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Planning and Environment Act Review

Department of Planning & Community Development.
Statutory Planning Systems Reform

GPO Box 2392

Melbourne VIC 3001

To Whom It May Concern,

RE: SUBMISSION PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT ACT REVIEW.

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to the Planning and Environment Act
Review. This was make possible by the response to my request by Martin Spence for an
extension of the due date of the 1% May 2009, until Friday 8" May 2009, for which | am most
grateful. There has been an extremely limited time frame for preparation, due to the
submission period including the Easter and school holiday break, as there was with the New
Residential zones for Victoria submissions that were due approximately 3 weeks earlier. | am
very concerned that the State Government is now requesting Council to make yet another
submission, this time to the Environmental Regulations Enquiry, again with a very limited time
frame, the due date being the 15" May. This has determined that there is virtually no
opportunity for key stakeholders, the local community and conservation groups to be involved.
Is this what we call “streamlining” the planning process? | understand that the additional cost
to Council has not been able to be budgeted for. What are the benefits to Council and the
local community? This appears to be yet another attempt to further remove or reduce power
from Local Government and residents, as well as genuine stakeholders that have all
previously been able to be involved in any decision making that relates to the planning
process. Council administered, extremely well run, community consultation forums, have in
the past allowed input from the local community. They are usually long term residents, with
more local knowledge than the supposed “expert” consultants can ever hope to have. The
recent Banyule Heritage Review consultation forums, that | introduced, are a perfect example
of this. The consultants acknowledged that the locals knew a great deal more than they did
and asked for suggestions and nominations, as well as our thoughts on the importance of
heritage to the community and the state. Locals have also proven to have a better
understanding of their local conditions, such as traffic problems or flooding potential.

The existing Planning and Environment Act and planning schemes presently contain too
much discretion, but a further relaxing of controls, as well as a stream lining of the planning
process as recently proposed by the State Government, will make it open slather for
developers. We may as well have no controls at all. There needs to be more prescription, so
that Councils and V.C.A.T. cannot exercise discretion in interpreting and balancing different
clauses, policies and standards.

Planning controls need to be mandatory. This means adhered to, with no concessions. The
State Planning Tribunal has recently undermined Banyule Councils new planning control
amendments. V.C.A.T. approved an application for three double — story dwellings on Grieves
Street in Macleod, after Council ruled, that the proposal did not suit the neighbourhood
character. V.C.A.T. accepted that 42 per cent site coverage was appropriate, when only last
September, Planning Minister Madden approved a planning amendment where a local
planning policy guideline stated that 40 per cent site coverage should be aimed for in Macleod
and other parts of Banyule.
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