
F u t u r e  M e l b o u r n e  C o m m i t t e e  Agenda Item 7.1 
  
 11 March 2014 

Notice of Motion, Cr Leppert: Amendments to Delegation 
Policy for Planning Applications 

 

 

Motion 

That the Future Melbourne Committee recommends to Council that it amend the ‘Policy’ section of the 
Delegation Policy for Planning Applications as per Attachment 1. 

 

Background 

For planning applications where the City of Melbourne is the responsible authority, it is rare for officers to refer 
applications to the Future Melbourne Committee. 
 
Whilst this does not prevent Councillors from ‘calling in’ applications for Committee decision, there are 
advantages to officers having clear parameters by which to determine whether or not an application will be 
‘automatically’ referred to Committee. One advantage is being able to work to a Committee date as a deadline 
for drafting a determination. Another is to be able to let objectors to an application know that the officers’ 
recommendation (and any recommended conditions) will be made publicly available prior to a decision on the 
application being made by Committee. 
 
This motion proposes three changes to the Delegation Policy for Planning Applications. 
 
The first is to define ‘substantial public objection’ in the policy, and in doing so create a trigger for automatic 
referral of an application to Committee. There have been examples in the past where applications have 
received more than 50 objections, including a majority of non-identical objections (i.e. objections which were 
clearly not form letters or petition-style objections), which officers did not deem to have ‘given rise to substantial 
public objection’. This motion proposes that 16 non-identical objections meets the definition of ‘substantial 
public objection’ and so the application would be referred to Committee for decision. This is the same threshold 
used by the City of Port Phillip. Other neighbouring municipalities generally use a lower threshold. 
 
The second is to insert into the policy a new criterion for automatic referral to Committee – that of an application 
involving the demolition or part demolition of valued heritage buildings which is not recommended to be refused. 
The reason for the insertion of this criterion is to make transparent those applications where the City’s heritage 
streetscapes will be, or ill be perceived to be, diminished. 
 
The third is to insert into the policy another new criterion for automatic referral to Committee – that of Council 
itself being the applicant. The reason for the insertion of this criterion is to make transparent those applications 
where Council is both the applicant and the responsible authority, and so disclose perceived conflicts of 
interest. 
 
 
 

Moved: Cr Leppert 
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Attachment 1 
Agenda item 7.1 

Future Melbourne Committee 
11 March 2014 

 
 

 

Policy 
 
It is the policy of the City of Melbourne that the criteria to select planning applications to be decided 
by the Future Melbourne Committee (FMC) include any application that: 
 
1) Raises an issue of significant public interest, concern or controversy or is likely to do so; 
2) Raises an issue of policy or process not covered by existing policy or practice; 
3) Has given rise to substantial public objection (denoted either by the qualitative strength of 

submission/s or there being a quantity of 16 or more non-identical submissions), or appears 
likely to do so, and is not recommended to be refused; 

4)  Would be or could reasonably appear to be inconsistent with a previous decision or decisions 
by the Council; 

5) Could set an undesirable precedent in terms of height, bulk, scale etc that could create an 
undesirable policy direction; 

6)  Is innovative and raises the possibility of a new or unexpected desirable policy direction that 
Council wants to encourage; 

7)  Provides for a development which is anticipated by, or contrary to, a proposed major 
amendment to the Melbourne Planning Scheme which is supported by Council; or 

8) Proposes the demolition or significant redevelopment of an A- or B-graded or equivalent 
heritage building and is not recommended to be refused; 

9) The City of Melbourne is the applicant for; or 
10) Any Councillor has indicated a desire to call in the proposal for decision. 
 
Where a delegate deems that an application falls within criteria 1 to 79 above, the delegate will refer it 
to FMC without requiring a Councillor to call the application in. 
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