dealt with in the MSS.

In most parts of the City development options are governed by current provisions which have been the subject of previous holistic strategies.  This is not site by site planning.

The MSS does not detail the third party appeal rights or the involvement of stakeholders in the planning process these details are in the Planning and Environment Act 1987.

Support for the strategies identified in the MSS in relation to the integration of transport with land use and development, heritage, urban structure, safety, health and well being, public realm, eco-city and mix of uses, is noted

	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised

	83
	Alison Parr
	Safety

Development

Planning outcomes
	· Considers that the MSS needs to be strengthened to ensure the principles are not ignored and are given weight at VCAT.

· The Municipal Profile should recognise the importance of keeping the city safe to ensure that the existing residents stay and support the entertainment venues and restaurants.

· Requests that Council take a holistic look at all development options for a specific block or pocket of the city and approve block plans rather than assessing one development at a time.  Communities should be given the right to be involved in the decision making.

· Considers that a principle of “surrounding area” based planning instead of site by site planning should apply to the Stable, Ongoing Change and Urban Renewal Areas.  The broad principle should be that development of CBD blocks/pockets should be planned and appraised in the context of the immediate surroundings and varied community interests, not simply by individual applications that currently be too easily pushed through VCAT.

· Requests a wording change in Section 21.02 to reflect a movement away from the old site by site approach to a new “surrounding area” approach for all specific area types to improve planning outcomes.

· Strongly supports the integration of transport with land use and development strategies-particularly with reference to the protection of laneways and the removal of waste bins from laneways.
	The MSS is a high level strategic document that is underpinned by Council’s land use and development vision.  It also provides the rationale for the zones, overlays and specific provisions in the scheme.

The MSS does not detail the third party appeal rights or the involvement of stakeholders in the planning process these details are in the Planning and Environment Act 1987.

Support for the strategies identified in the MSS in relation to the integration of transport with land use and development, heritage, urban structure, safety, health and well being, public realm, eco-city and mix of uses, is noted
	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised

	
	
	
	· Strongly support the strategies relating to heritage, distinctive urban structure, safety, health and well being, public realm,

 public space, eco-city, and mix of uses.
	
	

	84
	Coral Young

City of Moonee Valley
	Sustainability

Transport

Development


	· Offers general support for the MSS and in particular the strategies for zero carbon emissions.

· Raises concerns about the Racecourse road Rail Corridor in regard to vehicle access, residential amenity, and council services and infrastructure.

· Requests that CoM has particular regard to on-road bicycle networks feeding in from Moonee Valley.

· Would like to ensure that any further development or growth on the Melbourne side of Flemington is not done in isolation of the rest of the suburb.

· Requests consideration of the draft structure plan for the Racecourse Road for future developments in the Melbourne municipality.

· Request to be involved in the review of the CoM Transport Strategy.


	Consultation with our neighbouring Councils will be undertaken to ensure consideration and possible integration of each Council’s respective strategies, structure plans and on-road bike networks.
	No change recommended as these issues will be considered in the development of the structure plan for the area.

	85
	Maureen Capp

Residents’ Rights
	Public open space
	· Congratulates the CoM on its new MSS.

· Supports the submissions by Regency Towers Owners Corporation and Ms Alison Parr.

· Requests an additional Public Open Space strategy to oblige developers of inner city buildings to make larger and more significant contributions to ensure that Council can further develop open space.


	Noted

An open space strategy is being developed separately.
	No change recommended as a CoM open space strategy is being developed separately.

	86
	Dr Wayne Fitzgerald
	Development

Transport

Parking


	· Questions why we have to accept/accommodate such a proposed massive population increase. Considers increased density appropriate for underdeveloped areas such as Dockland and North Melbourne but inappropriate in established heritage areas such as Carlton.

· Concerned with the recent reduction of roadway widths and the allocation of sole access lanes on roads to cyclists.

· Concerned that there is no provision for cars and trucks to travel across and around the CBD.

· Questions why the CoM allows reduced off street car parking by regulation-this will contribute to crowded on street car parking.

· If cars are to be discouraged, questions what realistic alternatives are being offered, eg. satellite car parks in outer areas.

· Supports the matters raised in the Carlton Resident’s Associations submission.


	The municipality has been and will continue to grow. It is therefore important to plan for this growth and this can be achieved through managed and targeted growth, which is the basis for the “Stable Areas”, “Ongoing Change Areas” and “Urban renewal Areas” approach.

While the recent reduction of roadway widths and the allocation of sole access lanes on roads to cyclists are not direct land use planning actions, the MSS supports enhancing facilities for pedestrians and cyclists.
The MSS supports “the reduction or waiving of car parking for new uses and developments which have good access to public transport”. Developments in areas with maximum car parking rates will still trigger planning permit requirements and require justification for any reduction or waiving of those rates.

Blanket reduced off street car parking rates have been implemented through Planning Scheme Amendments in areas with a suitable level of access to alternative modes of transport and where residents of new developments that increase residential density will not be entitled to on-street car parking permits. Reduced off-street car parking will therefore not negatively impact on-street car parking. 

In relation to matters raised in the Carlton Residents’ Association’s submission, please refer to Council’s response to submission 66.
	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies to respond to the issues raised

	87
	PJ Knight
	Liveability


	· Suggests that Melbourne needs a stretching strategy such as “Melbourne to become THE most liveable city in the world”.

· Concerned with the level of liveability in Melbourne and its ability to connect people (mostly tourists) to the other states at low cost.  States that if Paris can do it then so can Melbourne.


	The vision “to grow Melbourne as a global city and as one of the top ten most liveable and sustainable cities in the world” is considered to be a sufficiently high goal.

There are a number of land use and built form amenity principles in the MSS to support the liveability goal.

The City of Melbourne cannot govern the provision of low cost of inter-state travel.
	No change recommended as there are a number of land use and built form amenity principles in the MSS to support the liveability goal.


	88
	Thomas Locke

ING Real Estate
	Retail
	· Concerned that “Watefront City” is labelled as a secondary retail precinct.  Requests that the MSS be amended to reflect its true status as primary retail to align with the primary retail status afforded to the Victoria Harbour precinct.
	Agree that the MSS should support Waterfront City as a primary retail area of Docklands.  
	Recommended change:

Clause 21.06-3

Delete the words “secondary” in respect to the Waterfront retail area in Docklands.



	89
	Contour Consultants

On behalf of EG Funds Management, Elizabeth Street Kensington
	Development
	· Generally supports Amendment C162 but requests the indicative timeframe for the Elizabeth Street Area Structure Plan be reduced to 2-5 years given that this are is ripe for major mixed use re-development.


	Structure Planning has commenced with a draft expected mid 2011.  The timing of development will be variable and dependent on the proposed Arden McCauley Station.
	No change recommended 

	90
	Doug Robertson
	Transport

Parking

Public open space
	· Agrees with the strategies to encourage more efficient use of private cars, to discourage the use of the car in the city and minimising the impact of car parking in Yarra Park.

· Concerned that there is no statement about how car parking can be provided in a sustainable manner in the long term.

· Believes that the use of Yarra Park will continue to cause angst and goes against so many of the objectives the CoM will want to include in its new plan.  Recommends that there should be a specific reference to working with government and sporting bodies to address the issue of car parking.


	Clause 21.03-4 highlights Council’s strategies to encourage more efficient use of private motor vehicles.  Council is currently preparing a revised transport strategy which will address car parking. 
The use of Yarra Park for car parking is the responsibility of the State Government who transferred authority away from the City of Melbourne.
	No change recommended as the MSS contains objectives to discourage car use.

	91
	Mark Metelmann
	Transport

Development
	Suggests the following for the future development of Melbourne:

· Build car parks at distant railway stations to encourage people to park and ride.

· Widen pavements in the central city.

· Provide more cycle lanes.

· Favour traffic lights for pedestrians and cyclists.

· Minimise right turn for cars.

· Close some city roads on Saturdays and provide more “Bourke Street” equivalents.

· Introduce road tolls and make public transport free.

· Restrict heavy vehicle access to the CBD.

· Build wider cycle lanes such as in Albert Street.

· Discourage the use of car horns.

· Remove the requirement for helmets (on public bikes) for people over the age of 16.

· Introduce a Metropolitan Authority to oversee the integration of all suburbs of Melbourne.

· Improve the train service by having more trains, express services, toilets on trains, building rolling stock and up grade traffic signalling.

· Install more bike racks in areas of high demand.

· Use the upper floors of buildings in the Lonsdale/Russell/Swanston/Little Bourke streets for apartments.

· Build three and four storey developments along Lygon Street but ensure that the design is appropriate.

· Encourage apartments above shops.

· Limit high rise developments over six storeys.
	Section 21.03 provides high level strategy for integrating transport with land use and development and for supporting public transport, walking and cycling.

The use of buildings for apartments in Lonsdale/Russell/Swanston/Little Bourke streets is currently permitted. 

The MSS includes strategies to ensure that the built form of a building is appropriate to its context and is designed to reduce the need for artificial heating and cooling.


	No change recommended

	
	
	
	· Encourage all buildings with windows to the north and west to have sun shades over the windows to shield summer sun.


	
	

	92
	Russell Kennedy Group

On behalf of Queen Victoria Market P/L
	Integration of strategies


	Identifies the following inadequacies:

· Largely ignores the considerable strategic work relating to the QVM.

· Fails to give due recognition to the important role that the QVM plays in Melbourne.

· Does not identify the strategic planning issues facing QVM, nor give any indication as to how its objectives are to be achieved.

Recommends the following:

· Set out QVM’s opportunities and constraints

· List objectives for the QVM site.

· List strategies to address the current and future planning issues confronting QVM.


	The MSS includes broad strategies to support the continued operation of the Queen Victoria Market as well as its development if appropriate.  It is not appropriate for the MSS to include details of the issues or opportunities facing the site.

The area is identified as an Urban Renewal Area.  Change will take place in the context of a well developed Structure Plan. The redevelopment of the car park site adjacent to the Market will be the subject of a separate piece of work looking at development opportunities on the site.  
	No change recommended.

	93
	Dr Paul Ramage

Dept of Human Resources


	Development

Facilities
	· Strongly supports the new MSS, in particular the strategy to provide good social and affordable housing

· Given the focus for new residential development, suggest that the MSS adopts a stronger focus on planning for community services and infrastructure to service the growing residential population.

· Recommends the inclusion of a Community Infrastructure Plan to link in with the proposed Affordable Housing Strategy.

· Supports government and private market initiatives to provide low cost home ownership and home rental.


	Support noted.

Comments noted on the provision of Community Infrastructure Plan which will be considered in the formulation of a future Affordable Housing strategy.
	No change recommended.

	94
	Melbourne Water
	Public open space

Flooding

Development
	· Commends the inclusion of strategies that enhance the river health values of the Yarra River, Moonee Ponds Creek and the Maribyrnong River.

· Supports Water Sensitive Urban Design Principles and flood risk mitigation measures

· Recommends introducing an interim measure for Melbourne Water and Council to use for assessing new development proposals in the Urban Renewal Areas.


	Noted
	No change recommended

	95
	Vic Urban
	Development


	· Generally supports the Urban Growth Framework Plan but identifies a number of changes required to the maps. (ie:National Ice Skating Complex, Harbour Esplanade, block between Collins Street and Bourke Street, North Warf and Waterfront City to be shown as On-going change area, update existing Docklands Road network, and show Waterfront of Yarra’s Edge as Urban Renewal Area.

· Acknowledges a key parallel element of the future strategic planning for Docklands is the Docklands Strategic Framework which ultimately will be incorporated into the Melbourne Planning Scheme.


	The areas identified as On-going change in this submission are substantially developed and therefore should be changed. 
The Waterfront of Yarra’s Edge should be shown as an Urban Renewal Area as it is undeveloped.
	Recommended change:

Map changes as requested.

	96
	Fiona Park

Royal Melbourne Showgrounds Redevelopment Joint Venture
	Events

Development

Transport

Sustainability
	· Amend to recognise Melbourne’s role as an Events City.

· Remove negative language in order to highlight the Showgrounds as a valuable public asset to be managed sensitively and effectively, not as a problem to be managed.

· Supports the Showgrounds as an area of “on going change”.


	21.01-5 Prosperous City highlights the importance of events in attracting national and international visitors to Melbourne.

Agree that the MSS should reflect support for the events at the Showgrounds and the Flemington Racecourse but is also important that these facilities consider the amenity of the surrounding residents.
	Recommended change

Add to 21.06-6

“Support the on going roles of the Royal Melbourne Showgrounds and the Flemington Racecourse as event venues having regard to the amenity of the surrounding area having regard to the amenity of surrounding areas”.

	
	
	
	· Supports the concept of priority roads and requests Council consider a range of further temporary measures on these roads.  Concerned about the traffic congestion to the Showground for patrons on Racecourse Road, Elliott Ave and Macarthur Roads.

· Reminds Council of its commitment to landscape Epsom Road.

· Recommends a greater emphasis on improving public transport infrastructure throughout the city.

· Supports the designation of the Racecourse Rail Corridor as an “Urban Renewal Area” provided that the spur line is converted to regular train services.  Requests that it be specifically mentioned as one of the largest urban renewal areas available in the city.

· Recognises that any development in the rail corridor must recognise and take account of the two existing key uses in the precinct.

· Supports initiatives to deal with storm water and grey water
	Noted. This is a detailed traffic management issue which cannot be dealt with in the MSS.

Noted

The MSS support improved public transport throughout the City of Melbourne.

Support noted.  Development of land within all of the designated Urban Renewal Areas will take place only in accordance with a comprehensive structure plan.


	

	97
	Leo Silver
	Development
	· Supports land at Barrett Street Kensington being included in an “Urban Renewal Area” but considers that the timeframe of 5-15 years for re-development as being too long.

· Requests that the Structure Planning and associated rezonings commence immediately.


	Noted

Barnett Street, with the exception of two small parcels of land on the corner of Macaulay Street is outside the Urban Renewal Area.
	No change recommended as Barrett Street is predominately outside the Urban Renewal Area

	98
	Michele Anderson
	Transport


	· Considers the proposed “Web Dock Rail link” to be disastrous and have a huge impact on the residents and businesses in Docklands and businesses west of the crossing at Lorimer Street.

· Concerned that the lower height of a raill bridge will severely restrict boating activity and craft access.

· Recommends that the rail link be by a tunnel.


	As a high level document the MSS shows the general alignment of Webb Dock rail link but does not address the nature of the river crossing.  The timing and design of the link is yet to be determined by the State Government. The City of Melbourne 2006 Transport Strategy (Moving People and Freight 2006 – 2020) states: “Council supports reinstatement of rail access to Webb Dock but wants any associated river crossing to be sympathetic to the Docklands’ residential and commercial amenity and to minimise impact on watercraft moving to and from Victoria Harbour.”


	No change recommended as the timing, location and design of the link is the responsibility of the State Government.

	99
	Suzanne Dobbinson
	Development
	· Opposed to her property in Tankard Street being included in an “Urban Renewal Area” and questions what level of change should be expected.


	Tankard Street is in a Stable Area.
	No change recommended as Tankard Street is in a Stable Area.

	100
	Sam Heffernan

MAB Corporation
	Transport

Development
	· Concerned that the “Web Dock Rail link” will have a considerable negative impact on NewQuay and Docklands.

· Issues of concern relate to impact on property values, viability of future projects particularly in New Quay’s western precinct, increased noise levels, the effect on restricted Victor Harbour vessel access, the impact on retail precincts that rely heavily on water activity and the amenity and long term perception of Docklands as Melbourne’s water gateway.


	Council’s position is to support a link between the Web Dock and the existing rail line. The form and structure of the link must not adversely impact on the amenity of land within the municipality, particularly in the Docklands area.


	No change recommended as the timing, location and design of the link is the responsibility of the State Government.

	101
	CoRBA-Melbourne
	Policy

Arts

Development

Heritage
	PART 1 GENERAL COMMENTS

· Concerned with the “minimalist” approach to the MSS and with the protracted process of relying on future structure plans.

· Despite the strategic intent, the MSS is considered not sufficiently specific and clear with too many imprecise “descriptors” such as ‘preferred and ‘discretionary”.

· Questions the justification for the new strategic approach.

· Requests a stronger emphasis on community amenity and precinct diversity and a move away from municipality wide orientation.

· Concerned that the current configuration of Council impacts adversely on the planning review process and the MSS reflects this difficulty.


	The MSS outlines the Council’s vision for managed and targeted growth as well as outlining the characteristics and areas of the municipality that need to be retained and protected.  It is the overarching strategic document which forms the basis for all other controls in the planning scheme as well as future strategic work in the municipality.  

The structure plans (which will provide the detail on appropriate use and development for the targeted growth areas) will be the subject of extensive community consultation.  They will be based on the objectives and strategies of the MSS and also take account of relevant government policy directions and land use and development initiatives.  


	PART 1

No change recommended as the MSS outlines the Council’s vision for managed and targeted growth as well as outlining the characteristics and areas of the municipality that need to be retained and protected. The structure plans will provide the detail on appropriate use and development for the targeted growth areas.

	
	
	
	· Seek greater clarification on the matter of appropriate or desirable levels or types of urban renewal and optimum density.

· Questions the accuracy and the unjustified decisions about growth area designations.

· Finds the two stage refining process post MSS problematic and questions the implementation of the Structure Plan outcomes into the MSS.

· Concerned that the same matters raised in the previous MSS (2004) such as lack of heritage support and lack of planning rigor are being raised in the new MSS.

· Seeks clarification as to what happens in the event that the outcomes of the Structure Plans are not consistent with the new MSS.

Fails to mention the relationship between the State Government and Federal

PART 2 SPECIFIC COMMENTS

21.01-1

· Inadequate focus on residential and community amenity and diversity.

· Inadequate planning policy emphasis on conserving historic assets including historic public open spaces.

21.01-4

· Omits reference to important art clusters in the municipality.

· Fails to protect community accessibility to cultural assets from commercial exploitation eg; Yarra Park, Princes Park Sydney Myer Music Bowl and Melbourne General Cemetery.


	The designation of “Urban Renewal Areas” was based on a range of factors including existing identified areas such as Docklands and Southbank, areas where there is vacant and undeveloped land; and areas which have potential due to the proposed location of new underground stations.  In some cases the boundaries of these areas have been determined by completed planning processes.  In other cases planning is underway.

The MSS doesn’t detail preferred and discretionary matters, rather these details are provided in the zone and overlay provisions in the Melbourne Planning Scheme.

Heritage is highlighted in the MSS as one of the City’s greatest assets and supported by heritage protection objectives and strategies in 21.04-1.  Heritage protection is further detailed in other Melbourne Planning Scheme

provisions. 

The support for high levels of amenity underpins the MSS, particularly in Clause 21.06 Land Use Amenity and Diversity.  This section also outlines Built Form and Land Use Amenity principles.

The MSS being a high level document recognises major art clusters at the North Melbourne Town Hall and Metropolitan Meat Market, and in Southbank. 

The MSS aims to protect public open space and Clause 21.04-5 states, “ensure that there is no net reduction in parkland area”.


	PART 2

No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies that respond to the issues raised.

	
	
	
	21.01-6

· Does not provide policy regulating the acquisition of housing stock by education institutions.

· Fails to recognise the decline in international tertiary student numbers.

21.01-7

· Should address the matter of internal flexibility in design.

21.03 Wind as a deterrent to pedestrians is not adequately addressed.

21.04

· Ignores heritage issue in respect to new developments and/or extensions.

· Accepts that liquor licensing is embedded in strategic policy but considers that compliance alone does not provide adequate support for community amenity or liveability.

· Fails to address the current unacceptable levels of commercial exploitation of public open space.

· Concerned that development site advertising hoardings are visible well outside the property.

· Fails to ensure no net loss of parkland.

· Requests that planning policy address the minimising the impacts of construction of building additional carparking to service all sporting venues in the Yarra Park precinct.


	With regard to the acquisition of housing stock by education institutions, the use of such property is governed by the Melbourne Planning Scheme and the Planning and Environment Act.

A major focus of the MSS is creating a city for people to enjoy and feel safe and comfortable.  Specific objectives are outlined in Clause 21.04 Integrating public realm and private realm and Land use amenity and diversity Clause 21.06.

The detailed design and form of buildings is addressed in Melbourne Planning Scheme policies and Zone and Overlay controls.  However Clause 21.03-4 states “ensure development minimises the adverse effects of wind down drafts and provides wind protection in public and private outdoor spaces”. 

These issues have been addressed above.

While the MSS aims to ensure there is no net reduction in parkland in the City, the use of parks is managed under the provisions of the planning scheme. 
	

	102
	Dr June Senyard
	Development

Facilities

Liveability

Heritage 
	· Recognises that tension is created from bringing residential uses into the city and it takes much more of an effort to establish a residential presence than in any other city municipality (eg rubbish collection and resident parking).

· States that the liveability of the city depends on longer term residents (not short term renters) who look at creating an environment that is pleasant to live in over the whole of their lives.

· Concerned with the standard of services such as street cleaning, street beautification, library services, the provision of services for older residents and the difficulty in obtaining a visitor parking permit.

· Supports the recognition and significance to existing heritage buildings but fails to mention the way in which developers appeal the planning process and put their case to VCAT where the decision can flout good planning.

· Considers that the City of Melbourne lacks an awareness of the needs and concerns of their residents.


	Noted

MSS cannot control the type of residents that occupy residential buildings in the city.

The MSS cannot govern on cleanliness.

Visitor parking maybe difficult as the use of sustainable transport, in particular public transport, is encouraged and the use of private motor vehicles is considered as a complementary mode of transport.

The MSS cannot control the third party appeal rights and the way the VCAT process is managed.

Residents needs can be addressed through correspondence to the City or if on specific planning matters through the process of a planning permit application, planning scheme amendment exhibition phase or other community consultation.


	No change recommended as many of the concerns raised are outside the scope of the MSS.

	103
	Caryn Anderson

Port of Melbourne Corporation
	Transport

Development

Sustainability
	· Commends Council on the proposed strengthened policies relating to the Port.

· States that the Port Environs Framework Plan (2009) makes a number of specific recommendations relating to the CoM Planning Scheme.  Identifies that some of the recommendations have been included in the new MSS.

Clause 21.01-8

· Requests the last sentence be amended to read “Container freight is projected to grow in the next two decades and the Melbourne Freight Terminal is being developed in the Dynon Precinct to meet the growth and ensure efficient freight transfer and distribution by road and rail”.

· Concerned that the land in Fishermans Bend Industrial precinct is designated as an “On-going Change Area” as this may be interpreted as a location where the existing land pattern is inappropriate and needs to change.  Requests the term be changed for example to “ongoing development area”.

Clause 21.03 (page 9)

· Requests paragraph 6 be amended as follows to incorporate two-way consideration of amenity impacts “The Port of Melbourne and the City’s Industrial areas rely on efficient road and rail links for freight movement into and out of the City. In many of the high density mixed use areas of the municipality freight traffic is perceived to be degrading amenity.  The impact of freight vehicles needs to be minimised.  Similarly, encroachment of sensitive land uses in close proximity to major freight routes, industrial areas and the Port of Melbourne should be avoided.  


	As this statement about container freight is a statement of fact, it can be included in the Municipal Profile section to the MSS.

“Ongoing change” is defined in the MSS. It explains that the area is a product of well established land use and development controls. Future development is to occur on a site by site basis in accordance with existing controls. 

The targeted growth map gives an indication of the locations where change and growth should be expected.  In an “Ongoing change area” there are opportunities for land use and development change in accordance with the relevant planning scheme controls.  This change is not limited to development.
	Change as requested to Clause 21.01-8:

“Container freight is projected to grow in the next two decades and the Melbourne Freight Terminal is being developed in the Dynon Precinct to meet the growth and ensure efficient freight transfer and distribution by road and rail”.

	
	
	
	Encroachment of sensitive land uses on these areas has the potential to result in changing amenity expectations and therefore amenity related complaints and curfews on heavy vehicle movements and port activities which would significantly decrease the competiveness and efficiency of the largest container port in Australia”.

· Request the last dot point (page 10) be amended as follows: “The Web Dock Freight Rail Link will service the planned increase in freight capacity from the Melbourne Freight Terminal across the Yarra River to Webb Dock”.

Clause 21.03-2

· Would like to emphasis the importance of retaining existing large scale manufacturing and other uses in this area.  Requests that the words “and fine-grained” be removed to ensure that small scale industrial subdivisions are not encouraged over retention of large scale industry in this area.

Clause 21.03-5

· Requests the following additional strategies to encourage two way consideration of amenity impacts:

· “Ensure new development in close proximity to major road and rail freight routes incorporates appropriate features to mitigate against potential adverse amenity impacts.

· “Not support sensitive land uses in close proximity to major road and rail freight routes”.


	The Port is situated in an area where there will be an increase in residential development within its proximity.  Both the port and the surrounding developments will have to be planned so both uses can be accommodated whilst minimising land use conflict.

As a high level document the MSS shows the general alignment of Webb Dock rail link but does not address the nature of the river crossing.  The timing and design of the link is yet to be determined by the State Government. The City of Melbourne 2006 Transport Strategy (Moving People and Freight 2006 – 2020) states: “Council supports reinstatement of rail access to Webb Dock but wants any associated river crossing to be sympathetic to the Docklands’ residential and commercial amenity and to minimise impact on watercraft moving to and from Victoria Harbour.”


	

	
	
	
	Clause 21.06

· Strongly supports the consideration of amenity impacts but requests the last paragraph be amended as follows to give greater clarity on this issue: “ While Council strives to achieve good standards of amenity across the City, there are a number of external factors that may impact on amenity, including but not limited to industrial uses and port and freight activities. Consequently residential and other sensitive land uses needs to consider the amenity impacts of surrounding establishes and potential land uses, including noise and light spill, and take protective steps to protect the sensitive use from these impacts.

Clause 21.06-2

· Requests an additional strategy as follows: “Discourage housing in locations where there is potential to constrain or undermine the long term operations of established industrial and port uses”.

Clause 21.06-5

· Strongly supports the objectives to protect and maintain the ongoing operations of industrial land uses in the city.  Requests an additional strategy under Objective 3 as follows; “ Support the continued operations of the Port of Melbourne as a 24 hour port”.

Clause 21.08

· Requests the inclusion of the “Port Development Strategy 2035 Vision, 2009” as a reference document.

· Encourages the introduction of a specific policy relating to caretakers houses.

	The MSS does acknowledge the sensitive land uses that may impact on the amenity. There are numerous land uses that may impact on amenity and are not limited to the port and freight uses and it is not appropriate to specify one land use.  However accommodation as a use is permitted in the zones surrounding the Port and therefore cannot be prohibited.

In Clause 21.06-5 objective 3 states to “ensure industrial and Port of Melbourne activity is not compromised by other uses in the City” and this is supported with strategies.  

State Policy at Clause 18.03 recognises the importance of the Port.  The Port of Melbourne Port Development Strategy 2009 is identified in state policy as a plan that must be considered.
	

	104
	Australian Conservation Foundation

(60L Green Building)
	Development

Sustainability


	· Concerned that the 60L building and surrounding buildings are identified as being in an area where substantial growth and change is envisaged. (Urban Renewal Area).

· Concerned about possible future developments to the north of 69L building that could undermine the innovative works carried out to date by blocking sunlight to the main atrium, thermal chimneys, northern light wells, PV Cells and solar panels.

· Requests that the 60L building and Leicester Gardens courtyard be given some protection from development to the north.

· Highlights many sections of the MSS relating to an Eco-city which are relevant to ACF’s concerns.


	The Carlton precinct will undergo significance change, however the amenity of existing buildings will be managed through the various Planning Scheme controls.

Detailed planning issues will be considered as part of the City North Structure Plan.  

Noted
	No change recommended as appropriate land use and development will be considered as part of the City North Structure Plan.

	105
	Dr. Dacre McKenzie
	Development
	· Considers that there should be a greater emphasis on demolishing older buildings in light of the earthquake in Christchurch.


	Noted
	No change recommended

	106
	Geoff Cox
	Parking

Development

Public Open space
	21.0-4

· Does not support the reduction of car parking for new uses and developments which have good access to public transport.

21.04-1

· Request more effort in limiting the size and form of infill developments when adjoining heritage buildings that rely on on-street car parking.

· Concerned that new developments in stable areas detract from the area’s character.  States that built form is usually tilt slab, with no compatibility to the local area with major car parking waiver.

· Requests a strategy to ensure the interface between the Kensington/North Melbourne Urban Renewal Area does not have negative impacts on the existing low rise dwellings.

21.04-5

· Requests the MSS reflect the need for increased parkland to meet the needs of increased population.  Considers that there should be a new area of parkland in each Urban Renewal area.

21.05-2

· Requests new developments be required to recycle and treat sewage and waste water and have it recycled for use as non-potable water uses for each area.

21.06-8

· Highlights the need to include provisions for both active and passive community facilities.
21.06-9Requests actual specification of heights in relation to the Built Form Amenity Principles.

 
	The discouragement of car spaces in areas of adequate public transport is Council Policy.

It is considered that heritage issues are adequately covered in the MSS, Clause 21.04-1, and in the planning scheme.  However further strategic work to improve heritage protection in the City is underway.
New developments in the stable areas are to “ensure that the height, mass and scale of new buildings, as well as new structures including signage and other infrastructure, respond to site context including the prevailing neighbourhood and heritage character” (Clause 21.06-9).  
The MSS details in 21.04-5 the provision for additional public open space areas throughout the municipality and no reduction in the existing open spaces.

New developments are subject to objectives in the MSS to ensure the greenhouse gas emissions are reduced, recycle waste and increase the resilience to climate change.

Community facilities and parks are considered in the MSS.

Specific building height controls are detailed in the Melbourne Planning Scheme Zone and Overlay provisions, where relevant, or will be reviewed as part of the Structure Plan .
	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies that respond to the issues raised.

	107
	Janet Graham
	Development

Public open space

Sea-level rise

Sustainability

Transport
	· Concerned with the population growth policy due to the impact on resource consumption, waste generation and greenhouse gas emissions.

· Considers the some of the boundaries of the urban renewal and on-going areas in the Growth Framework Plan are too broad, particularly the areas abutting the Moonee Ponds Creek.

· Concerned that there is no public open space depicted between Dynon Road and Docklands and the effect on the Moonee Ponds Creek and the reduced enjoyment of users of the walking track and bike path.

· Seeks greater emphasis on the public open space statement at 21.04-5 “to expand public open space on both sides of the waterways” and “to protect the environs of waterways by limiting the scale of development along their banks”.

· Considers that responding to the impacts of sea level rise should be a priority before development is considered at E-gate and Dynon precinct.

· Seeks new laws for environmentally aware design for all new buildings, not just those on urban renewal areas.

· Questions the location of the new Arden Metro Station given that there is no connecting link proposed with the North Melbourne Station and supports the location of the Parkville Metro Station.

· Considers that the WestLink Westgate Bridge Alternative will increase traffic into North and West Melbourne.


	The MSS includes strategies to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, recycling of waste and water shortages (Clause 21.05-1)

The boundary of the urban renewal area in the vicinity of the Moonee Ponds Creek will be confirmed as part of the structure plan process.

The framework plan shows public open space in a linear form along the Moonee Ponds Creek. This will enhance the shared walking trail along the creek.

There are a number of objectives in Clause 21.04-5 to ensure the open space corridors are protected and enhanced. 

The implications of sea level rise and environmentally aware design for all new buildings are included in the MSS in Clause 21.05 - Eco City. Under Clause 21.07, further strategic work relating to these issues is listed and both projects are underway.

The State Government has determined the location of the new metro stations and the WestLink road tunnel.  Council is supportive of the WestLink road tunnel provided it minimises any impact on amenity and maintains access to Victor Harbour.


	Recommended change

Amend Figure 3 Access and Spaces Map to identify the proposed Arden metro station in the location as advised by the State Government.

	
	
	
	· Supports the promotion of bicycles, scooters and walking as effective modes of transport.

· Considers an opportunity to improve pedestrian access was lost when the authorities rejected the request to formalise a commuting leisure path along the northern edge of the North Melbourne Station to avoid the Dynon Road Bridge.


	
	

	108
	Peter Hirst
	Development
	· Supports the MSS objectives but does not support the designation of the area around Leveson Street, and the entire suburb of North Melbourne as Stable.


	The stable areas of North Melbourne are predominantly residential areas and afforded heritage protection and will therefore have very limited potential for change.


	No change recommended as the stable areas of North Melbourne are predominantly residential areas and afforded heritage protection


	109
	Julie Roberts
	Development


	· Supports the vision and objectives in the MSS relating to the intensification of the inner city urban areas around public transport networks.

· Concerned that the properties on the north side of Smith Street, and parts of Scarborough Place Kensington are defined as Stable (thereby limiting their development potential) and requests that this be changed to On-going Change.


	Noted
The area around Smith Street is zoned residential and therefore offers very limited potential for change.
	No change recommended.  The area around Smith Street is zoned residential and therefore offers very limited potential for change.

	110
	Olive Hamilton
	Social housing

Transport
	· Requests a high emphasis be placed on social housing in urban renewal areas, claw back on the encroachment of public open space in ongoing change areas, and purchase suitable dwellings for social housing in stable areas.

· Requests that Local Government increase the frequency of public transport, particularly in the evenings and on weekends.


	Social housing is a matter that requires support from all levels of government.  Social housing objectives have been included in part of objective 2 of Clause 21.06-2. 
The frequency of public transport is managed by the public transport contracts. However increased frequency is supported by the public transport objectives of the MSS.
	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies that respond to the issues raised.

	111
	Bill Cooke

On behalf of the bellringers of St James Old Cathedral
	Development
	· Concerned that the encouragement of high density residential developments will threaten their capacity to continue to practice bell ringing in the Old Cathedral on King Street.

· Notes that their activity is not acknowledged in the MSS and therefore is not a consideration for acoustic controls on new developments in the vicinity.


	Noted

Noise in general is dealt with under Clause 21.06-2 to “ensure new dwellings are located and designed to protect prospective residents from off-site amenity impacts”.
	No change recommended.

	112
	Ross Kelly
	Transport

Development


	Requests the following in principle changes:

· Re-assess the target population to be more realistic to prevent overcrowding.

· Provide more facilities for international students.

· Preserve heritage areas in the CBD by classifying these areas as stable.

· Improve the bus service to the Port of Melbourne and the North Melbourne station.

· Cycling paths should be separated not shared.

· Property owners should be encouraged to restore building exteriors.

· Lobby the railway infrastructure owners to beautify the land surrounding the rail corridor to improve the gateway entrance into Melbourne.

· Discourage expansion of venues where drunken and antisocial behaviour occurs.

· Legislate that all new buildings are to be of good design, and works are to be constructed to high energy standards, adequate ventilation and natural lighting.

· Business should be encouraged to locate in other metropolitan areas to relieve the overcrowding and stress in the city.

· Provide social and low cost housing in other areas, not just North and West Melbourne.

· No need for more retail in Docklands, especially Victoria Harbour.
	The accommodation of growth will be managed so that quality living environments are provided. 

The City of Melbourne has recently exhibited a new student housing policy. The need for quality student accommodation has been omitted from the MSS and should be included.

Heritage areas in the CBD are protected by overlay controls. All areas are subject to the objective to “ensure that development does not undermine the significance of any identified Heritage Place or Precinct”. 

Property owners are encouraged to restore buildings through financial incentives offered through the Melbourne Heritage Restoration Fund.

The objective in Clause 21.03-3 outlines Council’s strategy to extend the dedicated cycle routes (some shared due to limiting space) across the entire street network.

The issue of licensed premises has been addressed above at submission 39.

New developments in the municipality will have to meet the various Eco City objectives in the MSS.  Further strategic work will be undertaken to prepare a building energy efficiency and climate change adaptation policy.
Social housing objectives have been addressed in part of objective 2 of Clause 21.06-2. There are also strategies to achieve the social housing objective but they   do not specify a location for the housing.

	Under clause 21.06-2, include a new Objective:

“To provide high quality purpose built student housing and a new Strategy, Ensure student housing is well designed and meets the requirements for student life”



	113
	Helen MacNamara
	Transport

Development
	· Considers the MSS to be well thought out and clear.

· Supports integrating land use and transport and the priority for pedestrians and cyclists.

· Requests a greater emphasis on the need for liveability at street level of all new development, not just tall buildings (21.04.03).

· Requests the areas of Drummond Street, Lygon Street and north of Queensberry Street be included in a Stable Area, not and On-going change Area based on the areas heritage significance.  Other areas that should be classed as Stable are Argyle Square and Lygon Street including Trades Hall.
	Noted

Liveability is adequately dealt with at Clause 21.06-9. 

On-going change does not mean that heritage will be compromised. Clause 21.06-9 states to “ensure that development does not undermine the significance of any identified Heritage Place or Precinct”.  The areas around Drummond, Lygon and Queensberry Streets are within a Mixed Use where there is some scope for change in land use under existing planning scheme controls.

In addition, objective 6 of Clause 21.04-2 states “maintain the predominantly low scale and character of the areas around Carlton Gardens and Lygon Street Carlton”.


	No change recommended as the MSS includes strategies that respond to the issues raised.

	114
	Sandra Wade

City of Port Phillip
	Transport

Development

Cross-council relationships
	· Overall supportive of the directions.

· Highlights that the City is seeking a commitment from the State Government for a feasibility study on the Webb Dock rail.

· Supports the objectives to maintain and enhance view corridors including the Shrine vista and principal streets.

· Requests that St Kilda Road be specifically recognised above other principle streets on the Access and Spaces Framework Map.

· Reiterates the importance of integrated and co-ordinated planning across municipal boundaries and along key connecting roads.


	Noted

While St Kilda Road can be recognised above other principle streets, there is no strategic justification to recognise St Kilda Road above other recognised boulevards in the City.  While the major boulevards are listed in the municipal profile this has not carried through to the strategies and objectives.  The first strategy under Objective 2 under Clause 21.04-2 should be amended to include the names of the boulevards.
	In Clause 21.04-2 under the first dot point in Objective 2 add the following words after “boulevards”: of “St Kilda Road, Flemington Road, Victoria Parade and Royal Parade” 

	115
	Dr David Wolfram
	Heritage

Development

Facilities
	· Considers the Statement of Significance for the Central pier at Victoria Harbour exaggerates the heritage significance.

· Wants to see a significant state structure in Victoria Harbour.

· Considers that the MSS should work in partnership with Docklands Second Decade to create a more liveable suburb.


	The Statement of Significance for the Central Pier is not part of the MSS. 

The MSS doesn’t detail the schedule of public artwork installations. 

Council is working in partnership with VicUrban to create a more liveable suburb.


	No change recommended.  The matters relating to Docklands will be considered under the Docklands Second Decade Project.

	116
	Tim Westcott
	Development


	· Concerned with the implications of encouraging residential development in areas immediately adjacent to the CityLink freeway.  Specific strategies should be developed for these areas.

· Concerned if the program of Urban Renewal in North Melbourne/Kensington forces businesses to leave due to amenity expectations of new residents.

· Clause 21.06-5 should be amended to show support for local service industry uses to continue to locate and operate in mixed use precincts.

· Does not consider the overall content and structure to be an improvement and is concerned with the loss of strategy about the local areas.


	Residential amenity in this area will be addressed in the structure plan in accordance with MSS Clause 21.06-2 which is to “ensure new dwellings are located and designed to protect prospective residents from off-site amenity impacts”. 

Urban renewal areas are expected to be mixed use areas, and Council will “encourage new housing, businesses, service industry, research and development and a mix of uses in all urban renewal areas.” Clause 21.06-1


	No change recommended.  Protection of residential amenity is provided under clause 21.06-2.
Appropriate land use in the Kensington/North Melbourne Area will be considered as part of the Structure Plan for the area.

	117
	Miriam Orwin
	Sustainability

Environment
	· Questions what is the environmental plan to deal with a growing city ie recycling and waste management and the process for ongoing community involvement in the MSS.


	The MSS deals adequately with these issues and details in Clause 21.05-2 “to encourage the recycling of waste” and to “ensure the sustainable management of demolition and construction waste associated with all new developments” and further to integrate waste management and recycling facilities into all new developments”
	No change recommended as the MSS adequately deals with the issues raised.

	118
	Paul Ostaff
	Transport


	· It appears the MSS is half done. Ignores increased transport needs for residents and workers in the city. 

· Only one new rail line and tunnel (to Parkville and Footscray) which presents 2 problems – no additional right of ways reserved for new transport options (Very Fast Train review and no rail to the airport). No additional tram lines proposed either.

· MSS needs to build in a high capacity transport plan to move people

· Existing transport network is overloaded already, particularly 109 trams.


	The MSS focuses on public transport within the scope of what a planning scheme can influence.
	No change recommended as the MSS strongly encourages the use of sustainable transport in the city.

	119
	Owen Nolan
	Development 
	· Wants to be contacted with updates to the MSS and proposed developments affecting Stanley Street 


	Will be updated on the MSS. 

The planning process does involve notification of some planning permit applications, structure plans and Planning Scheme Amendments.  


	No change recommended

	120
	Residents 3000
	Transport

Development

Environment

Sustainability


	· MSS is an excellent draft document, but implementation is the key. 

· Stop using “world class” in the MSS it’s jingoistic

· In terms of Key Directions 8.1 – agree in theory but there has been a disregard of heritage areas and height controls.

· 8.2 – lack of coordination and overall policy framework from the State government. Privatisation of transport services has not helped with communication between providers. No rail link to the airport, more tram super stops and bike paths required.

· 8.3 – Need to define what good buildings are, affordable housing is not $385,000 for a 3sqm apartment, architecture that dares to be different is good, height controls, setbacks and streetscapes that collectively form an attractive whole, sustainable plantings and architectural gardens are encouraged.

· 8.4 – Waste and water management is progressing but more needs to be done. Wind gusts on top of high rise buildings and in terms of furniture etc. needs to be secured. Also, air condensers on 244 balconies can not be more efficient that one building system.

· 8.5 – retaining the façade or original character of the building is required. Try to avoid suffocating heritage streets or precincts, and stop putting developers first.

· 8.6 – Does mixed use include bars and licensed venues with no monitoring of opening hours etc.? Implementation of these policies and guidelines is required.


	The MSS is consistent with State government policies. Council works with the transport providers to improve public transport but much of this is not within the realm of the planning scheme.  The MSS supports the extension of the City’s bike paths. See Clause 21.03-3.

The MSS sets the foundations for good building design. This is further developed in policy and overlays in the planning scheme.

Clause 21.05-1 is to “ensure that all new development adopts water sensitive urban design principles including stormwater harvesting, water recycling and reuse, and attenuating stormwater flow”. Objective 2 is that the “design of new developments to maximise the use of passive systems to achieve comfortable indoor conditions”. 

The built form amenity principles in Clause 21.06-9 state, “ensure that development does not undermine the significance of any identified Heritage Place or Precinct”.

Licensed premises are discussed under submission 39.


	No change recommended.  The MSS sets the foundation for land use and development, the implementation of which is achieved through the zones, overlays and specific provisions in the planning scheme.

	121
	Therese Fitzgerald
	24-hour City 
Public open space

Transport

Development
	· 21.01-1 If the city is to be 24 hours it needs more transport between 12 midnight and 5am. 

· 21.01-2 Part of Melbourne’s history is in the industrial past, which needs to be protected in west and north Melbourne.

· 21.01-3 Access to buildings needs to be considered, walking tracks and community gyms.

· 21.01-4 North Melbourne arts precinct needs to be preserved with subsidies for art housing for local resident artists.

· 21.01-5 Green industries such as rooftop gardens, will let our city grow even better.

· 21.01-6 The new metro tunnel to Parkville is good, but must support students more assiduously more than previously. 

· 21.01-7 More public open space is required and be eco-friendly.

· 21.01-8 Bike paths beyond the CBD are required and tracks parallel to rail lines are great.

· 21.01-8 The noise and light from the Port of Melbourne will increase and this needs to be monitored. 

· 21.2 The increased population will impact on traffic, gyms, community classes, noise and pollution, planning needs to be detailed and create a community rather than a place to sleep.

· 21.03 Need to think how people live and work in the city rather than being noisy, polluted and unsafe places.

· 21.04-3 People need protection from the freight trains pollution including noise and dust.


	Noted

The MSS emphasises the importance of all heritage including industrial heritage.

The MSS includes objectives to promote walking in the City. Clause 21.03-2 is “to create a comprehensive, safe, comfortable and convenient pedestrian network throughout the City”. 

The MSS details numerous ways to ensure that the noise from industry and other land uses is minimal. Clause 21.06-2 states to “ensure new dwellings are located and designed to protect prospective residents from off-site amenity impacts”. 

The MSS supports the city as a place to live and work comfortably.

Clause 21.04-3 highlights the importance of health and well-being and details the requirements to ensure the public realm supports physical and social activity.


	No change recommended as the MSS includes objectives to encourage the use of public transport, and focus on the amenity, liveability, health and well being of the city and its users.

	
	
	
	· 21.04-4 Parks and open space require vistas and openness. 

· 21.05-1 Council needs to encourage investment and community input for new technologies

· 21.06 Land use and new communities must include childcare, schools etc.

· 21.06-2 Residents will put up with some noise but not if it is regular and disturbs sleep.

· 21.06-10 Residential and entertainment precincts don’t mix, separate them.


	Community facilities are important and the MSS states that there is a need “to ensure community facilities are provided to meet the current and projected needs of new residential communities” (Clause 21.06-8).

Residential amenity is important but there are existing land uses, so we need to “ensure new dwellings are located and designed to protect prospective residents from off-site amenity impacts” (Clause 21.06-2). 


	

	122
	Robert Munro
	Development 

Policy
	· Submission period of 2 months is limited, so responses will be rushed and inadequate, Melbourne has taken 175 years to evolve.


	Noted
	No change recommended

	123
	Ventura Bus Lines
	Transport


	· The Vision statement for transport undermines the objectives in the Municipal Profile by stating the City should have improved motor vehicle traffic flow and smarter, more efficient private motor vehicle use, which is incompatible with public transport, walking and cycling and does not support efficient bus transport through the city.

· Rather cars should have a limited role in the city and minimise adverse impacts to public transport.

· 21.03-1 The city is a major public transport destination and requires supporting infrastructure to reduce journey times, high profile bus stops, layover areas for buses which will contribute to cost effective scheduling solutions and reduce out of service trips and emissions. 

· Lonsdale Street is the main bus corridor for the city and it’s inappropriate to mention that it’s a key corridor as it is still under development. 

· Lonsdale Street needs to be recognised as a major arterial for buses but the existing Lonsdale Street bus terminus must be recognised as an overall strategic solution to establish an integrated and sustainable transport system. 

· Possible extension of the Nightrider service to every night rather than Friday and Saturday would promote Melbourne’s nightlife.

· 21.03-4 should be amended to recognise the negative impact of vehicle crossovers on public transport. Need to ensure that there is a smooth and efficient operation of public transport.


	The MSS identifies the role of the motor car as continuing to be part of the mix of transport modes but their future use will be to complement other transport modes.  Agree that the MSS should recognise this policy position in Section 21.03-4.

The MSS does not identify where the key bus or tram corridors are. An extra strategy should be included to prioritise other modes of transport over cars.

Agree that the Doncaster Area Rapid Transit service (DART/Smartbus) service should be recognised as a major intiative.


	Recommended changes

Add the following strategy to 21.03-4

“Recognise that cars are complementary to other modes of transport the City of Melbourne and their use should be carefully managed to minimise all adverse impacts on other transport modes.”

Add the DART bus service as a major transport initiative to 21.03

	124
	Stephen Clement

ING Real Estate
	Retail
	· Victor Harbour precinct is marked as the ‘primary’ retail focus and Waterfront City is the ‘secondary’ precinct, rather Waterfront City should be the ‘primary’ precinct. 
	The MSS should support all retail areas of Docklands-and it is unnecessary to identify primary or secondary retail areas. 
Agree with recommended wording.
	Recommended change

Delete the words “ secondary” in respect to the Waterfront City retail areas in Docklands.



	125
	Stephen Clement

ING Real Estate
	Transport
	· Recommends the reference to the rail link which includes the Webb Dock freight rail link should be via tunnel.

· A low level rail bridge from the northern Dynon/Swanston precinct to the southern river mouth Webb precinct would be disastrous if it goes aboveground through Docklands.


	As a high level document the MSS shows the general alignment of Webb Dock rail link but does not address the nature of the river crossing.  The timing and design of the link is yet to be determined by the State Government. The City of Melbourne 2006 Transport Strategy (Moving People and Freight 2006 – 2020) states: “Council supports reinstatement of rail access to Webb Dock but wants any associated river crossing to be sympathetic to the Docklands’ residential and commercial amenity and to minimise impact on watercraft moving to and from Victoria Harbour.”


	No change recommended as the timing and design of the link is yet to be determined by the State Government.

	126
	Rob Speight on behalf of The Lost Dogs Home
	Development


	· Questions future land use around the dogs’ home and the potential noise problems. 

· Home wants to remain in current location which is generally light industry, but in the new MSS is identified as an urban renewal area, so integration of the two land uses is important.

· Suggests the MSS has a buffer zone included around the Dogs Home of 2-5 stories to form an effective sound barrier between the Dogs Home and residential use.
	The broad strategy is to for this area to be area of urban renewal, the specific details of preferred land use and development will be the subject of a Structure Plan. The urban renewal area will provide the opportunity for a mix of uses. 

As acknowledged in the MSS under Clause 21.06, residential development needs to consider the amenity impacts of established and potential uses, including noise and light spill, and take protective steps to minimise these impacts.


	No change recommended as the broad strategy is to for this area to be area of urban renewal, the specific details of preferred land use and development will be the subject of a Structure Plan.

	127
	Scalzo Food Industries
	Development
	· Support the Dynon urban renewal area, particularly their site as it is no longer appropriate for their manufacturing. 

· The redevelopment of the precinct provides an opportunity for a gateway to be created along the river frontage.

· 21.06-5 needs to clarify what the growth of industry in Dynon Road precinct means and clarify it doesn’t include the transitional urban renewal areas.

· The development period of 10-20 years for the Dynon precinct is unreasonable and inappropriate by restricting development in the short term.

 
	Noted

The development period of 10-20 years for the Dynon precinct is based on reasonable development expectations.
	No change recommended. as the development period of 10-20 years for the Dynon precinct is based on reasonable development expectations

	128
	Roger Gardner

Arkley Owners Corporation
	Development
	· Unrestricted growth of serviced apartments – no rules prohibiting short stay and the mixed use has resulted in incompatible usage of the buildings resulting in noise and behaviour, inappropriate activities in common areas that is not acceptable - buildings not developed as service apartments, no goods lifts, security and OHS not adhered to.

· Request that serviced apartments are only in purpose built buildings, or if existing buildings limit it to 25% of total apartments, and serviced apartments should be declared to Council for full commercial rates.
	There is currently no capacity in the planning scheme to specify how dwellings are to be used in terms of short and long stays.
	No change recommended as the issues raised are outside the scope of the MSS.

	129
	Roger Gardner

Docklands Community Association
	Development

Transport

Parks and Open space

Facilities
	· General support for the MSS

· 21.03 Docklands is well serviced by public transport

· 21.03-2 pedestrian pathways are to limiting, no dedicated footpaths from Docklands to Flagstaff gardens, required footbridge of Footscray Road, wooden decking is not appropriate material as people slip when wet and it warps.

· 21.03-3 Bicycle and pedestrian paths through Docklands need to be separated. Pedestrian crossing points should be installed where no traffic lights exist.

· 21.03-4 Don’t discourage commercial car parks in Docklands as there is not enough on street car parking. Car parks need to be accessible and affordable. Free shuttle bus to the waterfront and venues should be considered.

· 21.03-5 The reference to the rail link between Webb Dock and the freight terminal should mention whether it will be via a bridge or a tunnel. The Docklands community want a tunnel due to the unsightly nature of the bridge, noise and hamper the movement of masted vessels.

· 21.04-2 The lack of soul in Docklands is due to the unsightly bland exterior of low cost high rise buildings. Guidelines need to be developed and include colour, angular structures etc.

· 21.04-3 wind exposure in tunnels is a major problem. Wind protection measures are required, possible canopies over buildings, wind breaks of hedges and garden beds. 


	A number of the issued mentioned are detailed planning issues which will be dealt with in the current Docklands planning process.  

There is support for the future provision of dedicated cycle routes and for pedestrian safety and links in the MSS, Clause 21.03-2.

Clause 21.03-4 does discourage commercial car parks as car use is not a preferred means of transport, and Council wishes to encourage increased usage of public transport. 

As a high level document the MSS shows the general alignment of Webb Dock rail link but does not address the nature of the river crossing.  The timing and design of the link is yet to be determined by the State Government. The City of Melbourne 2006 Transport Strategy (Moving People and Freight 2006 – 2020) states: “Council supports reinstatement of rail access to Webb Dock but wants any associated river crossing to be sympathetic to the Docklands’ residential and commercial amenity and to minimise impact on watercraft moving to and from Victoria Harbour.”

Wind is noted in the MSS as an issue and development is required to be managed to “ensure development minimises the adverse effects of wind down drafts and provides wind protection in public and private outdoor spaces” (Clause 21.04-3).


	No change recommended. As a high level document the MSS shows the general alignment of Webb Dock rail link but does not address the nature of the river crossing.  The timing and design of the link is yet to be determined by the State Government. Other issues relating to Docklands will be considered as part of Docklands Second Decade project. 

	
	
	
	· 21.04-5 There is a lack of parks and open space in Docklands. Only small token areas exist in Docklands, potential for gardens when the E gate area of the railways is removed.

· 21.06-8 No identified timing for the constructed amenities in Docklands such as the library, primary school, boating hub. Also a ferry service between New Quay and Federation Square should be resumed with a public park and an iconic theme.

· 21.06-6 Docklands Park is not big enough to constitute a focal park area

· The planning scheme should include comments about maintenance, in particular painting etc.


	The provision of more open space in Docklands is supported by the MSS objective to increase the provision of new open space and recreation facilities (Clause 21.04-5). 

The MSS can’t regulate building maintenance and painting.  


	

	130
	Stephen Bitmead on behalf of Royal Freemasons Home
	Development

Heritage
	· 21.02 Stable area does not reflect the specialised residential use of the Royal Freemasons Home and the level of built form change that has been permitted on the site. The existing built form is in contrast to residential areas.

· Royal Freemasons Home should be included in the ‘ongoing change area’ which acknowledges the aged care use and the ability for future development of the site. 

· The heritage significance of the site is limited to the cottages which have already been retained into the existing aged care facility.

· Request Council to include the Royal Freemasons Home in the ‘ongoing change area’.
	Agree that the identification of this land as “Stable” is not appropriate in light of the expected change of built form permitted through current planning permits for the demolition and construction of a  new age care facility


	Recommended map change

Amend the Growth Framework Map to identify the Royal Freemasons Home as and area of “On-going change”.

	131
	Phillip Roth

VicUrban
	Development

Public open space
	· Support for the strategic objectives for the growth in the defined areas

· Requests mapping is changed to reflect the public open space which is identified in existing Development Plans but does not currently existing, existing development not correctly shown, public open space which is incorrectly shown and may be subject to future development proposals as anticipated and road networks not shown (maps included detailing the above).  

· Docklands Strategic Framework aligns with the new MSS and ultimately the DSF should be incorporated into Clause 22.18 Urban Design in Docklands.
	Noted

Agree to update the maps to correct the public open space and road networks.

There is potential to include the DSF as a reference document in the MSS when the Framework Plan has been finalised.
	Recommended change

Update map to identify open space areas as requested



	132
	Kevin Chamberlin

Deputy Chair

North & West Melbourne Association Inc.
	Development

Structure plans

Heritage
	· Not adequate public consultation for the MSS.

· Proposed MSS has a lack of continuity with and reference to the DDOs.

· Rationale for the large changes to the new MSS needs to be explained.

· Timing between the Arden-Macaulay and City North Structure Plans and the relationship with the MSS is of concern.

· Will future Structure Plans be incorporated into the Scheme? (not like the example of West Melbourne)

· No rationale stated for the categories of urban renewal areas. 

· No open space opportunities identified and no images.

· Current industrial areas needs to be marked for open spaces.

· The ‘ongoing change area’ is overly simplistic and is not balanced as it has a pro-development emphasis without matching it with existing uses. 

· E-gate style of development is not supported as there is already pressure in West and North Melbourne on kindergartens, schools, ovals from Docklands which has the potential to be exacerbated. 


	The MSS was extensively advertised through direct mail to all owners, community interest groups, peak bodies and notices in all relevant local and state wide papers.  The statutory exhibition period was extended to 2 months to allow adequate time for submissions. Information sessions were held for Residents (21 July 2010) and Planning Professionals (28 July 2010).
Urban Renewal Areas were identified on the basis of an identified opportunity for urban renewal. The areas of on-going change provide the opportunity for land use and development growth to occur in accordance with statutory requirements.
The MSS is the overarching document, which influences future structure plans

The MSS is the overarching document so it does not detail the location of new public open spaces or included images.

The MSS encourages an increase in open space.  Opportunities for additional open space will be investigated through the Open Space Strategy Project.  
 
	No change recommended as the MSS is the overarching document, which influences future structure plans

Urban Renewal Areas were identified on the basis of an identified opportunity for urban renewal. The areas of on-going change provide the opportunity for land use and development growth to occur in accordance with statutory requirements.



	
	
	
	· On the growth framework plan – Flemington Road south from Harcourt St to Racecourse Road should be shown as stable, not as ongoing change on 1-2 storeys and heritage properties.

· South of King Street and Spencer Street is shown as ongoing change. But there are 2 substantial residential one zone areas with a heritage overlay. This ultimately downgrades the heritage values in the Council.

· The area west of Peel Street to Capel Street is shown as urban renewal, but should be stable due to the R1Z. Also, the urban renewal area should be Peel Street east, not west.

· The urban renewal area on the west side of Boundary Road should be ongoing change.

· The already developed area of Boundary Road, Canning Street, Melrose Street and Mark Street should be stable.

· The priority of the E-gate should be pushed back to 2020.

· The Victoria Market should be in the stable zone and subject to little physical change.


	The MSS identifies land use change and development growth in the areas of Arden-Macaulay and the City North. Council sees appropriate development along Flemington Road corridor as suitable to this gateway.
 Detailed structure plans and subsequent planning scheme will provide the detaill of this change.  It is envisaged that the Structure Plans will be referenced in the planning scheme in a manner yet to be determined.
The built form outcomes states to ensure “that development does not undermine the significance of any identified Heritage place or precinct”. Any future development in the ongoing change area will be required to respond to the prevailing heritage and or neighbourhood character.

Ongoing change and stable areas are to be managed in accordance with the prevailing neighbourhood and/ or heritage character.

Land use and development opportunities for the area within the vicinity of the Queen Victoria Market will be the subject of investigation through a comprehensive structure plan.  In addition to the Structure Plan, a separate piece of work is underway which is looking at development opportunities on the carpark site adjacent to the market.  The community will be invited to comment on both projects.


	

	133
	Dr Kate Shaw

Creative Spaces – City of Melbourne
	Arts

24-hour city


	· 21.01-1 insert the word cultural – “The Central City supports a wide diversity of uses 24 hours a day, 7 days a week including office and commercial, cultural, leisure, entertainment, educational and residential uses”.

· 21.01-4 – revise paragraph …. Sturt Street to the Malthouse Theatre… ‘other main arts clusters include the North Melbourne arts precinct and the entire CBD – often with informal and temporary forms of cultural production and activities. This rich cultural life contributes to the City’s….

· 21.06 include the following in the dot points:

             -Arts, Culture and Entertainment

             -Parks and Recreation

· 21.06-1 revise sentence city-living…arts, culture, entertainment….and retail in Victoria.

· 21.06-1 move dot point 5 to dot point 3 and insert new education centres …existing and new cultural spaces, offices and retail…

· 21.06-1 insert new dot point 4 Ensure the provision of suitable and affordable space for arts, culture and entertainment activities in the central city.
· Amend dot point 7 other users…outside the Public Use, Capita City and Docklands Zones.
· 21.06-1 Mixed Uses objective 1 …city-living arts, culture, entertainment and retail…

· 21.06-1 Mixed uses objective 1 dot point 3 …new education centres existing and new cultural spaces, office and retail uses…


	The MSS addresses culture in both a cultural heritage perspective (Clause 21.04-1 “To conserve and enhance places and precincts of identified cultural and heritage significance”) and in terms of objectives supporting culture as an activity/land use (Clause 21.06-1 and 21.06-6). However as recognised in this submission this can be enhanced.

The planning scheme cannot ensure the provision of space for these activities.

Dot point 7 is meant to apply across the whole City as residents in these zones are to be afforded a reasonable level of amenity.

The provision applies to those activities which are as of right under the zone.  
	In 21.01-1 insert the word cultural – “The Central City supports a wide diversity of uses 24 hours a day, 7 days a week including office and commercial, cultural, leisure, entertainment, educational and residential uses”.



	
	
	
	· 21.06-1 Mixed uses objective 1 new dot point 4 ensure the provision of suitable and affordable space for arts, culture and entertainment activities in the central city
· 21.06-1 Mixed uses objective 1 amend dot point 8 ..other users… outside the Public Use, Capital City and Docklands zones.
· 21.06-1 Mixed uses objective 2 dot points 1 and 2 …service industry, cultural production, research …

           -dot point 3 …mix of public …cultural                     

            and commercial

           -dot point 4 …personal services and 

            cultural spaces

           -dot point 6 …mix of cultural, retail…

           -dot point 8 …existing buildings for  

           affordable cultural production and    

           associated activities, with appropriate  

           infrastructure….

     -dot point 9 …mixed use development in   

     all areas undergoing on-going change  

     and renewal.

     -dot point 10 …mix of residential,    

     cultural and other uses…

· 21.06-2 – insert in dot point 2 …retail, cultural and entertainment uses ….

· 21.06-5 insert new dot point 3 encourage low-impact cultural production in the interface between industry and residential uses.
· 21.06-6 split the land use group into arts, culture and entertainment; and parks and recreation


	This change is not necessary as “cultural production” is encompassed by the term “mix of uses”.

These changes should not be made as the provisions as specifically targeted to what is permitted under the zones, would activate street frontages or provide services for residents.


	In 21.06-2 – insert in dot point 2 …retail, cultural and entertainment uses 



	
	
	
	· 21.06-6 title should be Arts, Culture and Entertainment

· 21.06-6 objective 1 – delete leisure
· 21.06-6 objective 1 – amend dot point 5 …meat market as arts facilities

· 21.06-6 objective 1 new dot point 6 – support the role of North Melbourne and the CBD as arts precincts

· 21.06-6 objective 1 – dot points 7-10 should be moved to a new clause 21.06-7  Parks and Recreation
· clause 21.06-6  objective 2 …range of arts, culture and entertainment facilities in the Capital City….

· clause 21.06-7  strategy amend dot point 2 provide opportunities for cultural production and activities over the….

· clause 21.06-7  strategy insert new dot point expand the Docklands’ one percent for art program to include affordable cultural spaces
· clause 21.06-7  strategy move dot points 3 (with cultural reference removed) and 4 to 21.06-7 Parks and recreation.


	
	In clause 21.06-6 objective 2 …range of arts, culture, leisure and entertainment facilities in the Capital City….

In clause 21.06-6 amend dot point 2 ..Provide cultural and entertainment options...



	
	
	
	· clause 21.06-7  strategy objective 3 add more dot points

          -encourage the interim and temporary  

           use of vacant properties for cultural 

          production and activities

        -Support the reuse of heritage structures       

         for long-term cultural production and  

        activities         

-Support the use of council and state- 

        owned properties for long-term cultural 

        production and activities

· Insert new clause 21.06-7 Parks and Recreation – develop a set of objectives and strategies
· All subsequent clauses need to be re-numbered from 21.06-8 knowledge
· 21.07 implementation program add Prepare an Artists’ Live and Work Space Strategy
	
	

	134
	Lloyd Elliot (Urbis) on behalf of Kenneth D Opat 
	Development


	· Supportive of the urban renewal areas but think the DDO32 restricts this opportunity

· Council provide information and timetable for further review of building heights for the area which should be accelerated


	Under clause 21.02 the MSS details some of the objectives that will be achieved and there is further opportunity to investigate existing and future height controls in the Arden-Macaulay and City North Structure Plans. 
	No change recommended as the MSS details some of the objectives that will be achieved and there is further opportunity to investigate existing and future height controls in the Arden-Macaulay and City North Structure Plans.


	135
	David Ettershank

Kensington Association
	Policy integration

Development

Heritage

Transport
	· Planning strategies over the years has lacked integration in decision making and program delivery. It’s confusing, complex and a silo approach to decision making.

· Kensington Association asks that the City of Melbourne consider an integrated approach in the future development of strategic planning documents.

· The MSS reads like a rough sketch plan. Lean contents include local area sections, overall strategies, spatial maps. It’s a very generic approach and doesn’t communicate how strategies may be applied in different parts of the municipality.

· The Kensington Association requests the form and scope of the MSS be expanded to reflect the current MSS.

· A number of statements in the draft MSS refer to unspecified controls as a way of giving effect to unstated strategies. The actual strategy and the ‘relevant controls’ are not cited.

· Urban renewal areas in Kensington need to managed in an orderly way. The community should be consulted first, then the planning scheme amended.

· The Kensington urban renewal area is not mentioned in the Future Melbourne document.

· The alignment of the Metro 1 project has not been decided, so the MSS needs to be updated.


	The development of the Future Melbourne Community Plan was the commencement of an integrated approach to planning.  This MSS follows on from that Plan and addresses the land use and development in the City of Melbourne.

The actual controls are not detailed in the MSS, but in the zone and overlay controls .

The MSS has identified large sites in Kensington where there are opportunities for urban renewal.  Change will only take place within the context of a well developed structure plan that has bee adopted by Council.  Community consultation has commenced for the structure plan process. 

The MSS will be updated if the current alignment of the Metro 1 changes.


	Recommended change:
Amend Figure 2 “Growth Framework Plan” to identify the land along Racecourse Road Flemington as Stable, not On-Going Change.

	
	
	
	· Kensington should be noted as a ‘future investigation area’ to ensure future strategic planning work is conducted.

· The amenity principles need to ensure that commercial uses take into account existing residential areas.

· Stable areas (p.6) should refer to ‘modest’ infill development.

· (p.7) What does ‘optimal’ living environments mean? What is the purpose of the development timetable? Suggest it is deleted.

· (p.8) framework plan should have the border of the black line with the stable areas to define the line.

· (p.17) last dot point should especially apply to areas of change and urban renewal.

· Devise a buffer zone between the existing stable areas and proposed urban renewal areas.

· (p.22 onwards) need to ensure commercial uses take account of residential uses and zoned land.

· (p.18) shade to public spaces in summer.. or should it be achieved by landscaping?

· (p.18, 3rd dot point) how is compatibility defined?

· (p.18, 22nd dot point) what designated locations?

· Objects to the promotion of major entertainment uses as it might apply to Racecourse Rd and Kensington.

· strategy is required for increased bicycle use. 

· rail line.


	Future strategic work is detailed in the back of the MSS and parts of Kensington are included in a structure plan.

Infill development in Stable areas is to be consistent with the prevailing neighbourhood character. 
Agree that land located on Racecourse Road, between the Freeway and Smithfield Road has bee incorrectly identified on the Growth Framework Plan as an “On-going change areas”.  This are is zoned Residential 1 and is substantially covered by a Heritage Overlay.
The development timetable highlights the various areas and provides a basic development guide for the community’s interest.

The interface between Stable areas and Urban Renewal Areas will be determined by the Structure Plan.


	

	
	
	
	(p.13) the Metro 1 corridor is wrong and needs to be changed. Westgate alternative link is also wrong (needs to move east). Also, east-west transport lines along Holland Park need to be shown south of South Kensington

· Heritage review is required to be undertaken in Kensington area which should inform the areas of future urban renewal and stable areas.

(p.11) what constitutes good access to public transport? In addition, a comprehensive bike

· (p.24) talks about growing industry in Dynon Road, but this is an urban renewal area?

· Check the stable areas are actually zoned appropriately which can have non-residential uses.

· (p.23) dot points 2 and 3 is ongoing change in urban renewal areas desirable? What zones are suitable for vertical zones? Also define major freight corridors?
	Heritage objectives are included iin the MSS and future development is to be respectful of the heritage character of places and precincts

Future zoning changes may result from the structure plan process.
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	Chinese Masonic Society of Melbourne and others.


	Rubbish
	· MSS to improve the quality of life and image of the City.

· Rubbish is a huge concern in Waratah Place. – smells, spillage, nightclub in the lane adds to rubbish, drugs used and sold

· Need to enhance laneways as it is what Melbourne is recognised for and good implementation strategies to curb the rubbish problem.  
	Rubbish removal falls outside the scope of the Planning Scheme.

Enhancement of lanes is included in the MSS.
	No change recommended as the issues raised falls outside the scope of the planning scheme.
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	Esther Anatolitis

Melbourne Fringe
	Transport

Arts
	· 21.03-3 high quality bike infrastructure is required

· Copenhagen lanes not good as drivers are not alert for cyclists as they are not seen behind the parked cars.

· Prioritise bike infrastructure and bike share schemes

· 21.06-6 need to commit to the arts and to ensure decisions are made with long term requirements, risks and opportunities in mind.

· 21.06-9 fine grain – artists and arts and community organisations can add in the place-making process.

· 21.06-9 review lighting as an issue in public places, and eradicate flickering in when the lights are turning on etc. for those with disabilities.

· (also the same individual changes as the Creative Spaces submission)
	Cycling is a large component of the transport section.  The MSS supports the extension of cycling routes, shared paths.
The MSS supports  a diverse range of arts and culture..
Public safety is addressed in Clause 21.04-3 to ensure that design principles of public and private safety are incorporated into the design or buildings, parks and public spaces. 
	No change recommended as the MSS incorporates a number of objectives supporting cycling, the arts and public safety design.
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	Katie Miller 

Flemington Association
	Melbourne 2030

Development

Transport


	· Wording on p.6 does not reflect terminology used in Melbourne 2030 in particular reference to Racecourse Road.  Also made difficult by the border of the City of Melbourne and City of Moonee Valley. Flemington should be reunited into one municipality.

· Welcomes the showgrounds rail line to be a regular service. It should be opened before major development occurs and exacerbate the traffic problems. 

· The urban renewal area of Kensington/ North Melbourne is to undergo change. However, Stubbs Road has not been identified as a Major Activity Centre in Melbourne 2030. In light of the change on Racecourse Road and Stubbs Road it is considered inappropriate. 

· Future commercial development needs to be in conjunction with Racecourse Road not in competition.

· Association opposes the east-west tunnel.

· Inappropriate car use in Flemington due to public transport via the city.

· Cycle path along Footscray Road is poor and generally in Flemington which needs to be improved.

· Support for the Moonee Ponds Creek but can’t cause conflict with plans to revitalise the parkland. 

· Manage the interface between Flemington and residents though consultation and in conjunction with Moonee Valley.
	The MSS uses as its base the existing municipality boundaries. The issue of where the municipal boundaries lie is not the role of the MSS.

Noted, however train services are governed by the transport provider, not the City of Melbourne.

The Stubbs Street area (the boundary of which aligns with the Industrial zoning) has been identified as an Urban Renewal Area due to its potential for re-development.

Noted

Public transport is identified as the most efficient means of transport in and around the city.  The MSS under Clause 21.03-4 has as one of its strategies to”Support the reduction or waiving of car parking for new uses and developments which have good access to public transport”.

Cycling is a large component of the transport section to and improvements are detailed including an extension of cycling routes, shared paths.

The Structure Plans incorporate an extensive community consultation component..
	No change recommended.  Detailed land use and development options will be developed as part of the Arden/Macaulay Structure Plan.

	139
	Virginia Jackson on behalf of the Lost Dogs Home
	Development

Transport


	· 3 main concerns – the south bound extension to Boundary Road appears to run through the LDH, the inclusion of this area is identified as an urban renewal area and Metro 1 appears to run through the site.

· Concerns about future residential development as it is primarily an industrial area and minimal concern for noise. 

· The map does not identify if the site is to be rezoned which would prejudice expansion in the next few years. 

· MSS has not considered the long term future of the LDH. 

· The MSS details Boundary Road to run through the LDH site. Seek further advise from Council. In addition, a railway line is to run through the site, would prefer an underground line with no objection.
	The broad strategy is to for this area to be area of urban renewal, the specific details of preferred land use and development will be the subject of a Structure Plan. The urban renewal area will provide the opportunity for a mix of uses. 

As acknowledged in the MSS under Clause 21.06, residential development needs to consider the amenity impacts of established and potential uses, including noise and light spill, and take protective steps to minimise these impacts.

The extension of Boundary Road is indicative only and subject to further investigation through the Structure Planning work.


	No change recommended as the urban renewal area will provide the opportunity for a mix of uses. 
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	Jackie Watts

CoRBA 
	Policy

Development

Transport
	· Concerned with the new minimalist approach. Community needs rigour to support the amenity.

· Strategic document may be ignored and needs more information.

· MSS should be specific and clear for implementation to be consistent and unambiguous. 

· Remove words such as discretion, preferred, reference guidelines, and include implementation directives. 

· MSS includes implicit planning assumptions

· Economic imperatives should not override residential amenity.

· MSS disregards the diversity and neighbourhood character of areas.

· Councillors have a broad portfolio rather than location specific and this broad approach and in the MSS it downplays the diverse social fabric of the municipality.

· Seek clarification of the appropriate or desirable levels of urban renewal and optimum density.

· The process between the MSS and structure plans are problematic with disconnect between structure plans and the MSS. No guarantee that structure plans are ever implemented.

· The validity of maps and information in diagrams is questioned. In particular the open space areas, stable areas, ongoing change areas and mixed use areas. 


	The MSS sets out the vision, objectives and strategies to achieve the desired outcomes.  

There is no mention of discretion. This detail is found under the zones and overlays in the Melbourne Planning Scheme.

In many parts of the City, development is to be managed in accordance with prevailing character.

This will be clarified in the structure planning for each area. For example Southbank has an optimal level of development specified.

The MSS is the main overarching documents which informs the direction for strategic plans and documents. 


	No change recommended.  The MSS sets out the high level strategic direction for land use and development which in turn forms the basis for the application of the zones, overlays and specific provisions.
In terms of the areas of urban renewal nominated in Figure 2 of the MSS, change will take place within the context of a well developed structure plan that will be adopted by Council.

Change in on-going change areas is driven by current provisions which have been the subject of previous strategies. 



	
	
	
	· Same criticism as the 2004 MSS review. Dilution, lack of heritage support and lack of planning rigour. 

· Clarification is required in terms of the detail of precinct structure plans and resultant consultations

· The MSS fails to address the influence by the Federal on State and local planning. 

· The MSS omits any mention of a relationship between the State government planning policy framework and the Federal government planning policy framework.

· 21.01-1 Context – need to consider that CoM is also home to 90,000 not only economic development and employment. 24hours a day omits the consideration of community amenity and the 8/8/8 approach. The MSS needs to adopt planning policies that encourage the creation of a range of residential accommodation. The MSS must convey conservation of historic assets and historic public open spaces.

· 21.01-4 MSS must refer to the arts cluster including the Museum, CoASIT Museo, La Mama and Carlton Courthouse theatre. Need to defend protection of cultural assets from inappropriate exploitation.
	The MSS details heritage provisions; and protection for heritage places and precincts are not to be undermined by new development. 

The MSS is consistent with Melbourne 2030 and Melbourne at 5 million

The MSS values and supports the residential population as well as the transient nature of residents and visitors to the municipality.

All cultural assets are not individually listed in the MSS.
	

	
	
	
	· 21.01-6 needs to recognise the importance of education but currently the MSS fails to reflect the potential for a negative impact on the community amenity and loss of rate revenue. The student population also needs to be addressed including project residential planning for the wider community in the longer-term rather than the present.

· 21.01-7 planning policy should address the matter of internal flexibility in design, construction and titles to ensure flexibility in the future use. 

· 21.02 a city for people needs to be the major planning priority in the municipality. 

· 21.02 Stable areas should note that it should be in conjunction with existing character which is to be maintained.

· 21.02 ongoing change – site by site is adhoc and developer-driven. Interpretative items should be removed and parameters clearly defined.

· 21.02 urban renewal areas conveys that open space must be developed into buildings, but a planned increase in public open space should be considered as a priority use.

· 21.03-2 wind needs to be managed to encourage people to walk.

· 21.04 heritage must be managed effectively with new development. 

· Compliance with regulations for liquor licensing is not adequate 

· Support for community amenity or liveability. 

· Exploitation of public open space needs to be addressed and mange this asset.
	21.06-7 deals with encroachment into residential areas and impacts on amenity.

This is integral to the MSS.

This is supported in the MSS.

Change in on-going change areas is driven by current provisions which have been the subject of previous strategies. 

All the issues below are consistent with the MSS.


	

	
	
	
	· 21.04-3 objective 1 – signage outside the property needs to be managed 

· 21.04-5 reduction in parkland needs to be managed as it is not adequately addressed in the MSS. Development with in the City’s parks and gardens and amenity is not addressed adequately in the MSS.

· The MSS must address the construction of building additional car-parking to service all sporting venues in the Yarra Precinct.


	Signage is included in the MSS, but is managed in the Melbourne Planning Scheme under Particular Provisions.

Public amenity and the provision of open space is adequately addressed in the MSS>
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	Dr R.R. Gould
	Development

Policy integration

Public open space
	· MSS takes less account of residential amenity than other policy drivers.

· MSS is geared to high-density development, rather than a diversity of built forms.

· Absence of continuity and reference to the DDOs in the MSS. 

· West Melbourne Structure Plan does not appear incorporated in the new MSS. The areas of the structure plans need to be indicated in the MSS.

· New MSS has substantial areas that are stable and becoming ‘urban renewal’ without rationale and heavily geared to suit developers.

· Industrial uses in North and West Melbourne are thriving and should continue to be support via the MSS.

· No open space opportunities identified for North and West Melbourne. The concept images and for the Metro tunnel it shows further intense development for North Melbourne.

· The division into three categories is over simplistic. The ongoing change category is not balanced enough in that it has pro-development emphasis without considering existing uses. It appears this is being advertised with tags such as ‘high density’ and ‘no height limits’.

· Support is given for e-gate but needs sufficient facilities and resources such as schools, kindergartens and sports ovals. 


	The MSS strives to improve residential amenity. 

The MSS in Clause 21.06 details “a diverse population has diverse housing needs…a mix of housing sizes and types is required…”

The reasoning and details of why areas have been classified are listed within Clause 21.02 of the MSS.

New industrial uses will be encouraged in Port Melbourne, however it does not prohibit development in other areas nor existing industrial uses.

Specific locations of open space in North and West Melbourne will be identified in the respective structure plan process already underway.

The development categories consider existing uses, the prevailing neighbourhood character, heritage and amenity. The height limits are found in the zone and overlay section of the Melbourne Planning Scheme.

E-gate is being planned at State level and is expected to be a sustainable community with community facilities.


	No change recommended.
The MSS identified managed and targeted growth areas having regard to the rationale specified in 21.02.

In terms of the areas of urban renewal nominated in Figure 2 of the MSS, the opportunity to develop will take place within the context of a well developed structure plan that will be adopted by Council.



	
	
	
	· 21.04-1Flemington Road south from Harcourt Street to Racecourse Rd is marked as ongoing change which does not integrate with the existing residential one zone and character. 

· The West Melbourne pockets that are marked as ongoing change are within substantial residential one zones with a heritage overlay. This downgrades the heritage values and accordingly should be within the stable area.

· The area west of Peel Street to Capel Street is shown as urban renewal, rather it should be stable. And the boundary should be Peel Street east rather than west.

· The current industrial zone to an urban renewal area is a contradiction to the current MSS which supports an ongoing industrial role. Also it is a floodplain which needs to be considered.

· The west side of Boundary Road should be ongoing change. Also the area bounded by Boundary Road, Canning Street, Melrose Street and Mark Street should be stable.

· Priority should be give to E-gate well ahead of Kensington/ North Melbourne which should be pushed back 5 years. 

· Victoria Market should be stable.

· Tension between walking and cycling and planning needs to provide for both separately. Also, cyclists should be booked for speeding and walk through areas with shops or restaurants. Separate paths should be provided through the North Melbourne rail yards.

· 
	The North Melbourne/Kensington Area will be the subject of a comprehensive review of land use and development through the Structure Plan process.  The designation of growth areas is indicative only until that work has been completed.

The specifics of zone controls would be managed at a planning permit stage rather than in the MSS which is an overarching document.

The cycling objectives details some shared paths and some separated bike lanes to manage the cycling and pedestrian interface.
	

	
	
	
	· Development and implementation of the structure plans is important.

· Unknown significant implications in the document and related processes.


	Clause 21.07 of the MSS states the implementation program.
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	Michael Kennedy

East Enders Inc
	Policy

Development

Safety

Heritage


	· MSS needs to be strengthened to ensure the principles can’t be disregarded or undermined by developers and at VCAT.

· 21.01 Municipal profile needs to acknowledge the growth in the number of residents in the Central City since the 1980s and has contributed to the viability of commercial enterprises and the ’24-hour’ city. 

· 21.01-4 should note that the residents in the city contribute to the safety of the city and growth of the entertainment and cultural centre.

· 21.01-5 many visitors come to Melbourne to visit and enjoy the historic buildings, precincts, streets and laneways as well as famous parks and gardens.

· 21.02 Vision – development in the Central City needs to be governed by a stronger planning framework and liaison with affected communities. Need to look holistically at development options for a city block or precinct. 

· In the ongoing change area development should not occur on a single site-by-site basis. 

· New development should be sympathetic to the surrounding buildings, streetscapes. It should be done as city blocks or precincts. 

· In terms of new high rise development there needs to be sufficient spacing between buildings and light and air.

· Wording in 21.02 needs to move away from the discredited and short-sighted site by site approach. 
	The MSS as drafted expresses strong principles. It is supported by the other provisions in the planning scheme some of which are currently subject to review to ensure that they accurately reflect Council’s views.

Change in on-going change areas is driven by current provisions which have been the subject of previous holistic strategies. 

The built form provisions for the Central City are currently under review.

“Ongoing change” is defined in the MSS as a product of well established land use and development controls.  These were themselves the subject of earlier strategic planning. Future development is likely to occur on a site by site basis but in accordance with existing controls.  New development is to maintain the prevailing character and heritage significance. 

The specifics of building setbacks are included in the zone and overlay controls, not in the MSS.
	No change recommended as the MSS as drafted expresses strong principles. It is supported by the other provisions in the planning scheme some of which are currently subject to review to ensure that they accurately reflect Council’s views.


	
	
	
	· 21.02 6 high level goals conflict which one another. Another goal should be that Melbourne remains the most liveable and sustainable cities in the world

· 21.03-1 objective 1 – public transport should be kept affordable and create a comprehensive, safe, comfortable and convenient pedestrian network. 

· Stronger planning requirements are needed to protect laneways from inappropriate development. 

· Develop a cycling network 21.03-3 objective 1 – pedestrians should be given a higher priority than cyclists.

· 21.03-4 objective 1 – support to reduce private motor vehicle use. Suggest a review of motor vehicle use of little streets and laneways and close these streets to traffic.

· 21.03-5 objective 1 – State that all new developments must have adequate onsite loading facilities including office and residential buildings. In addition, onsite compacting of waste should be a requirement of all new development.

· 21.04-1 objective 1 – planning controls must be strengthened to provide more effective protection and greater community consultation in sensitive historic and cultural areas.

· 21.04-2 objective 1 – strengthen this objective to protect laneways and streets. Rigorous controls are needed regarding the height and bulk of buildings in these sensitive areas. 


	Public transport improvement strategies are detailed. The pedestrian objectives are to ensure a comfortable and convenient method of transport.

The transport strategies are to ensure there are extended routes, both shared and separated bike lanes.

A review of motor vehicle use as described is not in conflict with the MSS but needs to be the subject of a separate piece of work.

All new developments are to have loading, waste and recycling facilities. 

The protection of historical and cultural areas is detailed within heritage strategies and specific structure plans, rather than the MSS.

The height and bulk of buildings are managed through the zone and overlay controls rather than in the high level content of the MSS.


	

	
	
	
	· 21.04-2 objective 5 – planning controls must be strengthened to prevent inappropriate development in areas of historic character that are predominantly of residential nature. In addition, mandatory height and setback requirements cannot be ignored and overridden at VCAT.

· 21.04-3 objective 1 – planning controls must be strengthened to ensure better levels of amenity in new developments. Amenity should include natural light and air, setback distance from other buildings, and minimise noise from air-conditioning units including restrictions on night clubs which contribute to anti-social behaviour.

· 21.04-3 objective 2 – planning controls need to be strengthened to prevent inappropriate overdevelopment of small sites and prevent the creation of adverse environmental conditions.

· 21.04-4 objective 1 – stricter planning controls are required to ensure inappropriate development does not occur in little streets or laneways in historic or cultural areas. 

· 21.04-5 objective 1 – planning controls need to be strengthened to protect solar access to create positive and sustainable microclimate conditions. Also, the Exhibition Gardens must be protected and avoid the exploitation of this fragile site for private profit.

· 21.05-1 objective 1 – Require planning controls strengthened to state that adequate spacing between buildings and require shade and weather protection to be built into new developments.   

· 21.05-1 objective 2 – planning controls need to address new developments that negatively affect an existing buildings carbon footprint. 


	Heritage amenity is to be protected and new developments must not undermine the significance of the heritage place or precinct.

The MSS is consistent with this submission. The details of building amenity, setbacks etc. are managed through the zone and overlay controls rather than in the MSS.

This comment and those below are consistent with the MSS and are the subject of separate projects being undertaken by Council.

The Exhibition Gardens are protected through current  planning scheme controls.
	

	
	
	
	· 21.05 (general comments) concept of a building life cycle must be considered including how the building will be maintained over its life and how it will be demolished at the end of its life. 

· 21.05 All new developments must provide detailed and appropriately benchmarked information regarding their sustainability, environmental protection measures, and the impact on the sustainability of surrounding buildings. This must include compliance and enforcement throughout the buildings life. 

· 21.05 New developments should require details on their wind and microclimate impact and shadowing of the public realm and surrounding buildings.

· 21.05 implementation strategies should include residential, commercial and industrial. 

· 21.06 the overview must acknowledge that residential land is a key land use in the Central City. In addition, the residents make a significant contribution to the city.

· 21.06-1 objective 1 and 2 – the Central City is a residential area and should have equal footing with other land uses. Basic human rights should not be overridden on the basis of development.

· 21.06-1 objective 1 and 2 – a new strategy should protect existing residential pockets including adequate space between developments.

· 21.06-1 objective 1 and 2 – new developments must include onsite loading facilities and onsite waste compaction.
	The implementation plan does detail residential, commercial and industrial zones.

Building setbacks are considered in the zone and overlay controls.

Loading, waste and recycling requirements are included in the MSS.
	

	
	
	
	· 21.06-1 objective 1 and 2 – contains conflicting strategies regarding residential accommodation that should be deleted.

· 21.06-2, objective 1 – details the requirements for minimum spacing between buildings in CCZ and DZ and protection of amenity and reduce noise.

· 21.06-4 all new commercial, industrial and residential development must manage off site effects such as noise, traffic and waste.

· 21.06-6 objective 1 need to maintain and develop a diverse range of arts, culture, leisure and entertainment facilities. Licensed premises should not detract from the amenity. 

· 21.06-6 objective 2 – support entertainment in CCZ and DZ but not at the expense of existing residential and commercial. Noise must be minimised by acoustic soundproofing. Basic human right to sleep at night without noise needs to be managed. 

· 21.06-9 – stringent planning controls to manage the amenity of the areas are required. This should be achieved by minimum spacing between buildings 10-15m. This spacing and amenity needs to be detailed for little streets and laneways too. 

· PUZ, CCZ and DZ needs to be revised as it reads as if developers can disregard the rights of existing residents. 

· Planning controls need to be strengthened so it can’t be overturned at VCAT. 
	Consistent with the MSS.

Consistent with the MSS.

The MSS adequately lists objectives for the arts and culture.

Addressed in the MSS and Council policy.

Consistent with the MSS.  Specifying setbacks too detailed for the MSS.

Addressed above
	

	143
	Stuart Hamilton

East Melbourne 
	Development

Heritage

Policy Monitoring and implementation

Sports 

Tourism
	· Greater differentiation and acknowledgement of the unique character of individual precincts

· Needs to be more prescriptive for heritage areas. Mandatory height limits in areas of high heritage value.

· Greater representation by the CoM when the Minister calls in applications.

· Increased monitoring of the MSS and local policies to measure the outcomes against the statements made.

· CoM to ensure the directions stated in the MSS are achieved.

· The MSS states support for the improvement of public transport services  and the CoM needs to be involved and achieve the objectives.

· Monitoring of guidelines and their effectiveness over time is required.

· Concerns from the 2004 MSS review need to be realised and transferred into the new MSS.

· Jolimont should not be in the ‘ongoing change’ category rather it should be stable due to the heritage and existing character.

· Melbourne as a tourist city or sports city is not addressed. 

· 21.03-4 Discourage commercial car parking in the sports precincts and central city creates huge problems and parks are used as car parks which is unacceptable. 

· Zero carbon emissions can’t be achieved without resolving the car parking problems and a public transport system that meets users’ demands.


	The MSS at Clause 21.04-2 Objectives 4 and 5 acknowledges parts of the City where character should be protected. In addition, heritage places and precincts are also subject to protection.

A further strategic work plan is detailed in the MSS.

The ongoing change area indicates the opportunity for future development however this must be in consideration with the prevailing neighbourhood character.

Agree the area between Charles Street and Jolimont Terrace should be “stable” given the Residential Zoning of the area and level of heritage significance.

Although not specifically mentioned tourists are part of this MSS; the needs of all who live in or visit the City are considered.

The car parking referred to in this submission is not within the control of the City of Melbourne.

Strategies for improvements to public transport and cycling and pedestrian movement are included in the MSS. 
	· Recommended change:

Amend Figure 2. Growth Framework Plan to identify the land between Jolimont Road, Wellington Parade South,

Jolimont Terrace and Jolimont Street as “stable”.


	
	
	
	· World class sporting facilities is not supported by the use of Yarra Park as a carpark.

· What is the intent for the ‘local area’ of Wellington Parade?

· Future Melbourne six goals needs to include heritage, sports city and tourism city.

· The MSS should devise a clear and consistent message for the retention and protection of heritage assets.

· 21.02 need to mention that the characteristics of the city we value today need to be retained.

· Stable areas needs to detail that it will be infill development and additions and alterations and will be consistent with change that has already occurred.

· Need to address the Eddington Tunnel north the Hoddle Street review.

· Consider bike commuters and recreational bikes as they have different needs.

· 21.04 (paragraph 4) needs to include …parks and gardens, heritage…

· 21.04 (paragraph 5) need to specifically state the importance of parks and gardens

· 21.04-2 Wellington Parade rail corridor needs to be upgraded as a major entrance to the CBD.

· What strategies are proposed to assist the in the attainment of clause 21.05-1 and 21.05-2?

· Need to address and consider noise issues with licensed premises and residences.

· What is the intention of the extension and connect of Spring Street to Brunton Ave? 
	The ‘local centre’ of Wellington Parade will be supported as a facility for local residents.

Heritage protection is included in the MSS.

Listed in the land use amenity principles. 

This will be addressed in Council’s revised transport strategy. It is currently not sufficiently developed as a proposal to be included in the MSS.

A range of cycling objectives is listed, including shared paths and designated bike lanes. 

Council is currently working on policies to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and adapt to climate change.

This has been adequately addressed in the MSS. Clause 21.06-6

This extension is part of the plan to improve connectivity to Yarra Park.


	

	
	
	
	· Landsdowne Street appears to be discarded for the use for through traffic? What is the rationale?
	The MSS does not propose changes to the operation of Lansdowne Street.
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	Margaret Jungwirth
	Heritage

Development

Transport

Public open space

Facilities
	· Fringe residents needs ignored.

· Parks and recreation places need to remain rather than for development.

· Provide infrastructure and amenities before increasing the population

· Adequately monitor pollution and waste.

· Escalate the greening programs and parks and gardens.

· Connected city requires a train line to the airport. Safe cycling routes are required around the city.

· Vision needs to include all residents. 

· Heritage is important to protect. New developments must respect existing residential areas.

· Require cross linkage transport rather than going into the city and then out again.

· Limit height and density to prevent slums and danger zones.

· People smoking on the street prevent pedestrian access. 

· Cyclists need adequate signage and access but also should have ID plates.

· New developments must include parking facilities on site. 

· Public transport needs to be accessible and affordable to encourage more use.

· New developments are required to blend into the existing streetscape. 

· Seats at train stations are required to encourage people to use these facilities. 

· Remove obstacles from the footpaths to enjoy people can walk safely down the street with adequate lighting. 
	Parks and open space are considered in the MSS and there is support for an increase in the parks and open space provision.

The provision of infrastructure is a strategy in the MSS.

Improved waste and recycling strategies are listed in the Eco-City objectives.

Cycling routes are to be extended including shared paths and designated bike lanes.

Heritage objectives are listed and included in the land use amenity principles.

Building height limits are included in the zones and overlays. Safety is important and listed in Clause 21.04.

It is not appropriate to detail Bicycle ID plates in the MSS. 

Parking requirements are detailed under the Particular Provisions in the Melbourne Planning Scheme.

New developments in stable areas are to respect their context.


	No change recommended as the issues raised are adequately addressed in the MSS.

	
	
	
	· Safety in the city is a huge issue day and night and needs to be further addressed in the MSS.

· Protect waterways and encourage stormwater reuse in parks and gardens. 

· Parks and gardens need to be for general use – not just private such as golf, netball etc.

· Building footprint needs to be managed on such small sites.

· Don’t cluster medical facilities together it is discriminatory. 
	Safety is addressed in Clause 21.04-3 objective 3.

Objectives listed in Clause 21.05 address water management and climate adaptation.

Provision of public open space is listed in the MSS.  The use of the parks is a management issue.

The MSS supports the clustering of medical as the enables providers to work together and to provide complementary services.
	

	145
	Deborah Kuh

Syrinx Environmental
	Public Transport

Sustainable Transport

Freight


	Requests additional objectives under each heading.

21.03 Public Transport

· Reinforce the key pedestrian spines that connect the CBD.

· Develop a fringe commuter parking strategy.

· Better amenities and station character for NightRider stations.

21.03-2 Walking

· Reinforce nominated streets as key pedestrian, public transport and cycling spine.

· Make thru block links more visible

· Provide adequate weather protection for key spines.

21.03-3 Cycling

· Provide bicycle access facilities and safe lock up zones in new developments.

21.03-4 Private Motor Transport

· Develop a delivery service network for retailers in the City.

· Support carpooling initiatives and incentives.

21.03-5 Freight Transport

· Provide accessible onsite loading facilities

· Develop a strategy for water based activities along the Yarra and Moonee Ponds Creek.

21.04-2 Distinctive Urban Structure

· Worth considering defining an architectural typology within the Hoddle grid.
	Most of the comments of this submission relate to the detail in the Melbourne Planning Scheme as expressed in policy, zones and overlays.

Future pedestrian linkages are listed as an objective to ensure greater pedestrian activity.

A fringe commuter parking strategy should be a metropolitan strategy as City of Melbourne promotes public transport access to the municipality.

Weather protection is addressed in the DDO controls.

Provision for bicycle lock up areas is included in the Particular Provisions.

There are car sharing programs, although the specific detail is not listed in the MSS.

Potential for this to be addressed in the Open Space Strategy.


	No change recommended as the issues raised are adequately addressed in the MSS..

	
	
	Public Realm

Public Open Space

Sustainability 
	· Ensure principle streets are activated.

· Prioritise neighbourhood characteristics in Stable Areas.

21.04-3 Safety, health and well being

· Develop way finding identities

· Develop a strategy for heritage and cultural precincts.

· Ensure new developments provide communal gardens and outdoor areas.

· Encourage the greening of roof spaces.

21.04-4 Public Realm

· Articulate to reduce dead walls, screens and barriers.

· Discourage low quality construction of public internal spaces.

· Ensure greater physical and acoustic separation between commercial and residential usage.

· Discourage carparks and podium carparks that will have an adverse acoustic impact to residential developments.

· Ensure public and private frontages are treated with equal consideration in its attraction and upkeep.

21.04-5 Public open space

· Invest in weather protection along key promenades.

· Provide greater connectivity into Docklands from CBD.

· Promote continuous service and businesses at street level.

· Promote a finer grain at street level and promote street frontage retail.


	Stable areas are defined as those parts of the City where the existing character is to be maintained. 

A heritage strategy is on the list for undertaking further strategic work and is currently underway.

Design objectives are listed in the zone and overlay controls.

Weather protection is considered in the DDOs.

This is considered in the MSS.


	· 

	
	
	
	· Ensure that key arterial roads are main streets.

· Investigate a municipal wide energy strategy.

21.05Eco-city

· Design all buildings with sustainable infrastructure.

· Investigate a below ground waste processing centre.

· Minimise global dimming.

21.05-1 Greenhouse gas emissions and adapt to climate change

· Mandate quality construction regarding insulation principles and energy emissions.

· Ensure public open space within developments are designed with reticulated infrastructure.

· Ensure developments minimise solar heat gain, and centralise services such as basement laundries.

Water

· Develop an integrated sewer mining and treated stormwater and reticulated system.

· Encourage onsite treatment, storage and reuse of grey and black water.

· Encourage rainwater harvesting for potable water.

Energy

· Retrofit existing infrastructure to energy efficient solutions.

· Promote façade materials and technologies that harness solar energy.

· Encourage 100% offset of energy consumption in all public and communal areas from renewable sources.

Waste

· Ensure all new developments have recycle facilities, sustainable waste disposal service and on site composting.

Microclimate natural systems

· Ensure appropriate planting and landscaping 


	Will be addressed in the Principal Streets Strategy and Transport Corridor Urban Development Strategy.

Sustainable objectives are listed in the Eco-City objectives but further detail and controls are in the zone and overlays.

These details will be considered within future strategic work, particularly the Building Energy Efficiency and Climate Change Adaptation policies. 

These details will be considered within future strategic work, particularly the Building Energy Efficiency and Climate Change Adaptation policies. 


	· 

	
	
	
	21.06 Land Use and Amenity

21.06-1 Land use

· Support the retail core with complimentary retail corridors to other sub retail nodes.

· Complement ground floor activation with overhead balconies.

· Provide supermarkets.

21.06-2 Residential

· Mandate acoustic attenuation in dwellings in non residential zones.

· Encourage new developments to include recreational equipment.

21.06-3 Retail

· Encourage manufacturing industries to occupy upper floors.

· Encourage produce businesses.

21.06-6 Entertainment and arts

· Incorporate art into building facades.

· Support cultural programming, online gaming and recreational centres for young adults in the central city.

· Support local artists

21.06-8 Knowledge

· Provide a school in the central city from childcare to year 12.

21.06-8 Community Facilities

· Develop a digital strategy to connect communities.

21.07 Implementation program

· Prepare an ESD Strategy, framework and design guidelines.

· Assess how the city and municipality is used.
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	No
	Submitter Details
	Issue
	Summary of Submission
	Management Response
	Recommended changes to the MSS

	146
	Boral Construction
	Buffer Zones
Traffic

Management
	· Boral Concrete leases 1 hectare of land from VicTrack on the corner of Arden and Laurens Street, North Melbourne.
· Facility has serviced many major infrastructure projects.
· The use of the site as a Concrete Plan is permitted under the Public use Zone (4).

· Site has undergone $10 million worth of site improvements and employs 40 people.
· Not acceptable that the Growth Framework Plan designated Boral’s Concrete plant site as and area for “Urban Renewal”.

Buffers

· Concrete Plant is incompatible with residential uses therefore it is critical to restrict any future encroachment of residential uses to the site.

· Requests buffer of 500 metres round the site to prohibit sensitive uses.
Traffic Management

· Important to separate the road network for the proposed urban renewal precincts from the road network that Boral currently utilises given the high volumes of traffic (with heavy materials).
· Requests road network changes or re-alignments to the present road network be done in consultation with Boral.


	
	

	147
	Santino Mercuri
	Urban Growth Areas
	· Recently purchased property in Chelmsford Street, Kensington.
· Strongly supports the area between Macaulay Road and Arden Street being designated for urban renewal and more specifically the southern side of Chelmsford Street.
· Supports the direction of the MSS in encouraging brown field renewal and higher density in inner city areas to take advantage of existing infrastructure.

	
	

	148
	Phil Gleeson-Urbis

On behalf of George Weston Foods


	
	· Owner of 56-78 Laurens Street Nth Melbourne, occupied by Western Milling)
· Regeneration or enhancement of this land as part of an Urban Renewal Area must not be at the expense of existing industrial operations including those of Western Milling.

· Established industrial uses should not be required to adopt their existing operations in order to protect encroaching sensitive uses.  Requests that this be reflected in the MSS.

· Considers the resolutions resulting from the Arden Macaulay Road Structure Plan should not occur until resolution of the MSS.
	
	

	149
	Gadens Lawyers
On behalf of Allied Mills

52-112 Elaizabeth Street, Kensington

	
	· Strenuously objects the Amendment.

· Site located within the Industrial 1 Zone and has been an operational flour mill since 1887.   Allied Mills is an integral component of the Australian flour milling industry.
· Note that despite being located within an Urban Renewal Area, the Allied Mills site is not redundant, underutilised or undervalued.
· Raised concern that the proposed amendment will impose the ultimate decline of the industrial area by earmarking the are for future rezonings that would see the introduction of incompatible and sensitive land uses in proximity to well established industrial areas.  The proposed rezonings in the Arden Macaulay Structure Plan serves to evidence this concern. (identifies the land as proposed Muxed Use Zone).
· Concerned that Amendment C177 proposes a residential and mixed use development abutting the Allied Mills site.

· Concerned about the impact of the amendment on the economic and employment value of the Allied Mills business.

· No mention of an alternate site within the municipality or consideration of the replacement value of the existing purpose built industrial infrastructure.

	· 
	

	
	
	
	· The Amendment contradicts the recommendations of the CoM Industrial Land Supply Study May 2009 in relation to the Allied Mills site to support its existing and ongoing operations by retaining the industrial zone and preventing encroachment of sensitive uses.
· The introduction of sensitive uses as envisaged by the MSS and the Structure Plan will be incompatible with the current operations and have the potential of forcing the business into non-compliance with planning regulations.  This encroachment is alos at odds with the buffer distances specified in Clause 52.10.

· Any new residential occupants will have amenity expectations that cannot be met.

· States that Allied Mills do not have any intention to relocate operations from the current site in the near future.

· Notes that Allied Mills is subject to a Section 173 Agreement with the CoM.
· In summary, concludes that the Amendment is premature, lacks strong strategic basis and ignores the value of existing industrial businesses in this location.

	· 
	

	150
	Urbis
On behalf of Victorian Racing Club


	
	· States that the VRC have made recent significant investment in racetrack upgrade including flood bund walls, new stables and training facilities and spectator facilities.
· MSS fails to recognise the importance of Flemington Racecourse to the City and the State and only references the need to minimise the impact of traffic, noise and parking on nearby residents.
· Concerned that a number of references to the Flemington Racecourse in the existing MSS have been deleted in the new MSS, specifically Clauses  and figures 21.04-2, 21.05, 21.08-10.
· Requests that the MSS be amended to acknowledge the cultural and economic significance of the Flemington Racecourse to both the City and State to ensure that the ongoing enhancement of this site as a world class operation is recognised.

	· 
	

	151
	Fred Carter


	
	· The new MSS makes inadequate provision for growth as it makes
· Little acknowledgement of problems, limitations or obstacles.

· Few benchmarks to judge its success or failures of past plan

· Few accountability mechanisms to hold anyone responsible for anything.


	· 
	

	152
	Rigby Cooke Lawyers

On behalf of Laurens Street property owners and operatorsgroup


	
	· Believes the identification of the Laurens Street properties in the propsed Urban Renewal Area is inappropriate.

· Under the Growth Framework Plan, the clients land is designated as and “Urban Renewal Area”. Considers this contradicts clause 21.06-5 “to maintain the long term capacity of the City to accommodate industry”.

· Highlighted the importance of industry being located close the City and the difficulty in relating the existing businesses.
· Considers industrial land to be continually placed under pressure from residential and regards buffer distances to be impinged upon.

· Considers MSS is the first step in a series of decisions which will lead to forced relocation.  This will have social and economic and social impacts including loss of clientele and job loss.


	· 
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