
From: 
Sent: Friday, 13 September 2019 2:56 PM
To: Strategic Planning <StrategicPlanning@moreland.vic.gov.au>
Cc: 
Subject: Amendment C183 - Submission

To whom it may concern,

I have just received a letter about upcoming parking restrictions that will be applied to our 
residential street. 
We are currently rental tenants on Edwina Way, Brunswick East and see from the diagram on the 
website that Gear Street parking will be affected by 2P restrictions. 
As we live in a 2 bedroom townhouse and have 2 cars for our household specifically for work 
purposes, with only 1 garage, we heavily rely on the non-restricted parks that are on Gear Street 
and Mary Moodie Way.
As there are a number of buildings within this townhouse complex, I believe that us, along with 
the other residents, have felt that these parks have recently been abused by non-residents of this 
complex and indeed by commuters and construction workers. 
I believe that permits for residents living in this townhouse complex are necessary for Gear Street 
and Mary Moodie Way, especially now with a large block of apartments recently constructed 
across the street, bringing more residents to the area. 

My husband and I are officially requesting that if this amendment is implemented, that we would 
be eligible for 2 unrestricted parking permits for Gear Street and Mary Moodie way. 

Thank you for your consideration.
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From: 
Sent: Friday, 13 September 2019 5:58 PM
To: Strategic Planning <StrategicPlanning@moreland.vic.gov.au>
Subject: Submission to Amendment C183

Dear Moreland Council

I,  Lindsay Street, Glenroy, am opposed to the amendment. Whilst I am not 
opposed to the implementation of parking restrictions, I believe it is grossly unfair for 
subdivisions post August 2011 to be ineligible for residential parking permits, particularly given 
the proposed restriction times being as late as 11pm.

As an occupier of a subdivision who purchased and have lived at my property prior to the 
proposed changes, this will mean I have no where for my visitors, friends or family to park, for 
example, if they came for a family dinner.

If the restrictions are in place, anyone prior to the change should be entitled to a residential 
parking permit otherwise it would have need be considered during subdivision that visitor 
parking would then be required on the subdivision. This will affect many properties given you're 
limit you have placed is more than 8 years ago.

I feel this restriction is discriminatory against existing residents who should have a right to 
legitimately share off street parking. I have elderly neighbors who have carers needing to come 
visit or even those who may have people visit to support social connection and suddenly they are 
subject to 2 hour restrictions as late as 11pm at night.

Either existing subdivisions be permitted if not resident permits, be permitted visitor permits like 
Moonee Valley Council or the times restrictions are in place to be reduced e.g. to 5pm.
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From: 
Sent: Friday, 13 September 2019 6:17 PM
To: Strategic Planning <StrategicPlanning@moreland.vic.gov.au>
Subject: Support for Amendment C183

Dear Moreland council,

I am writing to express my support for the proposed Amendment C183 to change the way cars
and parking are treated in new developments. I live in  and
am a big supporter of this shift, even though I reluctantly and for work reasons continue to have
a car which I pay to park off the street. I hope that public transport will continue to improve in
Melbourne so that I can get to work in less than two hours on public transport. This kind of
alteration to parking arrangements is a step in that direction and has my full support.

Best wishes,
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From: 
Sent: Saturday, 14 September 2019 12:58 PM
To: Strategic Planning <StrategicPlanning@moreland.vic.gov.au>
Subject: 
Importance: High

Hi,

I refer to the parking amendment letter Amendment C183 that has been mailed to me. 

You're proposal is out of touch with local business operations that are NOT in the busy
sections of Sydney Rd. Three quarters of businesses on the street have shut down with
empty shop fronts for lease, for sale and graffiti all over it, it's disgusting and depressing.
All you seem to be good at is parking signs and parking fines. I guess you want whatever
businesses left operating to close down as well. Who cares right, as long as you get your
forever rising council rates! How about you clean up the streets and make it more
attractive to encourage more customers to local hard working businesses supporting the
local community.

I have the following suggestions please:

OPTION ONE:
I propose that you impose one side of each street adjacent to Sydney Rd with your
parking restrictions and leave the other side as is. 

OPTION TWO:
Only apply your parking restrictions up to the first roundabout of each side street.
You've currently proposed 2 roundabouts down, it's too far down. It's like we're being
punished for operating a business here.

OPTION THREE:
Allocate generous parking with permits for local businesses as well. We are just as
entitled as the local residents. We pay council rates as well.
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OPTION FOUR:
You don't need to impose your parking restrictions all the way down Sydney Rd and
adjacent street. Only apply it to the busy sections.

Please also take into consideration that the vast majority of local residents have
parking on their property in garages etc. They don't need that much extra parking.
Almost all the businesses on the street don't have allocated parking with their shop
fronts.  

Many Thanks,

https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=webmail


From: 

To: 

Subject: 

Date: 

Thanks Kim, 

I would like to add to my Submission on Amendment C183 another option. To improve 

traffic, parking and business operations. 

OPTION FIVE: 

Make land available and give permits to allow a supermarket such as ALDI for example 

to open on this quieter section of Sydney Rd, with allocated parking off-course. 

The benefits: 

• This would spread and even out the heavier traffic from the busier sections on

Sydney Rd.

• Increase business operations reducing closures, for lease, for sale etc.

• Generous parking with a supermarket style operation would reduce the strain on

inner residential streets for parking.

Many Thanks, 
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From: 
Sent: Saturday, 14 September 2019 8:12 PM
To: Strategic Planning <StrategicPlanning@moreland.vic.gov.au>
Subject: Submission on the Amendment C183

Hello,

I do not fully understand exactly how this amendment will change the current system, so correct 
me if I am wrong. My understanding is that this change will me that instead of being able to park 
outside my own house for free, I will now have to pay to park outside my house on a yearly basis, 
otherwise I will be restricted to 2 hours of parking between 8am and 11pm. Is that correct?

If this is the case, I do not approve of this system. If you are trying to improve circumstances for 
residents when it comes to parking then you should designate all residential streets with free 
residential parking to prevent non-residents parking for longer than 2 hours, rather than this 
system where residents are more disadvantaged than the current system.

Regards,
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From: 
Sent: Sunday, 15 September 2019 10:39 AM
To: Strategic Planning <StrategicPlanning@moreland.vic.gov.au>
Subject: Fwd: Submission for amendment

Dear Moreland City Council, 

We have recently brought a property at  Brunswick 
West.

My husband and I both live here and we both have work vehicles. We  both have 
to have work vehicles as we cannot work without our vehicles. My husband is an 
electrician and I am a travelling Healthcare Professional, we are both field based 
and travel to work at various locations across Victoria.

We have one secure parking space within the development but not 2. We would 
like to find another and have tried sourcing one within our development as my 
husbands work van got broken into recently and much stolen from us- however 
there are none available.

My understanding is this particular amendment is not allowing residents of new 
developments to purchase a parking permits. 

I would like to propose that in Centennial Ave you would allow us to buy a pass to 
park outside out home, which we would be really happy to do, Without it, the 
property would not suit our living and working arrangement's, had that  been the 
have the case 2017, we would not have been able to purchase it.

The reasons we propose this for your consideration are as follows:

1. The main issue in Centennial Avenue is not from the residents of the
development parking, rather it is from people driving to work in the morning and
using this road to park and get the tram into the City-  we often struggle to find a
spot during working hours.

2. The centennial development is a small development of just 18 apartments and
everyone has at least one parking space, some 2- there are only a couple of
residents like us who have to have 2 cars-so this impact from our development
would be extremely minimal.
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3. There are not any more developments planned as I believe the area does not
allow for any more developments where we are.
 
4. Not only would we be even more concerned about the security of my husbands
vehicle if he had to park it a distance from the home, it would not be practical as
he has to unload it every day and it would require further trips carrying heavy
bags.
 
5. We simply would not have purchased this property if there was not parking that
allows us to park our vehicles.
 
6. We are very happy here and don't wish to consider moving from the area, as
first home buyers, we could not afford anything bigger with 2 parking spaces in
this area.
 
If the restrictions were just during working hours it would be ok while my husband
is working, but what if he comes home early, is off sick, or is on leave?
 
We would greatly appreciate your consideration of our circumstances and the
need to be able to park 1 vehicle outside our home at all times, we are more than
happy to buy a permit, it would be better for us as sometimes we can't get a space
with all the commuters anyway! 
 
I am sure you can understand this is of great concern and anguish to us, and hope
you investigate our claims and consider our request seriously,
 
I do hope to hear from you soon,
 
Yours Sincerely, 



 

From: 
Sent: Sunday, 15 September 2019 11:05 AM
To: Strategic Planning <StrategicPlanning@moreland.vic.gov.au>
Subject: Submission to Amendment C183

Hi there,

I would like to lodge a submission in strong support of Amendment C183.

I want to see far fewer cars in Moreland and Melbourne generally. The only effective way to do 
that is to limit the huge subsidies and free kicks that we currently give to encourage car usage 
and ownership. Car parking is one of the most significant and costly ways that we, as ratepayers 
and taxpayers, subsidise people to drive and park their cars.

Building more car parking only begats more cars - we know that from decades of research. That is 
not to say that all car parking should be removed immediately, but that the pendulum has swung 
so far in favour of cars that we have to make serious efforts to redress the balance.

In this current state of Climate Emergency that we are in, transport is often the elephant in the 
room. They make up more than one-fifth of our total greenhouse gas emissions and are showing 
no signs of slowing.

Even assuming that things like electric vehicles will take off, this doesn't address the basic fact 
pointed out in Darebin's parking strategy - that we don't have enough room to fit all the cars that 
we currently have should they all need to park somewhere, let alone the tens of thousands of 
extra cars that will come in the future if we don't do something now.

This Amendment seems to have been carefully thought out and backed by good background 
research. It takes a spatial rather than a blanket approach to car parking provision, which makes 
sense given the various levels of access to non-car-based transport and existing levels of usage of 
bikes, public transport, walking, etc.

Should it be implemented, as I hope it is, it will be of great benefit for everyone - including 
motorists. By reducing the number of car parking spaces built in new developments, it will reduce 
car ownership and usage over time, meaning more space on the road for those people who do 
need to drive for certain trips. It will also mean that people buying into these new developments 
are less likely to be forced to pay for something that they don't necessarily need
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(i.e. a parking space).
 
In conclusion, I strongly support this Amendment in its current form. I hope that it becomes a
good example of transport policy in this state and serves as an example to others, particularly
other similar councils like Darebin, Yarra and Port Phillip.
 
Kind regards,



From: 
Sent: Monday, 16 September 2019 11:25 AM
To: Strategic Planning <StrategicPlanning@moreland.vic.gov.au>
Subject: Submission to Amendment C183

Thank you for notification of this amendment.
I support the Parking Management Policy and the proposed changes under this amendment.

Despite living in an area with a reasonable quantity of off-street parking for residents and visitors, 
the kerbside storage of personal and work vehicles already presents an occasional problem for 
access.  I imagine that this problem is significantly more severe for service vehicles.

The proposed Amendment seems likely to mitigate this problem and also the risk of increased 
congestion resulting from the plans for increased activity and residential density in the area.  

The Policy and changes also seem consistent with encouraging active and public transport modes 
and I strongly support all initiatives in this direction.

--

Best regards,
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From: 
Sent: Monday, 16 September 2019 11:51 AM
To: Strategic Planning <StrategicPlanning@moreland.vic.gov.au>
Subject: Submission to Amendment C183

I refer to the proposed Amendment C183 and wish to make the following objection.

There have been many changes taking place in an area which I’ve lived since 1964 and most of
those changes have been ideologically driven with no realistic and proper planning for the many
consequences arising from the projected growth in population. I will avoid going into any detail
about the many consequences and concentrate, for the sake of brevity, on just one of those
consequences – that of traffic management.

There is no question about the traffic problems confronting Melbourne. There are asinine
political ideologies that trump the sensible, logical and practical possibilities that can enrich our
cities and communities. The proper expertise, free of ideology or special agendas, is needed to
arrive at the correct and sensible answers and this is what is lacking in this amendment.

The only path that’s followed by the proposed amendment is the total disregard to any visionary
planning for transport, not only within the City of Moreland but also in coordination with other
city councils. The explanations for the proposal are based on the sole premise that cars are to be
highly restricted within the confines of the City of Moreland and that premise is a basis that has
not been formally put to the people for full approval and support.

The end result of all this ideologically base “planning” has been the forcing of existing traffic into
fewer and fewer roads that can be regarded as functional traffic thoroughfares, except for the
fact that their interconnection is obstructed, by bike paths, reduction in lanes, endless numbers
of traffic lights, increased space assigned to public transport stations and many other failings.
Some of those failings can be attributed to the nonsensical insertion of bike lanes on roads not
designed for them – resulting in the upsurge of bike-related accidents. The changes made to the
roads have prioritised money saving over and above the safety of road users, be they motorists,
cyclists or pedestrians, but the money that has been spent has been wasted. The motorists who
pay their registration and fuel taxes – a portion of which go to road maintenance, find their
ability to use the roads they paid for reduced unacceptably. Cyclists who pay no registration or
fuel tax have all this work done for them. Where is the accountability? Where is the authority to
use funds in this way?

The proposed amendment does nothing to present a proper, functional, forward-looking vision
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for the city of Moreland – it only supports the flawed planning based on a flawed ideology. I
protest against its implementation.
 
Sincerely,
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