
From:  
Sent: Monday, 11 November 2019 12:46 AM
To: Strategic Planning <StrategicPlanning@moreland.vic.gov.au>
Cc: 

Subject: Submission to Amendment C183

Dear Counsellor

I am a resident of No , Glenroy, VIC 3046.

This is regarding the Amendment C183 to reduce car parking and encourage sustainable
transport in new developments.

I write to object that decision, as we do not commute to city for our work.  We do not have
proper or frequent public transport also we drive to our work place about 30 km, we are shift
workers too.  It is so hard to catch public transport and to get connecting train services for the
train connection.  This process takes more than two hours to get to work.  By driving we can get
to our work maximum 40 minutes time.  There by we can save time more than one hour for one
way.  Just imagine if we commute to work 5 days this distance, how much time we have to waste
to find public transport system.

Public transport systems is suitable for some workers but not for all workers.

In this read, there are different types of workers commuting to work by their own vehicle, eg.
Driver, trade people, or shift worker.

Therefore we kindly request not to implement this two hour parking system or over two hours,
the need of parking permit.

We kindly request you to review this decision and cancel the proposed C183 in our area.

Thanks & Best Rgds.

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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4. The Amendment proposes to remove the statement "Good public transport
services in all areas” as a key objective of the transport network in the Municipal
Strategic Statement Strategic Direction 7. This should always be a key objective in
Moreland's Planning Scheme.
 
 
5. There appears to be a conflict of interest that has not been declared, either in
MITS 2019 or in Amendment C183 and is not consistent with Moreland’s 2025
Community Vision whereby partnerships are used to create COMMUNITY
OUTCOMES.
GTA Consultants have had a strategic partnership with Moreland Council since
2003 or earlier. GTA Consultants prepared a strategy for widening Bell Street and
creating a Coburg Transport Interchange, and were also involved in the creation of
the Central Coburg 2020 Structure Plan.
This partnership should have been declared and described in detail in MITS 2019.
It seems to be a developer-driven relationship.
 
 
6. The reference document of the Municipal Strategic Statement on exhibition lists
Structure Plans that are not mentioned anywhere in the C183 Explanatory Report
or in MITS 2019 or in the Municipal Strategic Statement itself – namely a
Brunswick Structure Plan, Central Coburg 2020 Structure Plan and Colours of
Coburg Place Framework.
These Structure Plans have already been approved by the Planning Minister
through Amendments C123 and C134, and are incorporated into Moreland's
Planning Scheme.
This suggests a lack of transparency.
 
 
7. Amendment C183 appears to be the final step, by seeking approval for parking
overlays, in the Central Coburg C2020 Structure Plan 2006.
However Coburg C2020 was initiated in 2006 when the Plan for Melbourne was
for a population of 5 million. This has been superseded and is no longer relevant.
 
 
8. Amendment C183 appears to fully favour developers. It is based on plans that
were created before NDIS came into existence, and before Moreland Council
developed it’s Human Rights Policy. The User Hierarchy that it is based on is
restricted to only four types of users.
 
 
Finally, I believe that Amendment C183 (and MITS 2019) will not fulfil the
objectives for planning in Victoria, set out at section 4 of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987. In particular, the Amendment fails to implement the
following objectives:
 
- to provide for the fair, orderly, economic and sustainable use, and development
of land
- to secure a pleasant, efficient and safe working, living and recreational
environment for all Victorians and visitors to Victoria; and







11 November 2019 

Moreland City Council 
Via email: strategicplanning@moreland.vic.gov.au 

Submission to Proposed Amendment C183, Moreland Planning Scheme 

Incorporated offers the following submission to the above proposed Amendment. 

As a recognised leader in advocacy and demonstration of sustainable living,  commends 
Moreland City Council for its work in the preparation of the Moreland Integrated Transport 
Strategy, including the extensive consultation with interest groups, including  

supports the principles and objectives of the Strategy, and is itself working to provide 
leadership in the adoption of sustainable transport modes, and through identifying opportunities 
and barriers that could be addressed to support and facilitate enhanced uptake. 

 does not request any changes to proposed Amendment C183 as exhibited, but wishes to be 
a party to consideration of the Amendment by Council and by any Panel appointed to consider 
submissions. 

 

 

 

 











responding to transport needs and trends, decoupling housing and car ownership and
supporting our transition to a zero carbon Moreland.
 
Warm regards
 

 
 
Please delete my personal details prior to this submission being made publicly available
 







 

 

 

 

 

 

   







   Suite 4/136-144 Bell St. Coburg Vic 3058
      PO Box 426 Coburg Vic 3058
 
Liability limited by a scheme approved under Professional Standards Legislation.
 

 
Please note that our office hours have now changed to 8.30am-5.00pm
Monday, Tuesday & Thursday, 8.30am-6.00pm Wednesday and 8.30am-

4.30pm Friday.
Our lunch time has also changed to 12.30pm-1.30pm – phones will not be

answered during this time but please feel free to leave us a message and we
will get back to you.

 





 

 
 
 
 



Department of Transport 

Ref: FOU19/69112 

Kirsten Coster 
Director City Futures 
Strategic Planning 
Moreland City Council 
Locked Bag 1 0 
MORELAND VIC 3058 

Dear Ms Coster 

GPO Box 2392 
Melbourne, VIC 3001 Australia 
Telephone: +61 3 9651 9999 
www.transport.vie.gov.au 
DX 210292 

PLANNING SCHEME AMENDMENT C183 TO THE MORELAND PLANNING SCHEME 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and provide comment on proposed Amendment 
C 183 to the Moreland Planning Scheme. 

The Department of Transport (DoT) understands that Amendment C183 proposes to 
implement the objectives of the Moreland Integrated Transport Strategy 2019 and Moreland 
Parking Implementation Plan, March 2019 by applying three new schedules to the Parking 
Overlay (PO) to the Activity Centres, Neighbourhood Activity Centre and Local Centres in 
Moreland. 

We understand that the Amendment is intending to promote public and active transport use 
within the City of Moreland. Whilst DoT is supportive of this aim, DoT would like to discuss 
further with Council officers how the mechanisms proposed within the amendment (reduction 
in car parking with potential for zero provision of onsite parking) will be implemented and 
consider how any consequences, such as the overflow of parking onto streets (which may 
delay public transport movements and negatively impact active transport routes), would be 
addressed. 

In addition to this, there could be unintended economic benefits, with developers capturing 
the value associated with cost reductions from not having to provide onsite car parking. DoT 
suggests that some of this value should be captured and invested in upgrades to local public 
and active transport facilities. 

If you have any questions regarding this submission, please contact  
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30/10/19 

Strategic Planning 

Submission to Amendment C183 
Moreland City Council 

C/;g-3 

Locked Bag 10 

Moreland Vic 3058 

To Whom It May Concern 

OBJECTION TO C183 AMENDMENT / c,, es LO 

I 

G.P�

We strongly object to the amendment on the basis of the following. 
L. _______ _j 

1. It will push traffic further up Langton St to our end and make our parking
situation worse than it already is with all the units around us.

2. We have a lot of elderly and disabled in the area that need carers and
family to visit and help out.

Darebin council tried to implement the same amendment a few years back but 
due to the resident s uproar it was never implemented. Does Moreland council 
want the same backlash from the locals. It seems like a senseless exercise with 
NO advantage to be gained except for council imposing fines and making money 
from issuing parking permits. 

We look forward to hearing that this will NOT be going ahead. 

I 
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From:  
Sent: Sunday, 10 November 2019 11:09 PM
To:

Subject: Amendment C183 submission - Impact on Irvine Crescent
 
Dear Moreland CC staff,
 
Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission.
 
We object to Amendment C183, in particular the Schedule 2 overlay applying to the north side of
Irvine Crescent (pursuant to MAP No 11PO).  We object  because it reduces the requirement of
developers to provide adequate parking for their townhouse developments and lifts an important
safeguard against overdevelopment. It also contradicts the Council’s desire to change the zoning of
Irvine Crescent, which is evident from the Council’s actions in proposing Amendment C171.
 
As residents on the south side of Irvine Crescent we have been battling developers these last 3 years
because of the real risk of over development of blocks of land on the north side of  our narrow, curved
suburban street.  Examples have been number 14 and 16 Irvine Crescent.  These are  large blocks
that stretch from Irvine Crescent to the bluestone laneway parallel to Moreland Road.  There is plenty
of land to create high quality housing but naturally the developers aim is to maximise their profit, so
they will cram as much dwelling space as they can, leading to low quality housing, minimal
landscaping, traffic congestion and inadequate parking for residents.
 
At present setbacks and minimum carparking standards provide some safeguard to guide reasonable
development of these large blocks of land.  If carparking standards are reduced by 20% then the
result will be over development of these blocks, inadequate carparking for current and future
residents and severe negative impact on traffic and car parking space in Irvine Crescent.  As we have
said many times, we are not against development per se, we just want it to be reasonable. As Council
staff have seen, our narrow, congested street is struggling to cope with the current housing density
and the northern side should not have been zoned Residential Growth zone as part of the Moreland/
Melville Roads Neighbourhood Centre. There was clearly a mistake made and it should have been
zoned General Residential to be aligned with the south side.
 
Finally, we understand that the Council submitted Amendment C171 to the Minister to have the north
side of Irvine Crescent re-zoned to be General Residential rather than Residential growth and that
although this Amendment has been refused, this clearly states the Council’s position.  We content
that  it is contradictory and perverse to the Council’s position on this, if it were to permit a 20%
reduction in minimum parking in the north of Irvine Crescent, when it has so clearly stated that it
shouldn’t be zoned Residential Growth and this would be to further compound that mistake.  Here is
the opportunity to partly rectify this situation.
 
We propose that you redraft Map no 11PO to remove Irvine Crescent from the Schedule 2 overlay.
 
Thank you for consideration of this submission and if you wish to discuss we can be contacted on the
numbers below.
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