Chapter 4

1. Melbourne’s “generous green landscape” (pa 99) IS much valued and contributes significantly to our liveability.  If Melbourne’s population grows, we NEED MORE GREEN AREAS.  But this draft Plan promotes more built form, which WILL CONTINUE TO ERODE THE GREEN LANDSCAPE as it has in the past, and DECREASE LIVEABILITY.

2. Initiatives 4.5.1 to 4.5.3 are okay, but there is confusion between “open spaces” and “green natural areas”.  In regard to the latter, replanting of vegetation does not offset the loss from clearing.  The Plan should include strong protection of all existing natural areas as they have much higher biodiversity and ecological values than restored sites.
3. Initiative 4.2.3 to “protect…our waterways from inappropriate development” is important.  The Oct 2012 planning amendment that took effect in Boroondara is welcomed, but (a) its roll-out elsewhere along the Lower Yarra corridor is way too slow, and (b) the Boroondara amendment expires next year.  The suggestion to “offer” these better controls to councils is INADEQUATE.  Councils MUST implement them and do so QUICKLY before more damage is done to the river corridor.  Also the Plan needs to address the problem that the impact of inappropriate riverside developments is felt most keenly across the river in a different municipality.  That’s where the state government must exercise authority (refer our later comment re initiative 7.1.1)
Chapter 5

1. Change heading (p 121) to “MOVING TOWARDS a sustainable city” as the city is not yet sustainable.  Also expand this section to address the essential elements of ecological sustainability not just climate.

2. Change heading (p 121) to “RESTORE healthy ecosystems and biodiversity” as the government’s recent State of the Environment Report demonstrates that they are far from healthy.

3. Change heading (p 123) to “using and reusing all URBAN RUN-OFF AND RECYCLED water. “  The Yarra is suffering from being Melbourne’s current main water source.  Melbourne must dramatically reduce its reliance on the river for water supply. This is a serious omission in OLV’s otherwise excellent “Melbourne’s Water Future” document.

4. Initiative 5.1.1 is okay.  But the Plan must ensure that along all river corridors, the only appropriate residential zone is NRZ. 
5. Initiative 5.1.2 is okay but other key considerations are that peri-urban areas provide vital habitat for species, are proximate green recreation areas and essential urban-rural buffers. 

6. Change heading of Initiative 5.2.2 to “RESTORE the values of our waterways”.  The government’s recent Index of Stream Conditions demonstrates that they are not in good condition.  Stormwater and wastewater are not the only important adverse factors.  Others include excessive water extraction and encroaching development.  Also addressing the problem in greenfields sites will not reverse the damage.

7. Expand heading of direction 5.6 to “protect our VITAL WATERWAY CORRIDORS, water and sewerage assets”.

8. Initiative 5.6.2 is critical.  Refer to our comments on initiative 4.2.3.   
Chapter 7

1. Initiative 7.1.1 should be expanded.  The Plan to protect the Yarra River corridor from inappropriate development cannot rely on councils acting alone.  The impact of inappropriate riverside developments is felt most keenly across the river in a different municipality (and in a different sub-region as described in the Plan).  That’s where the state government needs to exercise authority.  Incorporating State Planning Policies into council planning schemes will not be adequate.  A single planning authority should oversee all developments throughout the Yarra River corridor, consistent with the fact that the corridor’s values, ecology and well-being all relate to and are dependent on its entirety. That is an appropriate role of the new Metropolitan Planning Authority.  
General

There are two major flaws in the plan.

1. Melbourne’s NATURAL LANDSCAPE IS PRECIOUS (p 119) but this Plan for more buildings will unquestionably erode that landscape.  

2. There is NO ANALYSIS OF DIFFERENT POPULATION SCENARIOS.  The Premier’s foreword implies that population growth is not only welcomed but desirable, and that the Plan will “underpin the city’s growth”.  The Minister for Planning’s foreword is more rational, stating honestly that population growth will make liveability “harder and more challenging.”  This message is expanded on page 5 where it states correctly that population growth has strained the city’s infrastructure and service systems, and that the problems, all significant, are increased transport congestion, worsening housing affordability,  longer travel distances and rural encroachment.  We would add the problem of the city’s growing ecological footprint.

The fact that the population is currently growing does not make it either desirable or uncontrollable.  (It is far more controlling than climate change.)    Since population growth is partially within our control, where is the triple-bottom-line analysis (or any analysis for that matter) of whether it is beneficial for Melbourne?  It is obviously bad for the environment, and there is considerable evidence that for a city of 4 million, the social costs exceed the benefits and that diseconomies-of-scale outweigh any economies-of-scale.  

The overriding goal of this Plan is to accommodate a growing population without doing too much damage to Melburnians’ quality of life.  This is back-to-front.  The goal should be simply and unequivocally to improve our quality of life.   


