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Stephen and Amanda Margetts



SUBMISSION TO THE GREEN WEDGE MANAGEMENT PLAN

NILLUMBIK SHIRE COUNCIL

As you can see above, our property, along with 4 neighbours at ||| R r'vs 2! our
neighbours seem to be an anomaly with zoning. They are located right between smaller lot sizes in

(ool el e d Chibe e Bl oibe
Diamond Creek and Citham North.

WHY HARD EDGES TO THE URBAN GROWTH BOUNDRY DON'T WORK AND BUFFER ZONES ARE NEEDED

As discussed above, the North side of our property is bordered by 9 neighbours and a council park and
adjoining reserve. Planning decisions in the past that have resulted in urban development bordered
by a hard edge of the LIGR with a minimum of 8.0 hectares have impactad immensely on the lifestyle
of property cwners. Having this density abut our boundary has caused immense problems and stress
for us and difficulties managing and enjoying our property. When we first purchased the property,
we made an effort to contact all of our neighbors to introduce our family and establish trusted
relationships to help build some community appreciation for managing large parcels of land in such a
built up area. .See below a list of some of the problems we have since experienced from neighbours

and the general public.

Neighbours: People living on small residential Iots have completely different ideologies to pecple
trying to manage 8.0 hectare properties and for some reason see our property as their own private
park rather than someone’s personal property. Some problems they have caused include:
1. Rubbish dumped over back fences onto our property — sometimes toxic for our horses
2. One neighbour excavated their backyard for a decking but then dumped all the shale rock on
our land on top of our good top-soil. When asked to remove it, the contractor cut our fence
at the park to access our properiy and then spread the shale rock across the top soii instead
of removing it. It’s still there 4 years on. We advised the council, and ncthing was dore.
3. Old Christmas trees thrown over their back fence on to our property
4. Lawn mower clippings thrown over their back fence which is poisonous to our horses. We
recently had a horse die from Colic - a few days after we found clippings had been thrown
over the fence from the park. Coincidence?? Not sure, but we’ll never know unless an
expensive autopsy is conducted and we cant afford that expense.

Neighbours complain when we try to manage the vermin saying they find it distressing but if

we don’t manage vermin they complain as well.

6. People complained about our horses neighing during the night

7. They complain if a snake is found in their backyard saying it must have come from our property
(not sure how we are supposed to manage that).

8. A couple of neighbours have gates in their back fence into our property — like it’s a local park
— and access our property as they please to retrieve items or mow the lawn in front of their
fences, without permission from us.

9. Dogs escaping from backyards and harassing our horses and our smaller dogs

10. Complain about noise made from farming equipment and the occasional 125cc motorbike
(which is a very rare occurrence)

11. Complained when we planted trees that it was going to spoil their view.

12. Complained to council when we erected a small cubby house for the kids, that it spoilt their
view and wanted it removed.

W
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. Constantiy watching us and noting everything we do.
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Submission 517
Michael Dempsey

Submission on Council’s Draft GWMP

I am a resident of the Bend of Islands and a member of the Bend of Islands Conservation Association
(BICA).

The draft GWMP is not acceptable in its present form. It totally downplays the environmental protection and
actions of the last GWMP, while advocating the undermining of the current conservation zones.

| consider that it is particularly important that there is a general revision of the draft to incorporate the
following issues.

Plan Melbourne 2017-2050, states its first priority for Green Wedges: Maintain and enhance the
diversity of indigenous flora and fauna habitats and species and achieve a net gain in the
quantity and quality of native vegetation.” (Refer Appendix 1 of Council’s draft GWMP)

The Draft GWMP, in its entirety, should have this priority as the main focus.

The overriding response from Council's Community Survey (Aug 2018) and its Community Panel (Nov.
2018) was that Nillumbik residents cherish the high environmental values of the Green Wedge;
and they want it to be maintained, protected and enhanced. Council’s Draft GWMP will not achieve
this.

The GWMP needs to more strongly acknowledge the importance of ALL indigenous vegetation and
address the urgent need to conserve it THROUGHOUT the Shire, on private and public land. The
community must work together to focus on increasing habitat for wildlife and connectivity; preserving
biodiversity; valuing what ecosystems provide; developing a 'systems view' (that ALL is
interdependent); address the climate change and extinction crises, and the need to transform to an
ecologically sustainable society. This must become the underpinning ethos that guides the Actions and
all other aspects of the Draft GWMP, without compromise.

The natural environment continues to decline everywhere - In Nillumbik and globally. Maintaining a
“Business as Usual” trajectory is not good enough.

Declines in biodiversity are at critical levels, and there is urgent need for action by all levels of
government and society. The Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and
Ecosystem Services (IPBES) states that, “The health of ecosystems on which we and all other species
depend is deteriorating more rapidly than ever. We are eroding the very foundations of our economies,
livelihoods, food security, health and quality of life worldwide. It is not too late to make a difference, but
only if we start now at every level from local to global’.

The GWMP needs to recognise the leading role that Nillumbik can play; so that we can be part of the
solution, acting locally to address global problems. We're a relatively affluent population. Nillumbik is
the perfect place to start turning things around. If not here and now, where and when?

The current GWMP 2010 - 2025 describes in much greater detail (than the new draft) the ways Council
and community will ensure the protection of the green wedge. However, there has been consistent net

loss of vegetation. This demonstrates that any new plan must be stronger and clearer about the actions
which will be taken to reverse this ongoing decline. The draft GWMP does not achieve this.

The Draft GWMP proposes changes to how land within the Green Wedge can be used on the rural side
of the UGB and around our rural townships. This has the potential to erode the values of the Green
Wedge and effectively increase the spread of residential and commercial development outside the
Urban Growth Boundary. The UGB must be treated as a hard boundary.

We need a Green Wedge Management Plan that places the Green Wedge environment, biodiversity,
and their restoration as the main priority in a way that fits the 21 st century challenges facing us, for our
children, and our children’s children.«

The draft suggests that to start farming in the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ) no permit should be
required if the land has been previously cleared and used for farming. This definition of ‘cleared land’
needs greater detail - much of Nillumbik has been cleared at some stage, but thanks to regeneration it
holds significant environmental qualities. Permits are essential as they can ensure any agricultural



activities respect the land. It also means that residents will be informed about the piggery etc proposed
for next door.

* Nillumbik leaders should explain that “the right to farm” comes with an obligation on the owner to not
degrade the land during his/her brief period of stewardship. Stewardship simply means that after an
owner’s (brief) tenure the land and its waterways will be passed on in a better state. For agricultural
land this means with soil erosion and pest invasion controlled; for bush properties, biodiversity has been
improved. Nillumbik Landcare Network have produced a document on the Culture of Community
Custodianship of Land which explains this concept.

* Horses and other hard-hoofed animals have a negative impact on the environment - none of Australia’s
native animals have hard hooves. Impacts on habitats include erosion, water quality degradation,
damage to flora, and spreading of weeds. Actions must be implemented to prevent these impacts.
These must include education of the equine sector and other graziers. There needs to be greater
understanding and responsible ownership of animals, ensuring that animals do not enter waterways
and are not allowed to graze in the bush. This focus on environmental care must also be reflected in the
proposed Nillumbik Equine Strategy.

* Achieving community engagement by playing down or ignoring the GW residents’ responsibilities for
environmental protection is self-defeating. This will result in a diminished GW that does not meet the
aspirations of the majority of the local community or Victoria’s desired planning outcomes for the Green
Wedges.

* Responsible Leadership would have a separate section dealing with climate change mitigation in
accordance with the precautionary principle.

* (03.1) While it is important to protect our “valuable” biodiversity and habitats, this skirts around the
importance of “less valuable” or, more accurately, “less intact or disturbed” habitats that make up the
entire biodiversity map for the shire. For example, the “vulnerable” Ecological Vegetation Class - Valley
Grassy Forest is often degraded within Nillumbik due to its grassy understory lending itself to being
readily-available grazing land. This does NOT negate the importance of these otherwise “less valuable”
habitats.

| request that Council considers these issues and revises the Draft GWMP to included appropriate
emphasis on the value of the environment and its biodiversity in the Green Wedge.




Submission 518
Karen Throssell

’Submission to Niliumbik council on the Draft Green Wedge Management

plan

| came-to live in |||l 30 vears ago, so that my children could grow
up in the bush, and learn to appreciate our incredible flora and fauna, away from

press of traffic and pollution. One of the factors in my decision to move from the

inner city was that the area had been designated a Green Wedge area by the
government which meant that - as the ‘ltings of Melbourne’ it would be an area %
that would be safe from ever encroaching ugly development that has poisoned so
many other outlying bush areas.

With much relatively untouched bush area boasting diverse flora and fauna , and
a currently the most intact of the twelve Green Wedges, it is vital that Council

honour.the conservation priority enshrined in the government’s 15 year plan...

It is in fact hard to understand why Council wants to review the plan 8 years into

the 15 -without giving some credence to the charges of self-interest laid against

some counsellors— those with links to tjje development industry or the horse o A
management sector, who are not disinterested when it comes to terms like

‘opening up’ (ie clearing forest) or the need to encourage different tourist

experiences (horse riding perhaps?). ,

| arh of the view that there is already sufficient tourism in the region.

The reason | decided to leave my home of 30 years (for the Bend of Isles - still
in Niliumbik , but genuinely committed to protecting the environment)! is precisely
because of what tourism is doing to the environment in North Warrandyte. The
new widened bridge notwithstanding, the existing level of tourism' is already
straining our roads and parking facilities. We should be preserving the green
space which is what attracts tourists in the first place, not clearing bush to

.develop more ‘tourist facilities’.



The timing of this tampering with a perfectly good plan, is significant.

Australia has one of the worst records of de-forestation in the world. The major
climate change advice to plant more trees, not devise plans which involve giving
people licence to chop more down. Surely it is the role of governments (local
.state and Federal) to take the lead on action to combat the effects of climate
change by preserving precious and threatened environments for future

generations, not to be open to charges of narrow short-term self-interest.

| am including a poem |wrote about the impact of the current level of tourism on
Warrarfdyte

Karen Throssell (resident of Nillumbik for 35 years; Manager of the Warrandyte
Neighbourhood house for 13 years; member of FOWSP; Warrandyte CAN (Climate

Action Network); BICA (Bend of islands Conservation Association) Teacher, Writer and

Poet. .



Yuppification (Warrandyte)

Wilderness sews the seeds of its own destruction
Untouched, unspoilt, wild, remote—we all want it...
*Then we need toilets, snack bars, footpaths, roads
cafes, car parks, souvenir shops

.now tamed and spoiled, and it’'s not just

Surfers, Bali, Hoi An, Santorini.

It's all small hamlets on the edges of cities,

their slow sleepy beauty, their sense of estrangement
from the bustle and stress, the concrete and glass

Havens for writers and artists and dreamers

who prefer beauty to ‘progress’, and progress that’s slow...

But the rich city dwellers or cashed up young bogans
come for the day trip, to breathe the fresh air

soak up serenity, make friends with the wildlife
unwind by the river, those stately white gums
Imagine the ‘lifestyle’ from their deck in the trees

Imagine ‘improvements’: They’d cope with the road

'with a four wheel drive,, the heat— with a pool

A mobile phone tower would curb the remoteness

and a few groovy shops would add to the charm.

A new service station! (Ten minutes away is too far to drive)

They soon do their sums and then start to come
Build gigantic glass'castles, cut down the trees
that deck for serenity, essential jacuzzi

House prices rise, there’s problems with parking
Too costly now, for artists and dreamers.

The newbies complain, in the paper ancffacebook:
about the old locals objecting to progress;
malarming snake sitings;, the spiders and flies;
mpossums and roos all eating the roses;

Thunderous vehicles take over the roads
city commuters, kids to tlfcir schools
early hours tradies (those renovations)
Roads now a nightmare, two hours to work...
the town not so quiet, the air not so clean

And who of course, are the first to complain?
Il/le must widen the roads - we need four



lanes, it's all we can do —
You selfish old-timers, tcupppose this is mad
you clearly don't have to pit in the queue

You cannot block progress, It is vital, inevitable
And coming for you.

Karen Throssell

%
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Submission 520
Rosemary Aitken

Submission addressing Nillumbik Council’s Draft Green Wedge
Management Plan

31 July, 19

From Rosemari Aitken|

| do not want to speak to this submission. My points are these:

1. The Draft Green Wedge Management Plan is concerning in that
the word 'Green” is used although very little of it seems to be
about the environment.

2. Ifitisto reflect concern about environment with the intention of
preserving the native fauna and flora, then management should
surely be done on a scientific basis, and not bowing to
business/development/economic pressure. This is evident when
the report notes that expansion of township boundaries is
desirable.

The broad Goals of this plan support community, safety and prosperity,
all laudable but where is the concern for the environment ? for the
ancestral owners of the land?

3. The vision of Green Wedge Development to be the ‘lungs’ of the
city as set out by a former State Minister, The Hon. Vasey
Houghton, in the Shire Hall, Eltham, in the late 60’s is being lost
with ‘development whatever the cost’ attitude now.

4. Safety and bush fire mitigation have been rightly included, and
this can be achieved again by people with experience,
knowledge, and expertise in this subject employed or
volunteering to give this training.

5. At the meetings held in St Andrews community hall last April, it
was certainly the feeling that some of the present North Ridings'
land owners wanted the opportunity to subdivide, when under
the current guidelines I gathered that this was not possible.

6. A rapid whittling away of the Green Wedge would seem to be
the outcome, roads even further congested, and Nillumbik
would be another growth corridor for Greater Melbourne.

Please rewrite the draft to maintain the goals of the previous Plan.



| found the emphasis of this Draft Green Management to be all
around peoples wants, not broader community needs. Its
language was slanted this way and as a few people at the
Consultation meetings said ‘wfiy do we need a new plan at all’



Submission 521
Dr Michael Aldred

Attn: GWMP Project Team
Nillumbik Shire Council
PO Box 476
Greensborough VIC 3088

2 August 2019

Dear GWMP Project Team,

[ have reviewed the Green Wedge Management Plan.

Itis called the Green Wedge MANAGEMENT Plan.

It should be called the Green Wedge PROTECTION Plan.

In its current form it is the Green Wedge EXPLOITATION Plan.

Mark - Fail. Please rework and resubmit.

Yours sincerely,

Dr Michael Aldred
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Tara Stubley

NILLUMBIK SHIRE AND THE GREEN WEDGE MANAGEMENT DRAFT PLAN

- | am writing this submission because | want to make positive change

- | have seen a lot of harm come to this area and it worries me and my family

- We want to know that trees will be better protected and that animals will have
places to live

- We would like to see a lot more tree planting and other kinds of environmental
repair throughout the Shire

- From our point of view, it looks as though people who destroy native trees and
other plants on their properties never have to replace them. This means more
and more gets lost.

- We think that Council should provide more education for everyone who lives
here and even people who visit, so that we can all know how to take care of
this wonderful place.

- As well, there needs to be something done to make sure that any wrong-doing
is dealt with so that the environment does not suffer. It is not about punishing
people for the sake of it, itis is about making sure the rules are taken
seriously and that people can see the Council really does care.

- We think the Green Wedge Management Plan and any other Council
information should have these things as top priorities.
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Illegible

NILLUMBIK SHIRE
Dear Councillors of Nillumbik Shire and Officers,

I am keen to make comment on the Green Wedge Management Plan
because I think there are too many loopholes in it, leaving
giant gaps for developers to jump in and make a mess of this
place. We have seen the impacts of inappropriate development
in an area that is supposed to be focused on environmental
care. This must stop and any documents made by Council must
make sure that laws are put in place to create better
outcomes. For example, I think it would be a good idea to keep
any development within the townships, and for any development
to be regulated by the most sustainable building codes. Many
places around the world have achieved much more than we have,
and we could easily learn from them and aim even higher. We
have everything that is needed to do this, we just have to
make it a real priority. The draft plan does not seem to
achieve this in how it describes what everyone will do, and so
some big changes need to be made to the Plan.

Please make sure that any further writing for this Plan really
shows that Council is thinking about our future and the well-
being of our planet and all the life it supports, and is
really serious about taking action. I do not feel confident in
the current draft.




Submission 524
Andrew Barr
Submission to Draft Green Wedge Management Plan 2019

To Nillumbik Shire Council,

This submission addresses some of the issues with the draft Green Wedge
Management Plan and outlines why | do not support the draft.

The majority of people who participated in the community survey (approx 1,000
residents) clearly stated that they value and enjoy the high environmental values
of the Green Wedge and want it maintained and protected. This view was also
expressed by the majority report of the Community Panel. Council's draft does
not reflect the Community's position, and this position must lay the foundation
for any new GWMP. Therefore | do not support the draft as | do not believe it
adequately address the main concerns of residents (as per the community
engagement). The plan should reaffirm the Shire's conservation role with the
Green Wedge as its strategic focus. The draft consistently fails to do this. It lacks
detail and omits significant objectives, relevant actions, and accountability
measures that would ensure the long-term health and viability of the Green
Wedge.

| believe there is no more important issue to address with our GWMP than
climate change mitigation. Climate change mitigation must inform all objectives
and actions under the plan such as regenerative agriculture, fire management,
waste management, bush regeneration, education, and economic strategy. The
draft GWMP provides no leadership on this critical issue. | believe the Nillumbik
community as a whole must come together to ensure serious action is taken to
mitigate climate change and draw down carbon emissions.

The Principles outlined in the draft are broad and it is unclear how they will be
interpreted and applied while ensuring care for the environment. They need to
reflect the community's commitment to protecting the Green Wedge. The GWMP
must describe how the values of the Green Wedge will be prioritised in keeping
with the State Government's policies in Plan Melbourne 2017-2050 and
Protecting Victoria's Environment - Biodiversity 2037, which is 'Victoria's plan to
stop the decline of our native plants and animals and improve our natural
environment so it is healthy, valued and actively cared for.' An additional
Principle that focuses on Preservation of Environment and Biodiversity, and
describes the urgent need to reverse the decline of biodiversity and effects of
climate change should be added to the GWMP. Until that happens, | do not
support the draft. Biodiversity Protection should be given the status of a Goal in
the Plan.

| have lived in Nillumbik all my life - it is my country, and my home. The Green
Wedge is fundamental to what Nillumbik means to me and my family. When |

mention to friends and acquaintances from elsewhere in Melbourne that | am a
Nillumbikian, it is clear that this understanding of our wonderful shire is shared
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Clare
Submission to Draft Green Wedge Management Plan 2019

Clare

To Nillumbik Shire Council,

This submission addresses some of the issues with the draft Green Wedge
Management Plan and outlines why | do not support the draft.

I love the Nillumbik environment and | do not support the draft GWMP. | think it
should clearly stated that Nillumbik's Green Wedge is the most environmentally
intact of Melbourne's Green Wedges and is a significant part of the wider Green
Wedge system. | would also like to see it acknowledged that because of the
uniqueness of the area, the Shire has particular needs that are different to those
in an area not established as a Green Wedge. The new plan should be an
opportunity to celebrate our unique environmental features and provide a
strong, bold statement to our climate-poor country.

I do not support the draft GWMP as | do not believe it adequately includes the
indigenous voice. It is vital that Nillumbik demonstrates its respect of Indigenous
people, their cultural heritage and knowledge. This barely gets a mention in the
GWMP despite the fact that Indigenous people have ensured the vitality of the
area's biodiversity for tens of thousands of years. In order to better manage the
natural environment of the Shire, greater dialogue must be generated and
maintained with the Traditional Custodians of the area. This is vital for the health
of the whole community and the environment in which we live. A Key Action of
Goal 2 must focus on this.

I do not support animal agriculture of any type due to the devastating impact to
the economy. It is a total inefficient use of land, water and other resources. |
support plant-based agriculture where it provides for the continuing health of the
environment. New systems that respect and promote regenerative farming
including water conservation, Indigenous knowledge, and indigenous flora and
fauna must be encouraged. The obvious link between sustainable agricultural
practices, climate change mitigation and a healthy Green Wedge, must be
central to the GWMP. The need for a framework that encourages sustainable land
management practices is described in the State Government's Planning Practice
Note 31, entitled 'Preparing a Green Wedge Management Plan’, and so this has
to be clearly demonstrated in any GWMP, This current draft does not achieve this
requirement and therefore, |1 do not support the draft GWMP.

Clare
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Submission to Draft Green Wedge Management Plan 2019

Catherine Watson

To Nillumbik Shire Council,

This submission addresses some of the issues with the draft Green Wedge
Management Plan and outlines why | do not support the draft.

| DO NOT support the draft GWMP because | believe it should have a more
measurable focus on environmental protection and the draft does not state this
strongly enough, despite it being a Strategic Focus for the Shire. The State
Government's 'Plan Melbourne 2017-2050', says the first priority for the Green
Wedge is to 'Maintain and enhance the diversity of indigenous flora and fauna
habitats and species and achieve a net gain in the quantity and quality of native
vegetation.' We need to enhance and gain; business as usual is not good
enough. It is essential that appropriate resources are allocated to the
enforcement of policy standards. Nillumbik's Biodiversity Report outlines the
ongoing loss of native vegetation and part of the problem is inadequate
enforcement. The impact of invasive species - flora and fauna - is significant and
this must be better addressed.

The Principles in the draft are broad and it is unclear how they will be interpreted
and applied while ensuring care for the environment. They need to reflect the
community's commitment to protecting the Green Wedge. The GWMP must
describe how the values of the Green Wedge will be prioritised in keeping with
the State Government's policies in Plan Melbourne 2017-2050 and Protecting
Victoria's Environment - Biodiversity 2037, which is 'Victoria's plan to stop the
decline of our native plants and animals and improve our natural environment so
it is healthy, valued and actively cared for.' An additional Principle that focuses
on Preservation of Environment and Biodiversity, and describes the urgent need
to reverse the decline of biodiversity and effects of climate change should be
added to the GWMP. Until that happens, | do not support the drat. Biodiversity
Protection should be given the status of a Goal in the Plan.

The draft suggests that to start farming in the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ), no
permit should be required if the land has been previously cleared and used for
farming. This definition of 'cleared land' needs greater detail. Much of Nillumbik
has been cleared at some stage, but thanks to regeneration, it holds significant
environmental qualities. Permits are essential as they can ensure any
agricultural activities respect the land. It also means that residents will be
informed of neighbours' intentions. This draft must mention the fact that tourism
developments in the Green Wedge need to be "in conjunction" with agricultural
uses, as stated in Section 55 of the planning scheme. This clause of the planning
scheme decreases the likelihood of inappropriate development. We should
change the heading of the economic one to "a prosperous, eco-friendly Green
Wedge economy". This draft plan suggests the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ) is
too restrictive of farming practices and that this zoning should only be applied to
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Submission of Feedback
Green Wedge Management Plan

9 September 2019
Dear Cr Karen Egan

We have reviewed the Draft GWMP to the best of our ability and we provide the following feedback.

e The GWMP provides extensive background and data. It identifies many issues facing the shire
relating to preserving the Green Wedge, reversing the decline in biodiversity and overall
conservation of our natural environment.

e However, the great majority of this presentation is on a high-level basis. The Key actions
beginning page 32 list proposed reviews and implementation of existing plans, but do not
provide timelines for completion or details of any action proposed.

e We are left with the overall impression that Council is paying lip service to the many residents
who support urgent action addressing climate change and the threats to our flora and fauna,
and that the GWMP leaves it open for Council to act without meaningful consuitation and
engagement with the community.

e Accordingly, in the absence of at least some action plan details we are unable to support the
GWMP.

Yours sincerely
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Frank O'Neill

We have lived here for approx. 44 years & raised two children. There have been
huge changes during that time, some good & some bad.

The amount of inappropriate development is alarming with the loss of green
space, tree removal & the resulting traffic chaos.

The green wedge is extremely important to us, our kids & our three grandkids.

We want the existing green wedge plans to remain untouched so as to stop any
further destruction to animal habitat & our freedom to enjoy our surroundings in
this beautiful spot before it's too late.

Frank O'Neill
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Bronwen Brook

Nillumbik Green Wedge Management Plan
| do NOT support the Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan

The current draft Green Wedge Management Plan needs to address climate change
and species extinction far more specially than it currently does. At every stage, any
potential for affirmative environmental action gets ignored or becomes subverted or
neutralised or put in the context of some sort of ‘future robust conversations'. This is
the time for “robust conversations”.

We are the "Green Wedge Shire", with at least 1,031 indigenous flora and 350
indigenous fauna species and a "conservation' responsibility. This all gets
ignored/down-played; and the whole Draft is lacking in adequate environmental
actions. This verges on the negligent and is a failure of “duty of care”.

As well as climate change, the Plan should have thoroughly addressed the
biodiversity extinction crisis and the locally declining environmental values - they do
not get a mention. Geoff Lawler says the reason to update the plan is to put people
over place but that is exactly what is causing this crisis we are all experiencing. We
need balance, we need a 'systems' view (recognising that we are all part of a larger
whole, that all is interdependent - ecosystems & eco-services). Moving to a 10 year
plan nhow where we put people OVER the natural world is absolutely NOT reacting to
science. It is acting in an old fashioned, scared and protective manner which will
hasten poor conditions. Nillumbik Council you have to take a stand and not react to a
few self-interested individuals — our future depends on it.

The findings of a recent study that climate change has already caused irreversible
damage to our biodiversity; and that the speed of climate disruption is outstripping
many animals’ capacity to adapt, especially for animals already deemed at risk of
extinction, and warning of a growing threat to even common species. Continuing to
talk about encouraging animal agriculture when we are watching farmers and
animals suffer across the country due to climate change is ignorant and
irresponsible. Scarce resources should be focussed on more efficient plant based
food production methods.

The GWMP will be in place for the next 10 years it needs to be robust enough to
deal with the magnitude of problems. This plan is far from that it simply allows for us
to sit by, watch and talk about “resilience”.

Name Bropwen Brook
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12 AUG 2019 Submission 643
Peter Ellis

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

| do not support the draft GWMP.

There are numerous scientific works that confirm that biodiversity, eco systems and many species are
at critical and endangered levels (see the Governments IPBES report that states “The health of
ecosystems on which we and all other species depend is deteriorating more rapidly than. It is not too
late to make a difference, but only if we start now at every level from local to global”). This is local
Nillumbik’s opportunity to take action. This document does not have any distinctive actions, there is
nothing we could offer as class leading. There is a lack of detail throughout the document regarding
the protection and enhancement of the Shire’s biodiversity in all its forms and varying quality. Clearly
defined actions need to be included which will address this problem to ensure the long term health of

the Green Wedge.

Council's Draft GWMP's framing subverts the needs of the natural environment and the Green

Wedge:
e By being in denial of locally declining environmental values and the global biodiversity extinction
crisis.

¢ By viewing the impact of climate change solely in terms of bushfires.

o By persistently subjugating them to other priorities such as bushfire mitigation and the active
encouragement of economic growth and development.

e By failing to adequately define its very sparse environmental objectives and actions and to provide
the context of the manifold and accelerating threats.

e By failing to place centrally in the GWMP the intrinsic values of the environment and their
restoration.

As such, not only is continued environmental decline assured, it will accelerate.
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To Nillumbik Council,

Please find below my input the draft GWMP. | DO NOT SUPPORT the draft plan for the
following reasons

It does not reflect the very extensive community survey we paid $300k for — which showed
that residents want the natural environment protecting.

Responses: 1012

The GWMP needs to properly discuss the values and needs of the environment, such as the
importance of indigenous vegetation; habitat for wildlife and connectivity; biodiversity;
ecosystem services; a 'systems view' that all is interdependent; the global climate change
and biodiversity extinction crisis; the need to transform to an ecologically sustainable society.

Council's Draft is in denial that the natural environment continues to decline everywhere — In
Nillumbik and globally. Maintaining a “Business as Usual” trajectory is not good enough

The 2019 Victorian State of the Environment Report - painting a bleak outlook for the state’s
native plants and animals and states that more private land needs to be conserved to
address the two global crises of climate change and biodiversity extinction.

Council’s Draft argues that to start farming in the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ), no permit
should be required. Having no permit when water is going to be such a scarce resource
seems irresponsible. Potential animal farmers need to prove they can sustain their animals
in the eventuality of bushfire, drought and flood — they are sentient beings and should also
be afforded protection. Allowing people to take on animals with no plan is negligent.

We need a Green Wedge Management Plan that places the Green Wedge environment,
biodiversity, and their restoration as the main priority in a way that fits the 21st century
challenges facing us.

Council's Draft GWMP needs to add these issues in as clear actions and priorities.

SNYD Euwas
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Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan $ubmission

I notice you quote the result of the extensive community survey — which made it clear that the majority of the
community valued and enjoyed the high environmental values of the Green Wedge and want it maintained
and protected. This view was also expressed by the majority report of the Community Panel. Council’s draft
does not reflect strong enough support for the Community’s position. This message must lay the foundation
for any new GWMP. The current draft does not achieve this and | therefore do not support the draft. The plan
should reaffirm the Shire’s conservation role with the Green Wedge as its Strategic Focus. The draft lacks
detail and omits significant objectives, relevant actions, and accountability measures that would ensure the
long-term health and purpose of the Green Wedge.

Responses: 1012

| would like to ensure there is a MORE environmental protection for the Green Wedge in this management
plan. There are so many words in the document it is very hard to understand exactly who has overall
responsibility for our environmental values, how they will be managed as a whole and who will be responsible

and accountable.

I worry that the use of stocktakes and studies [see A3.1, p32] that describe some areas of vegetation as more
significant or valuable could lead to more stress on the environment. There is already pressure on the
ecosystems from disturbance and mismanagement. The plan needs to be holistic, not looking and making
decisions on little patches here and there - a bit land clearing and /or grazing here and there leave our flora
and fauna vulnerable to ever-increasing stress and disappearance. For this reason | do not support the draft

GWMP.

Name/Signature

Address/Suburb

E-mail




Submission 646
Illegible

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

| DO NOT SUPPORT THE DRAFT GWMP

| would like to see Nillumbik Council state more clearly their stance on climate change and
the precautionary principle in the GWMP (and not just in the Climate Change Action Plan).
The GWMP needs to recognise the leading role that Nillumbik can play; that we can be part
of the solution, acting locally to address global problems. We're a relatively affluent
population. Nillumbik is the perfect place to start turning things around. | do not support
the draft GWMP until there is some leadership items added around climate change.

Responses: 460

| would like to see more reference to the people and practices of our first people and
demonstrates to our Indigenous people, their cultural heritage and knowledge. This barely
gets a mention in the GWMP despite the fact that Indigenous people have ensured the
vitality of the area’s biodiversity for tens of thousands of years. In order to better manage
the natural environment of the Shire, greater dialogue must be generated and maintained
with the Traditional Custodians of the area.

Name/Signature

Address/Suburb

E-mail
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Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

| do not support the draft GWMP

[ would like to see more recognition of the state of the climate globally and how Nillumbik could
contribute to climate change mitigation (I have heard planting trees is very useful) . The current
document seems to gloss over the fact that climate change is putting so much pressure on the
already fragile ecosystem that supports our green wedge. There are numerous scientific works that
confirm that biodiversity, eco systems and many species are at critical and endangered levels (see
the Governments IPBES report that states “The health of ecosystems on which we and all other
species depend is deteriorating more rapidly than It is not too late to make a difference, but only if
we start now at every level from local to global”

Nillumbik Council should take this very valuable and timely opportunity to publicly recognise and
act at a local level. This document does not have any brave actions, there is nothing we could offer
as class leading. There is a lack of detail throughout the document regarding the protection and
enhancement of the Shire’s biodiversity in all its forms and varying quality. Clearly defined actions
need to be included which will address this problem to ensure the long term health of the Green

Wedge

It appears to have less protection that the current plan which has seen biodiversity loss. This would
indicate that a new plan should have more protection included. The draft plan does not provide
enough certainty for the long term protection of the natural environment within the Nillumbik green wedge.

The draft plan should do more to acknowledge the importance of all indigenous vegetation and
address the urgent need to conserve it across the Shire, on private and public land The community
must work together to focus on increasing habitat for wildlife and connectivity, preserving
biodiversity; valuing what ecosystems provide; developing a ‘systems view' (that ALL (s
interdependent); address the climate change and extinction crisis, and the need to transform to an
ecologically sustainable society. This must become the underpinning ethos that guides the plan,
without compromise and trade offs

Name/Signature
Address/Suburb

E-mail
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Nillumbik Draft 6reen Wedge Management Plan

I DO NOT support the Draft GWMP for the following reasons:

Council's Draft GWMP's framing subverts the needs of the natural environment and the

Green Wedge:

By being in denial of locally declining environmental values and the global biodiversity
extinction crisis.

By viewing the impact of climate change solely in terms of bushfires.

By persistently subjugating them to other priorities such as bushfire mitigation and the
active encouragement of economic growth and development.

By failing to adequately define its very sparse environmental objectives and actions and to
provide the context of the manifold and accelerating threats.

By failing to place centrally in the GWMP the intrinsic values of the environment and their
restoration.

As such, not only is continued environmental decline assured, it will accelerate.

2.

Bushfire risk and fuel management are very thoroughly dealt with in many other state and

local legislation and strategies. Only a general statement should be required such as "The
bushfire threat and the causes of bushfires (eg. climate change) should be managed in a holistic
manner that as well as human safety, takes account of the environmental and wildlife's needs -
considers the web of life - the biodiversity and ecosystem services on which we, and the
economy, ultimately all depend, that minimises the clearing of vegetation and habitat for
wildlife, and that promotes living with respect for, and in harmony with nature.", and all other
references should be deleted.

3.

The GWMP needs to properly discuss the values and needs of the environment, such as its

intrinsic values, the importance of indigenous vegetation, habitat for wildlife and connectivity,
biodiversity, ecosystem services, a 'systems view' (that all is interdependent), the global
biodiversity extinction crisis, and climate change dynamics; the need to transform to an
ecologically sustainable society.

4.

The GWMP needs to recognise, prioritise and actively help turn around:

The continuing decline of our local environmental values (address all the causes and threats).
The findings of the 2019 Victorian State of the Environment Report’ - painting a bleak
outlook for the state's native plants and animals; concerning the impact on biodiversity of
horses, grazing and bushfire protection on private land: that more private land needs to be
conserved; and the two global crises of climate change and biodiversity extinction.

The GWMP needs to reaffirm the shire's conservation role.

5.

It needs to recognise the leading role that Nillumbik can play: that we can be part of the

solution - actively seeking local solutions to global problems. We're a relatively affluent
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To Nillumbik Council, please note | DO NOT SUPPORT the draft plan for the following
reasons:

| think it lacks integrity that you spent so much of ratepayers money on “extensive
community engagement survey” which overwhelmingly showed that residents supported
the protection of the environment only to find there is no explicit protection in the draft
plan. Just mentioning the results in the plan is meaningless

The draft is wordy and long winded it talks about caring about the natural environment
but it doesn’t actually have any specific protection in it. In fact the exact opposite —
allowing individuals to determine what they do on their land is ruinous for the
environment. It can't be managed in individual packets, it has to be managed as a whole.
I have no doubt that most residents will act appropriately but we need a consistent
standard and the Council has to own and regulate that standard — which means making
that clear in the GWMP.

The GWMP needs to clearly state actions for environment, such as the importance of
indigenous vegetation; habitat for wildlife and connectivity; biodiversity; ecosystem services.
Just talking about “conversations’ and “resilience” is not going to mitigate climate change
and the biodiversity extinction crisis. Even with separate documents key goals should be
added into the GWMP. The current plan reads as “Business as Usual” which is no longer
good enough

We should include in the plan a conversation about animal agriculture. There is lots of
mention of bushfire and drought in the GWMP but them we are still talking about farming
animals — those two scenarios are not compatible. Not only should a permit be required for
GWZ but also a robust plan on the consciences of fire, drought and flood on any farmed
animails. Allowing people to take on animals with no plan is negligent. You govern the
number of domestic animails to ensure they are well looked after — the same care should
be shown to all animails resident take into their care.

Council's Draft GWMP needs to add these issues in as clear actions and priorities.
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Nillumbilk Green Wedge Management Plan
1 do NOT support the Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan

| would like to see climate change become a more strategic focus in the draft Green Wedge
Management Plan regardless of the fact Nillumbik has a separate Climate Action Plan.
Nillumbik has many individual, detailed plans e.g. bushfire, tourism, etc. The key issues
should be drawn together in the GWMP, not used selectively to drive the plan in a certain
direction. As climate change impacts so many of the issues we will be facing in the future it
deserves greater recognition in the GWMP rather than currently framed solely in terms of
its impact on the bushfire threat, completely neglecting the very significant impact on
biodiversity and climate.

We are the "GW Shire", with at least 1,031 indigenous flora and 350 indigenous fauna
species and a "conservation' responsibility. This all gets ignored/down-played; and the
whole Draft is lacking in adequate environmental actions. This verges on the negligent and
is a failure of “duty of care”.

Victoria is in drought; it's mid-winter, and yet our waterways and dams are still dry. Surely
that means a crucial, local ecosystem is in crisis - this alone should serve as a serious alarm
bell for marshalling unprecedented environmental actions?

As well as climate change, the Plan should have thoroughly addressed the biodiversity
extinction crisis and the locally declining environmental values - they do not get a mention.
Geoff Lawler says the reason to update the plan is to put people over place but that is
exactly what is causing this crisis we are all experiencing. We need balance, we need a
'systems’ view (recognising that we are all part of a larger whole, that all is interdependent
- ecosystems & eco-services). Moving to a 10 year plan now where we put people over the
natural world is not reacting to science. It is acting in an old fashioned, scared and
protective manner which will hasten poor conditions.

The rate of climate change we are experiencing calls for the very opposite action to that
you are proposing in the Draft GWMP. See page 40 discussion re 'regulation’ — arguing for
a move to higher reliance on 'landowners' voluntary efforts": "education, awareness,
facilitation and ultimately empowerment”. But as so many recent inquiries have
demonstrated: voluntary cooperation and self regulation get abused and do not work! This
is the time when we really need Council to step up and protect the ever more fragile eco

system within our Shire.

The Nillumbik Climate Plan 2016-2020 already asks to identify the risks and vulnerabilities
related to climate change. We are now 3 years into that plan the GWMP is still talking
about “stocktaking”. We should now put actions in place to address the risks to
biodiversity- Just talking about stocktaking again in the GWMP is not good enough. We
need PROTECTION while we stocktake and talk “resilience”.

The findings of a recent study that climate change has already caused irreversible damage
to our biodiversity; and that the speed of climate disruption is outstripping many animals’
capacity to adapt, especially for animals already deemed at risk of extinction, and warning
of a growing threat to even common species. Continuing to talk about encouraging animal
agriculture when we are watching farmers and animals suffer across the country due to
climate change is ignorant and irresponsible. Scarce resources should be focussed on more
efficient plant based food production methods.
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July 2019

To Nillumbik Council,

Please find below my input the draft GWMP. | T the draft plan for the following
reasons:

- The overriding GWMP response from Council's Community Survey (Aug 2018) and its
Community Panel (Nov. 2018) was that Nillumbik residents cherish the high environmental
values of the Green Wedge; and they want it to be maintained, protected and enhanced.
Council’s draft will not achieve this.

- In Appendix 1 of Council’s draft GWMP is a quote from Plan Melbourne 2017-2050, for the first
priority for the Green Wedge: ‘Maintain and enhance the diversity of indigenous flora and
fauna habitats and species and achieve a net gain in the quantity and quality of native
vegetation”. The draft GWMP ignores this priority.

- The GWMP needs to properly discuss the values and needs of the environment, such as the
importance of indigenous vegetation; habitat for wildlife and connectivity; biodiversity;
ecosystem services; a 'systems view' (that all is interdependent); the global climate change and
biodiversity extinction crisis; the need to transform to an ecologically sustainable society.

- The GWMP needs to reaffirm the shire's conservation role. The council “Business as Usual”
approach is not good enough.

- Council's Draft is in denial that the natural environment continues to decline everywhere - In
Nillumbik and globally. Maintaining a “Business as Usual” trajectory is not good enough.

The 2019 Victorian State of the Environment Report - painting a bleak outlook for the state’s
native plants and animals; concerning the impact on biodiversity of horses, grazing and bushfire
protection on private land; that more private land needs to be conserved; and the two global
crises of climate change and biodiversity extinction.

- The Urban Growth Boundary is supported. However, the Council’s draft presses the state
government to change the zone, or the zone’s uses, on the rural side of the UGB and around our
rural townships. (Land Use Planning page 40 and A5.7) This has the potential to ruin the
entrances to the Green Wedge, would degrade green wedge amenity and start increasing the
size of our rural townships.

- Council’s Draft argues that to start farming in the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ), no permit
should be required. So that landowners can be consulted that a piggery for example may be
about to start up next door, the need for a permit in this zone should remain.

- We need a Green Wedge Management Plan that places the Green Wedge environment,
biodiversity, and their restoration as the main priority in a way that fits the 21st century
challenges facing us, for our children, and our children’s children.

Council's Draft GWMP is so poorly framed, and fails the basics of what's required.

—3
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Nillumbik DRAFT Green Wedge Management Plan - Response

I do not support the Nillumbik draft GWMP as | do not believe it aligns it with the outcome of the
community survey which overwhelmingly wanted protection for the environment. | do not see this
stated as a mandate anywhere in the draft GWMP.

What ! like about the Green Wedge

Responses: 1012

Page 11

Econoinic chalienges

Economic challenges

Responses: 149

Page 20

Future environimental challenges

Cavironmentat challenpes  future

P -

Responses: 599

Page 28

Environmental challenges

Cnavironmental challenges

Bicd tar

oty

Responses:668

Page 18

Regulatory challenges

Regutatory chalienges

Respenses: 225

Page 22

Future regulatory challenges

Responses: 342

Page 30






Submission 654
Barry Thomas

Reference: Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan

| do not support the draft green wedge management plan as there is far too little
emphasis on the growing climate emergency we are facing. We need to take
extraordinary action to face this complex issue. This should be recognised under the

“Leadership” heading.

The dialogue throughout the document is about trade-offs and compromises. There is
never a single sentence in the whole document that upholds the value of our
environmental assets as a priority. This suggests to me that they will constantly get

traded off for all the other myriad of principles you have stuffed into the document.

e | want you to recognise the significance of our special, natural landscape

e | want you to recognise how important this was in the community survey — it was
the TOP priority

e | want you to protect our natural assets against development and human greed

e | donot want you to support animal agriculture as it has a devastating impact on
the environment. | do support sustainable crop ag.

e | want you to recognise climate change and take some leadership

If Nillumbik can’t do it — who will?

Please re-draft this document recognising what can and will be lost if we do not act to

protect it.

Name

Address/Suburb

E-mail




Submission 655
Illegible

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan - Submission

Question 1: A Vision for Nillumbik’s Green Wedge. Do you agree wilh Lhe vision [or Nillumbik’s
Green Wedge?

Yes

@ No
Partially
Not sure

Comments about the Vision: I didn’l gel the impression thal Nillumbik Council were addressing Lhe
gravily ol climale change in this documenl. Miligalion of climale change musl be the Lop priorily for
GWMP and therefore should fealure in the Vision.

Five Key Moves: 1o whal exlenl do you agree with the Iive Key Moves Lo support delivery of the Green
Wedge Managemenl Plan?

Strongly agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
Key Move t [ )
Key Move 2 [ )
Key Move 3 [ )
Key Move 4 [ }
Key Move 5 [ )

Comments about the Five Key Moves? I would like Lo see more delail on how exaclly our nalive {lora
and [auna are going Lo be prolecled by this documenl. Every descriplor needs Lo clearly indicale how il
will conlribule Lo the prolection and reinvigoralion ol biodiversily for the long lerm. I prefer the level of
detail in the current GWMP plan.

Principles: To whal extent do you agree with the Principles Lo guide the implementation of the Green
Wedge Managemenl Plan?

Strongly agree Agree Neutrat Disagree Strongly disagree
Leadership [ ]
Aboriginal voice [ ]

A whote of shire approach and recognition of
Niflumbik’s relationship to Metropolitan [ ]
Melbourne

Manage change for fulure benefit
Collaboration and connectedness

Celebrate. appreciale and enjoy local identily and
the landscape

Social equity
Safely, wellbeing and resilience

Conserve and enhance our heritage

Sustainability and the precaulionary principle

Comments about the Principles: The Principles need Lo rellect the communily’s desire Lo prolecling
the Green Wedge. This slalemenl was very clear in the communily survey. The GWMP musl describe
how Lthe values of the Green Wedge will be priorilised in keeping with the Stale GovernmenUs policies
Plan Melbourne 2017-2050 and Prolecling Vicloria’s Iinvironmenl — Biodiversily 2037, which is
‘Vicloria’s plan Lo slop Lhe decline of our nalive plants and animals and improve our natural
environmenl so il is healthy, valued and aclively cared (or.’

GOAL 1: I'ngaged connecled communilies DO NOT SUPPORT

Comments about the objectives or key actions for Goal 1:The thrusl of Goal 1, lo engage the
communily, is imporlanl bul musl be framed in the conlext of the environmenlal proleclion aim as
slaled in 1994 when Lhe Local Governmenl Review Board declared that the new Shire of Nillumbik was
Lo be a conservalion Shire wilh the Green Wedge as iLs stralegic [ocus.







Submission 656
Illegible




Submission 657
Joelle Abrahall

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

| do not support the draft GWMP

| do not support animal agriculture of any type due to the devastating impact to the economwy. It is
a total inefficient use of land, water and other resources. | support plant based agriculture but must
always provide for the continuing health of the environment. New systems that respect and
promote regenerative farming including water conservation, Indigenous knowledge, and indigenous
flora and fauna must be encouraged. The obvious link between sustainable agricultural practices,
climate change mitigation and a healthy Green Wedge, must be central to the GWMP. The need for
a framework that encourages sustainable land management practices is described in the State
Government’s Planning Practice Note 31, entitled ‘Preparing a Green Wedge Management Plan’,
and so this has to be clearly demonstrated in any GWMP. This current draft does not achieve this
requirement, | do not support the draft GWMP.

Name/Signature J oel '(; A beaboall

Address/Suburb




Submission 658
Bede Carman

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

I do not support the draft GWMP

The current document seems to gloss over the fact that climate change is putting so much pressure on the
already fragile ecosystem that supports our green wedge. There are numerous scientific works that
confirm that biodiversity, eco systems and many species are at critical and endangered levels (see the
Governments IPBES report that states “The health of ecosystems on which we and all other species
depend is deteriorating more rapidly than. It is not too late to make a difference, but only if we start now
at every level from local to global”.

Nillumbik Council should take this very valuable and timely opportunity to publicly recognise and act at a
local level. This document does not have any brave actions, there is nothing we could offer as class
leading. There is a lack of detail throughout the document regarding the protection and enhancement of
the Shire’s biodiversity in all its forms and varying quality. Clearly defined actions need to be included
which will address this problem to ensure the long term health of the Green Wedge.

It appears to have less protection that the current plan which has seen biodiversity loss. This would
indicate that a new plan should have more protection included.

Name/Signature



Submission 659
Nathan Thompson

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

| do not support the draft GWMP

| would like to see more reference to the people and practices of our first people. It
is vital that Nillumbik demonstrates its respect of Indigenous people, their cultural
heritage and knowledge. This barely gets a mention in the GWMP despite the fact
that Indigenous people have ensured the vitality of the area’s biodiversity for tens of
thousands of years. In order to better manage the natural environment of the Shire,
greater dialogue must be generated and maintained with the Traditional Custodians
of the area. This is vital for the health of the whole community and the environment

in which we live.

Name/Signature A/a‘[‘ han
Address/Suburb

E-mail



Submission 660
Pirjo Tinde Vary

Reference: Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan

| do not support the draft green wedge management plan as there is far too little
emphasis on the growing climate emergency we are facing. We need to take

extraordinary action to face this complex issue. This should be recognised under the

“Leadership” heading.

The dialogue throughout the document is about trade-offs and compromises. There is
never a single sentence in the whole document that upholds the value of our
environmental assets as a priority. This suggests to me that they will constantly get

traded off for all the other myriad of principles you have stuffed into the document.

e | want you to recognise the significance of our special, natural landscape

e | want you to recognise how important this was in the community survey — it was

the TOP priority
e | want you to protect our natural assets against development and human greed

e | do not want you to support animal agriculture as it has a devastating impact on
the environment. | do support sustainable crop ag.

e | want you to recognise climate change and take some leadership

If Nillumbik can’t do it — who will?

Please re-draft this document recognising what can and will be lost if we do not act to

protect it.

P \R3o

Name

Address/Suburb

E-mail



Submission 661
Oscar Yanes

Response to: Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan

I have read the draft document outlining Nillumbik's intention for management of our green wedge
and I DO NOT support the draft plan.

There is no mention of the fact that Nillumbik is considered a Conservation Shire
There is no mention of the high value bio diversity assets and specific actions to protection for them

There is no emphasis towards the results of the community engagement survey which unanimously
wanted protection of the environment (see below)

Responses: 1012

I would like to see the first priority to maintain and enhance the diversity of indigenous flora and
fauna habitats and species and achieve a net gain in the quantity and quality of native vegetation.

I would like to see that Nillumbik Council recognise climate changes AND want to address them, not
just look to plan around them with “conversations”. I would like to see climate change actions clearly
spelled out of this very complicated document. I would like to see climate change actions clearly

spelled out.

I personally think it would be better to use more succinct headings - maybe those used throughout
the survey i.e. economy, regulation, environment and social. Shoe-horning them under the Council
Plan headings makes for repetition and the points are not naturally grouped.

I would like to see more protection for native flora and fauna and stocktaking and care for our wildlife
that is also disrupted by climate change.

Addres




Submission 662
Peter Laurence

This plan fails to clearly articulate an Implementation plan based on clearly stated Objectives and Actions and the Council
Department responsible for implementation. I do not believe the current GWMP adequately follows the guidelines laid out in

Practice Note 31.

The current GWMP has much greater detail than this new draft, and should be used as a basis for improvement. The document
needs to desaribe in much greater detail the ACTIONS to be taken, and each of these must prioritise best environmental practice,
ensuring the protection of ALL native vegetation and fauna across the Shire. Every descriptor needs to clearly indicate how it will
contribute to the protection and reinvigoration of biodiversity for the long term. The current GWMP 2010 - 2025 describes in
much greater detail (than the new draft) the ways Council and community will ensure the protection of the green wedge and there
has still been consistent net loss of vegetation. This demonstrates that any new plan must be stronger and clearer about the
actions which will be taken to reverse this ongoing decline. The draft GWMP does not achieve this.

This document is very long and wordy. | understand the actions but the principles that underlie the actions are broad and
it is unclear how they will be interpreted and applied while ensuring care for the environment. They need to reflect the
community’s commitment to protecting the Green Wedge - as reflected in the community survey — see below .

The GWMP must describe how the values of the Green Wedge will be prioritised in keeping with the State Government’s
policies Plan Melbourne 2017-2050 and Protecting Victoria’s Environment — Biodiversity 2037, which is ‘Victoria’s plan to
stop the decline of our native plants and animals and improve our natural environment so it is healthy, valued and
actively cared for."” An additional Principle that focuses on Preservation of Environment and Biodiversity, and describes
the urgent need to reverse the decline of biodiversity and effects of climate change should be added to the GWMP.
Biodiversity Protection should be given the status of a Goal in the Plan.

Responses: 1012

?Qf&.; LawRedce

Name/Signature

Address/Suburb



Submission 663
Janine Laurence

Nillumbik Draft 6reen Wedge Management Plan Submission
I do not support the draft GWMP

I do not support zoning or permit changes in the Green Wedge. The draft suggests that to start
farming in the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ) no permit should be required if the land has been
previously cleared and used for farming. This definition of ‘cleared land' needs greater detail -
much of Nillumbik has been cleared at some stage, but thanks to regeneration it holds
significant environmental qualities. Permits are essential as they can ensure any agricultural
activities respect the land.

This draft must mention the fact that tourism developments in the Green Wedge need to be "“in
conjunction” with agricultural uses, as stated in Section 55 of the planning scheme. This clause
of the planning scheme decreases the likelihood of inappropriate development. We should
change the heading of the economic one to “a prosperous eco-friendly 6Green Wedge economy”.

This draft plan suggests the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ) is too restrictive of farming
practices and this zoning should only be applied to land with higher conservation values. This
puts at serious risk flora and fauna across a significant proportion of the Shire, whether as
single trees in paddocks or scattered pockets of remnant bush. These are all vital and in need of
greater care and protection, not less.

The plan needs clearer priorities. I't uses the language of ‘balance’, and this needs to be
amended as it indicates that our thinking is oppositional. It implies that there is a need to
trade-off environmental health against other considerations, while international, national, and
state government reports indicate that we must prioritise the health of our environment. For
example, A3.12, p 33, speaks of balancing amenity, environmental considerations, private water
extraction and community considerations. What needs to take place is a prioritisation of
environmental considerations, as without optimal environmental health, all other activity and
considerations will be constrained.

Clm_

Address/Suburb




Submission 664
W Fitter




Submission 665
Tamika Leeds

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

I do not support the draft GWMP

I do not support zoning or permit changes in the Green Wedge. The draft suggests that to start farming in the Rural
Conservation Zone (RCZ) no permit should be required if the land has been previously cleared and used for farming. This
definition of ‘cleared land’ needs greater detail — much of Nillumbik has been cleared at some stage, but thanks to
regeneration it holds significant environmental qualities. Permits are essential as they can ensure any agricultural
activities respect the land. It also means that residents will be informed of neighbours intentions.

This draft must mention the fact that tourism developments in the Green Wedge need to be “in conjunction” with
agricultural uses, as stated in Section 55 of the planning scheme. This clause of the planning scheme decreases the
likelihood of inappropriate development. We should change the heading of the economic one to “a prosperous eco-
friendly Green Wedge economy”.

This draft plan suggests the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ) is too restrictive of farming practices and this zoning should
only be applied to land with higher conservation values. This suggestion puts at serious risk flora and fauna across a
significant proportion of the Shire, whether as single trees in paddocks or scattered pockets of remnant bush. These are

all vital and in need of greater care and protection, not less.

Responses:342

Name/Signature
Tom el Leeds

E-mail




Submission 666
Dave Allpress

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

| DO NOT SUPPORT THE DRAFT GWMP

| would like to see Nillumbik state more clearly their stance on climate change and the
precautionary principle. The GWMP needs to recognise the leading role that Nillumbik
can play; that we can be part of the solution, acting locally to address global problems.
We're a relatively affluent population. Nillumbik is the perfect place to start turning
things around. | do not support the draft GWMP until there is some leadership items

added around climate change.

Responses: 460

Name/Signature

DAVE pLirrEsy
Address/Suburb




Submission 667
Michael Dukes

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan $ubmission

| do not support the draft Nillumbik GWMP

Responses: 1012

The result of the extensive community survey made it clear that the majority of the
community valued and enjoyed the high environmental values of the Green Wedge
and want it maintained and protected. This view was also expressed by the majority
report of the Community Panel. Council’s draft does not reflect strong enough support
for the Community’s position. This message must lay the foundation for any new
GWMP. The current draft does not achieve this and | therefore do not support the
draft. The plan should reaffirm the Shire’s conservation role with the Green Wedge as
its Strategic Focus. The draft lacks detail and omits significant objectives, relevant
actions, and accountability measures that would ensure the long-term health and
purpose of the Green Wedge.

Name/Signature ,” %Kﬁd[/ JO& /<€S

Address/Suburb

E-mail



Submission 668
Frank Sortino

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

| do not support the draft GWMP

The draft plan does not provide enough certainty for the long term protection of the natural environment
within the Nillumbik green wedge.

The draft plan should do more to acknowledge the importance of all indigenous vegetation and address
the urgent need to conserve it across the Shire, on private and public land. The community must work
together to focus on increasing habitat for wildlife and connectivity; preserving biodiversity; valuing what
ecosystems provide; developing a 'systems view' (that ALL is interdependent); address the climate
change and extinction crisis, and the need to transform to an ecologically sustainable society. This must
become the underpinning ethos that guides the plan, without compromise and trade offs.




Submission 669
Karthick Udaiappan

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

I DO NOT support the draft GWMP

[ believe the plan should have more focus on environmental protection. The actions in each section
should be measureable with respect to the impact on the environment. The draft does not state this
strongly enough, despite it being a strategic focus for the Shire. The State Govemment’s ‘Plan
Melboume 2017-2050°, says the first priority for the Green Wedge is to ‘Maintain and enhance the
diversity of indigenous flora and fauna habitats and species and achieve a net gain in the quantity and
quality of native vegetation”. I don’t see any explicit actions that would produce biodiversity gain.
This draft reads very much as BAU and business as usual is not good enough — we are in an
environmental crisis. It is essential that appropriate resources are allocated to the enforcement of
policy standards. Nillumbik’s Biodiversity Report outlines the ongoing loss of native vegetation and
part of the problem is inadequate enforcement. The impact of invasive species — flora and fauna — is
significant and this must be better addressed.

Name/Signature

Address/Suburb _




Submission 670
Rachael Dewan

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

I do not support the draft GWMP

Nillumbik Council - it is imperative you recognise and act on the fact we are facing a climate
emergency. We need you to show leadership with respect to this. I believe there is nothing
more important to address with our GWMP than climate change mitigation. It must drive all
objectives and actions such as regenerative agriculture, fire management, waste management,
bush regeneration, education, and economic strategy. Throughout the draft there is no mention
of strong leadership in this regard. Because of that I do not support the draft GWMP. The
community as a whole must come together to ensure serious action is taken to mitigate climate
change and draw down carbon emissions. This is a top priority for how we live together as a

community — our collective wellbeing depends on it, as does the environment.

Name/Signature

Lsdael Densen

Address/Suburb

E-mail



Submission 671
Costa Andriotis






Submission 672
Jake Rodwell

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

I do not support the GWMP Draft

I would like to ensure there is a holistic view to the green wedge in this management plan. There
is so many words in the document it is very hard to understand exactly who has overall
responsibility for our environmental values, how they will be managed as a whole and who will be
responsible and accountable.

I worry that the use of stocktakes and studies [see A3.1, p32] that describe some areas of
vegetation as more significant or valuable could lead to more stress on the environment. There
is already pressure on the ecosystems from disturbance and mismanagement. The plan needs to
be holistic, not looking and making decisions on little patches here and there - a bit land
clearing and /or grazing here and there leave our flora and fauna vulnerable to ever-increasing
stress and disappearance. For this reason I do not support the draft GWMP.

Name/ Signature :TAK F

Address/Suburb

E_



Submission 673
Kim O'Neill

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

[ DO NOT SUPPORT NILLUMBIK'S DRAFT GREEN WEDGE MANAGEMENT PLAN

I love the Nillumbik environment and | do not support the draft GWMP. | think it
should clearly state that the fact that Nillumbik's Green Wedge is the most

environmentally intact of Melbourne’s Green Wedges and is a significant part of the
wider Green Wedge system.

I would like to see more wildlife protection — for their habitat, corridors and the
ecosystems that support them. | would like to see every protection possible for them
on our roads, on public and private land. | would also like to see acknowledged that
because of the uniqueness of the area the Shire has particular needs that are different
to those in an area not established as a Green Wedge. The new plan presents an

opportunity to celeprate our unique environmental features and provide a strong,
bold statement to our climate poor country.

E-mail



Submission 674
Jasmine Akuzevska




Submission 675
Illegible






Submission 676
Donald Vary

Nillumbik DRAFT Green Wedge Management Plan - Response

I do not support the Nillumbik draft GWMP as | do not believe it aligns it with the outcome of the
community survey which overwhelmingly wanted protection for the environment. | do not see this
stated as a mandate anywhere in the draft GWMP.

What t like about the Green Wedge

Responses: 1012

Page 11

Economic challenges

tconomic challenges

Responses: 149

Page 20

Future environmental challenges
Envirenmental challerges  future

|Yrveyr ® W

Responses: 599

Page 28

Environmental challenges

Environmental challenges

Responses:668

Page 18

Regulatory challenges

Regulatory challenges

Responses: 225

Page 22

Future regulatory challenges

®suvey @

Responses:342

Page 30






Submission 677
Ian Cullan






Submission 678
Maya Green

Reference: Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan

| do not support the draft green wedge management plan as there is far too little
emphasis on the growing climate emergency we are facing. We need to take
extraordinary action to face this complex issue. This should be recognised under the

“Leadership” heading.

The dialogue throughout the document is about trade-offs and compromises. There is
never a single sentence in the whole document that upholds the value of our
environmental assets as a priority. This suggests to me that they will constantly get

traded off for all the other myriad of principles you have stuffed into the document.

e | want you to recognise the significance of our special, natural landscape

e | want you to recognise how important this was in the community survey - it was
the TOP priority

e | want you to protect our natural assets against development and human greed

e | do not want you to support animal agriculture as it has a devastating impact on
the environment. | do support sustainable crop ag.

e | want you to recognise climate change and take some leadership
If Nillumbik can’t do it — who will?

Please re-draft this document recognising what can and will be lost if we do not act to

protect it.

vame A G e

Address/Suburb

E-mail



Submission 679
Michael Johnsmith




Submission 680
Jenny Smith

Nlliumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan $ubmissien

1 de not support the draft GWMP

| do not support zoning or permit changes in the Green Wedge. The draft suggests that to start farming in the Rural
Conservation Zone (RCZ) no permit should be required if the land has been previously cleared and used for farming.
This definition of ‘cleared land' needs greater detail —~ much of Nillumbik has been cleared at some stage, but thanks to
regeneration it holds significant environmental qualities. Permits are essential as they can ensure any agricultural
activities respect the land. It also means that residents will be informed of neighbours intentions.

| do not support animal agriculture of any type due to the devastating impact to the economuy. It is a total inefficient
use of land, water and other resources. | support plant based agriculture but must always provide for the continuing
health of the environment. New systems that respect and promote regenerative farming including water conservation,
Indigenous knowledge, and indigenous flora and fauna must be encouraged. The obvious link between sustainable
agricultural practices, climate change mitigation and a healthy Green Wedge, must be central to the GWMP. The need
for a framework that encourages sustainable land management practices is described in the State Government's
Planning Practice Note 31, entitled ‘Preparing a Green Wedge Management Plan’, and so this has to be clearly
demonstrated in any GWMP. This current draft does not achieve this requirement, | do not support the draft GWMP.

This draft must mention the fact that tourism developments in the Green Wedge need to be “in conjunction” with
agricultural uses, as stated in Section 55 of the planning scheme. This clause of the planning scheme decreases the
likelihood of inappropriate development. We should change the heading of the economic one to “a prosperous eee~
friendly Green Wedge economy’”.

This draft plan suggests the Rural Conservation Zone (RC2) is too restrictive of farming practices and this zoning should
only be applied to land with higher conservation values. This suggestion puts at serious risk flora and fauna across a
significant proportion of the Shire, whether as single trees in paddocks or scattered pockets of remnant bush. These are
all vital and in need of greater care and protection, not less.

Responses:342

Name/Signature JSE MNY A. SM{TH

Address/Suburb

E-mail N, A



Submission 681
Illegible






Submission 682
Cate Frampton

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

I do not support the draft GWMP

| find this document is too long and fluffy — far too many words leading to too few conclusions. | understand the
actions but the principles that underlie the actions are broad and it is unclear how they will be interpreted and
applied while ensuring care for the environment. They need toreflect the community’s commitment to protecting
the Green Wedge — asreflected in the community survey — see below .

The GWMP must describe how the values of the Green Wedge will be prioritised in keeping with the State
Government'’s policies Plan Melbourne 2017-2050 and Protecting Victoria’s Environment — Biodiversity 2037, which
is 'Victoria's plan to stop the decline of our native plants and animals and improve our natural environment so it is
healthy, valued and actively cared for. An additional Principle that focuses on Preservation of Environment and
Biodiversity, and describes the urgent need toreverse the decline of biodiversity and effects of climate change
should be added to the GWMP. Biodiversity Protection should be given the status of a Goal in the Plan.

Responses: 1012

The draft speaks of (and we are aware of) polarised and diverse views and how conversations must be respectful
and robust. The best way to prevent these frustrations is to have a very clear hierarchy of principles. It is the
ambiguity that can lead to a lot of frustration. In my opinion this document does not address that issue. It is full of
ambiguity and potentials for “discussions”.

It is vital that these discussions are supported by current science, particularly in relation to the need for
environmental repair and preservation, and urgent climate change mitigation. | do not support the draft plan as |
think the key issue of “diverse views” we are grappling is not adequately addressed, the words are just being used as
anointment to reduce the burning.

Name/Signature

Address/Suburb




Submission 683
Graeme Sells

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

I DO NOT support the draft GWMP

It currently does not contain enough measureable environmental protection. The draft does not
state this strongly enough, despite it being a strategic focus for the Shire. The State
Government's 'Plan Melbourne 2017-2050', says the first priority for the Green Wedge is to
‘Maintain and enhance the diversity of indigenous flora and fauna habitats and species and
achieve a net gain in the quantity and quality of native vegetation”. I don't see any explicit
actions that would produce biodiversity gain but I see lots that could cause erosion of assets .
This draft reads very much as BAU which is not good enough - we are in an environmental crisis.
It is essential that appropriate resources are allocated to the enforcement of policy standards.
Nillumbik's Biodiversity Report outlines the ongoing loss of native vegetation and part of the
problem is inadequate enforcement. The impact of invasive species - flora and fauna - is
significant and this must be better addressed.

The current document seems to gloss over the fact that climate change is putting so much
pressure on the already fragile ecosystem that supports our green wedge. This simply talks
about resilience to climate change. Simply recognising it or hoping Nillumbik's climate mitigation
document should just stand alone and not be linked to the GWMP is unrealistic It is not too late
to make a difference, but only if we start now at every level from local to global”.

Nillumbik Council should take this very valuable and timely opportunity to publicly recognise and
act at a local level. This document does not have any brave actions, there is nothing we could
offer as class leading. There is a lack of detail throughout the document regarding the
protection and enhancement of the Shire's biodiversity in all its forms and varying quality.
Clearly defined actions need to be included which will address this problem to ensure the long
term health of the Green Wedge.

Name/Signature

Address/Subu

E-mail




Submission 684
Anne Sells

Dear Nillumbik GWMP Team, | do not support the draft GWMP for the following reasons:

Vision

The overriding GWMP response from Council's Community Survey (Aug 2018) and its Community
Panel (Nov. 2018) was that Nillumbik residents cherish the high environmental values of the Green
Wedge,; and they want it to be maintained, protected and enhanced. Council’s draft will not achieve
this.

Key Moves

e Landowners information and support service — | would not support this until it is clear what it
involves. | have heard poor management processes discussed and am worried this will be at
the expense of the environment.

e Talking about climate issues and resilience is very fluffy — what are the intended outcomes for
this idea. Are we to become resilient to climate change or resilient to calls to ignore it?

e | am happy for support for townships but do not support any changes around the UGB.

e A stocktakes of assets — does this include environmental assets? | thought the Mayor had
said this wasn'’t possible? I'm happy to support a database. Please include wildlife.

Principles

e The words are all great but give no priorities. How exactly would decisions be made based on
these statements? Environmental protection is not stated as a number one priority in the
vision, none of the components are prioritised. They are all there to be traded to the highest
bidder.

e The GWMP needs to reaffirm the shire's conservation role.

Engaged and Connected Communities

e There is a lot of focus on “talking it out” in this section rather than how the issues we know we
face could actually be resolved.

e | support help with an ageing population and improved transport options.

e Rural and townships want wildlife protected, please add new measures to address this.

Active and Creative People

e Health and wellbeing came right at the top of the community survey, the next was natural
environment. So more items to protect the natural environment should be added to this
section.

e | am slightly concerned to see the Mayor is running a (fairly unpleasant) FB page that
advocates the natural environment to be used for a whole range of activities which may not
add to people’s feeling of “space, peace and healthy feel”. | hope this wont impact on our
management plan.

Safe and Healthy Environment

e Allindigenous vegetation is important, | don’t think we should make the distinction between
high value and other.

e | find this constant hedging/fence sitting a waste of paper. Statements like “It (BD Strategy
2037) acknowledges that native plants and animals have intrinsic value but that there is also
a need for balanced outcomes. Maintaining a healthy natural environment is vital but creates
a complex challenge to find the right balance between protection and how we use land.” That,
of course, is the issue but we need clear priorities to address it and this document does not
spell them out.

Prosperous Economy






Submission 685
Jesse




Submission 686
Sam Shacklock




Submission 687
Lesley




Submission 688
Glen Ditchfield




Submission 689
Kristina Ditchfield




Submission 690
Edwin and Lynne Trueman




Submission 691
Cathy Dean







Submission 692
Sophie Shabbir




Submission 693
Catherine Croke




Submission 694
Kathy Leenaerts




Submission 695

MJ Nelson
Submission to Draft Green Wedge Management Plan 2019

To Nillumbik Shire Council,

This submission addresses some of the issues with the draft Green Wedge
Management Plan and outlines why | do not support the draft.

| want an eco friendly Green Wedge economy! One that nurtures all residents
within our interdependent eco system. One were all kinds prosper - those with
big voices, those who are quieter and those with no voice at all in this laborious
process.

Animal farming should not be considered a sustainable "economic" attribute and
should not be encouraged in Nillumbik. Animal agriculture is very resource
intensive and takes huge amount of water and feed to produce relatively small
amounts of food. It also generates emissions and waste products. Farmed
animals are also at high risk from bushfire, drought and flood so encouraging the
keeping of them is ethically poor. Sustainable plant based agriculture should be
prioritised in the Shire.

The draft suggests that to start farming in the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ), no
permit should be required if the land has been previously cleared and used for
farming. This definition of 'cleared land' needs greater detail. Much of Nillumbik
has been cleared at some stage, but thanks to regeneration, it holds significant
environmental qualities. Permits are essential as they can ensure any
agricultural activities respect the land. It also means that residents will be
informed of neighbours' intentions. This draft must mention the fact that tourism
developments in the Green Wedge need to be "in conjunction” with agricultural
uses, as stated in Section 55 of the planning scheme. This clause of the planning
scheme decreases the likelihood of inappropriate development. This draft plan
suggests the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ) is too restrictive of farming
practices and that this zoning should only be applied to land with higher
conservation values. This idea puts at serious risk flora and fauna across a
significant proportion of the Shire, whether as single trees in paddocks or
scattered pockets of remnant bush. These are all vital and in need of greater
care and protection, not less. | do not support the draft GWMP.

M J Nelson
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Reference: Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan

I do not support the draft green wedge management plan as there is far too little
emphasis on the growing climate emergency we are facing. We need to take
extraordinary action to face this complex issue. This should be recognised under the

“Leadership” heading.

The dialogue throughout the document is about trade-offs and compromises. There is
never a single sentence in the whole document that upholds the value of our
environmental assets as a priority. This suggests to me that they will constantly get

traded off for all the other myriad of principles you have stuffed into the document.

e | want you to recognise the significance of our special, natural landscape
e | want you to recognise how important this was in the community survey — it was

the TOP priority
e | want you to protect our natural assets against development and human greed

e |do not want you to support animal agriculture as it has a devastating impact on
the environment. | do support sustainable crop ag.

e | want you to recognise climate change and take some leadership

If Nillumbik can’t do it — who will?

Please re-draft this document recognising what can and will be lost if we do not act to

protectit.

Name /4/4%

Address/Suburb

E-mail
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July 2019

To Nillumbik Council,

Please find below my input the draft GWMP. | DO NOT SUPPORT the draft plan for the following
reasons:

- The overriding GWMP response from Council's Community Survey (Aug 2018) and its
Community Panel (Nov. 2018) was that Nillumbik residents cherish the high environmental
values of the Green Wedge; and they want it to be maintained, protected and enhanced.
Council’s draft will not achieve this.

- In Appendix 1 of Council’s draft GWMP is a quote from Plan Melbourne 2017-2050, for the first
priority for the Green Wedge: ‘Maintain and enhance the diversity of indigenous flora and
fauna habitats and species and achieve a net gain in the quantity and quality of native
vegetation”. The draft GWMP ignores this priority.

- The GWMP needs to properly discuss the values and needs of the environment, such as the
importance of indigenous vegetation; habitat for wildlife and connectivity; biodiversity;
ecosystem services; a ‘systems view' (that all is interdependent); the global climate change and
biodiversity extinction crisis; the need to transform to an ecologically sustainable society.

- The GWMP needs to reaffirm the shire's conservation role. The council “Business as Usual”
approach is not good enough.

- Council's Draft is in denial that the natural environment continues to decline everywhere - In
Nillumbik and globally. Maintaining a “Business as Usual” trajectory is not good enough.

The 2019 Victorian State of the Environment Report - painting a bleak outlook for the state’s
native plants and animals; concerning the impact on biodiversity of horses, grazing and bushfire
protection on private land; that more private land needs to be conserved; and the two global
crises of climate change and biodiversity extinction.

- The Urban Growth Boundary is supported. However, the Council’s draft presses the state
government to change the zone, or the zone’s uses, on the rural side of the UGB and around our
rural townships. (Land Use Planning page 40 and A5.7) This has the potential to ruin the
entrances to the Green Wedge, would degrade green wedge amenity and start increasing the
size of our rural townships.

- Council’s Draft argues that to start farming in the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ), no permit
should be required. So that landowners can be consulted that a piggery for example may be
about to start up next door, the need for a permit in this zone should remain.

We need a Green Wedge Management Plan that places the Green Wedge environment,
biodiversity, and their restoration as the main priority in a way that fits the 21st century
challenges facing us, for our children, and our children’s children.

Council's Draft GWMP is so poorly framed, and fails the basics of what's required.
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Dear Nillumbik GWMP Team,
| DO NOT support the draft GWMP for the following reasons:

Vision
There needs to be more emphasis on flora and fauna protection. Every sentence in this
document allows for its demise if something more important comes up.

Key Moves

More about species extinction is needed.

Principles

The GWMP needs to reaffirm the shire's conservation role. The council’s “Business as
Usual” approach is not good enough.

Engaged Connected Communities

I’'m glad volunteers are celebrated in the GWMP but | would like to see more specific support
for pet and wildlife volunteers. There are land management grants available for individuals
and landcare groups but there does not seem to be any money available for those that
spend their own time and money rescuing and rehabilitating wildlife or supporting
abandoned pets. Please add more recognition and value to these groups.

Active and Creative People

The community survey wants the environment protected to contribute towards active and
creative people. That “space, peace and healthy feel” will need protecting if we want it there
for years to come.

What | ke about the Green Wedge

Responses: 1012

Safe and Healthy Environment

* InAppendix 1 of Council’s draft GWMP is a quote from Plan Melbourne 2017-2050, for
the first priority for the Green Wedge: ‘Maintain and enhance the diversity of indigenous
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Nillumbik Ratepayers Association



























Submission 722
Syd Tunn




































Submission 723
Mary McDonald















Submission 724
Ona Henderson




































Submission 725
Lindsay Bellinger

































Contact details

Please provide the following contact details. This will allow us to contact you to
acknowledge that we have received your submission or if we need to clarify any
details of your feedback.

L, (\%i,\\iV\Q’\\QF‘

v

Name:

Phone:

—

Privacy Statement

Nillumbik Shire Council is collecting your information for the purpose of clarifying
details of feedback received on the Draft Green Wedge Management Plan.

The information provided will not be shared with third parties unless we are required
to or permitted to by law. This information is being collected in accordance with the
Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014. If all the requested information is not
provided, Nillumbik Shire Council will be unable to contact you to acknowledge that
we have received your submission or to clarify details of your feedback. You may
access your information by contact Council’'s Privacy Officer 03 9433 3111 or by email
privacy(@nillumbik.vic.qgov.au.

Nillumbik

The Green Wedge Shire
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A Vision for Nillumbik’s Green Wedge

‘Management of the Nillumbik green wedge will lead the way in supporting a vibrant,
resilient, connected and diverse community; living in the landscape to enhance the
environmental, social and economic sustainability of the Shire.” See page 5 of the
draft plan for more details about the Vision.

bik's Green Wedge?
[J Not sure

Do you agree with the vision for l\‘llzlly»
O] Yes [J No Partially

Do you have any comments about the Vision?
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AP o F ywe Caeed cleme~? rup7 Ty

—ell vs FRarmead  rus7  NE are  AOa/A3

beau i-:\pﬁl Lﬁ”\’ﬂ/" e
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Five Key Moves

The five Key Moves below outline organisational changes for the long-term to
support delivery of the Green Wedge Management Plan. See page 13 of the draft
plan for more details about the five key moves.

1. A comprehensive landowner’s information and support service.
2. A whole of organisation approach to community resilience.

3. A "Green Wedge Conversations” program.

4. A comprehensive planning and place management service for the townships.
5. Stocktakes of environmental assets and agricultural practices.

.

I o
Nillumbik

The Green Wedge Shire
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The vision for Nillumbik’s green wedge, as stated in the Draft Green Wedge Management
Plan, is for the management of the Nillumbik green wedge to “lead the way in supporting
a vibrant, resilient, connected and diverse community” (p. 5) and for Nillumbik “to
become Australia’s most liveable shire with: engaged, connected communities” (p. 7), and
like the rest of Australia, that community is getting older.

The demographic change that is facing Nillumbik needs to be factored into the management
of the Green Wedge in a creative way.

Many of our residents in rural and conservation zones have lived and worked on their
properties all their lives, and some have connections to the land here for several
generations.

They care about the environment and value the space around them. Of equal importance
to them is being part of a close community. They know their neighbours and many
members of the community through working with them to benefit the community through
such things as Landcare, the local CFA, and fundraising activities to support the local hall or
primary school. They know that, should they need it, the community will support them just
as they will support others.

In regional Victoria, when land owners in their senior years become unable to manage their
acreage they move into their local town where their children have gone to school, where
they have shopped, attended functions, visited services such as the doctor, etc. Though
they have moved house they have remained in and connected to their community.

Because there is no flexibility in the Rural Conservation Zone planning zones to alternative
housing options, senior people In the Nillumbik green wedge who are moving off their land
are forced to leave their community and move to a new one, usually in the suburbs. This
dislocation can lead to isolation and loneliness, an emerging mental health issue for

Australians.

If Nillumbik green wedge management plan’s vision really is to support resilient, connected
communities, serious consideration has to be given to the needs of senior people retiring off
their acreage. To allow them to remain in their community there needs to be retirement
options in their community centre, such as Arthurs Creek, Hurstbridge, St Andrews and
Panton Hill.

What these options might be, and how they can meet environmental and conservation aims
should be a consideration of the Management Plan.

Aging members of the community are acutely aware that any weakening of
Rural/Conservation zones could open the floodgates to the unwanted demand for
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Zaine Dempsey
Submission on Council’s Draft GWMP

I am a resident of the Bend of Islands and a member of the Bend of Islands Conservation Association
(BICA).

The draft GWMP is not acceptable in its present form. It totally downplays the environmental protection and
actions of the last GWMP, while advocating the undermining of the current conservation zones.

| consider that it is particularly important that there is a general revision of the draft to incorporate the
following issues.

* Plan Melbourne 2017-2050, states its first priority for Green Wedges: Maintain and enhance the
diversity of indigenous flora and fauna habitats and species and achieve a net gain in the
quantity and quality of native vegetation.” (Refer Appendix 1 of Council’s draft GWMP)

The Draft GWMP, in its entirety, should have this priority as the main focus.

* The overriding response from Council's Community Survey (Aug 2018) and its Community Panel (Nov.
2018) was that Nillumbik residents cherish the high environmental values of the Green Wedge;
and they want it to be maintained, protected and enhanced. Council’s Draft GWMP will not achieve
this.

+ The GWMP needs to more strongly acknowledge the importance of ALL indigenous vegetation and
address the urgent need to conserve it THROUGHOUT the Shire, on private and public land. The
community must work together to focus on increasing habitat for wildlife and connectivity; preserving
biodiversity; valuing what ecosystems provide; developing a 'systems view' (that ALL is
interdependent); address the climate change and extinction crises, and the need to transform to an
ecologically sustainable society. This must become the underpinning ethos that guides the Actions and
all other aspects of the Draft GWMP, without compromise.

» The natural environment continues to decline everywhere - In Nillumbik and globally. Maintaining a
“Business as Usual” trajectory is not good enough.
Declines in biodiversity are at critical levels, and there is urgent need for action by all levels of
government and society. The Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and
Ecosystem Services (IPBES) states that, “The health of ecosystems on which we and all other species
depend is deteriorating more rapidly than ever. We are eroding the very foundations of our economies,
livelihoods, food security, health and quality of life worldwide. It is not too late to make a difference, but
only if we start now at every level from local to global”.

+ The GWMP needs to recognise the leading role that Nillumbik can play; so that we can be part of the
solution, acting locally to address global problems. We're a relatively affluent population. Nillumbik is
the perfect place to start turning things around. If not here and now, where and when?

* The current GWMP 2010 - 2025 describes in much greater detail (than the new draft) the ways Council
and community will ensure the protection of the green wedge. However, there has been consistent net
loss of vegetation. This demonstrates that any new plan must be stronger and clearer about the actions
which will be taken to reverse this ongoing decline. The draft GWMP does not achieve this.

» The Draft GWMP proposes changes to how land within the Green Wedge can be used on the rural side
of the UGB and around our rural townships. This has the potential to erode the values of the Green
Wedge and effectively increase the spread of residential and commercial development outside the
Urban Growth Boundary. The UGB must be treated as a hard boundary.

+ We need a Green Wedge Management Plan that places the Green Wedge environment, biodiversity,
and their restoration as the main priority in a way that fits the 21st century challenges facing us, for our
children, and our children’s children.s

» The draft suggests that to start farming in the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ) no permit should be
required if the land has been previously cleared and used for farming. This definition of ‘cleared land’
needs greater detail - much of Nillumbik has been cleared at some stage, but thanks to regeneration it
holds significant environmental qualities. Permits are essential as they can ensure any agricultural



activities respect the land. It also means that residents will be informed about the piggery etc proposed
for next door.

* Nillumbik leaders should explain that “the right to farm” comes with an obligation on the owner to not
degrade the land during his/her brief period of stewardship. Stewardship simply means that after an
owner’s (brief) tenure the land and its waterways will be passed on in a better state. For agricultural
land this means with soil erosion and pest invasion controlled; for bush properties, biodiversity has been
improved. Nillumbik Landcare Network have produced a document on the Culture of Community
Custodianship of Land which explains this concept.

* Horses and other hard-hoofed animals have a negative impact on the environment - none of Australia’s
native animals have hard hooves. Impacts on habitats include erosion, water quality degradation,
damage to flora, and spreading of weeds. Actions must be implemented to prevent these impacts.
These must include education of the equine sector and other graziers. There needs to be greater
understanding and responsible ownership of animals, ensuring that animals do not enter waterways
and are not allowed to graze in the bush. This focus on environmental care must also be reflected in the
proposed Nillumbik Equine Strategy.

+ Achieving community engagement by playing down or ignoring the GW residents’ responsibilities for
environmental protection is self-defeating. This will result in a diminished GW that does not meet the
aspirations of the majority of the local community or Victoria’s desired planning outcomes for the Green
Wedges.

* Responsible Leadership would have a separate section dealing with climate change mitigation in
accordance with the precautionary principle.

* (03.1) While it is important to protect our “valuable” biodiversity and habitats, this skirts around the
importance of “less valuable” or, more accurately, “less intact or disturbed” habitats that make up the
entire biodiversity map for the shire. For example, the “vulnerable” Ecological Vegetation Class - Valley
Grassy Forest is often degraded within Nillumbik due to its grassy understory lending itself to being
readily-available grazing land. This does NOT negate the importance of these otherwise “less valuable"
habitats.

I request that Council considers these issues and revises the Draft GWMP to included appropriate
emphasis on the value of the environment and its biodiversity in the Green Wedge.




Submission 739
Atanui Lynch

Dear Nillumbik GWMP Team,

| DO NOT support the draft GWMP for the following reasons:

Vision

There needs to be more emphasis on flora and fauna protection. Every sentence in this
document allows for its demise if something more important comes up.

Key Moves

More about species extinction is needed.

Principles

The GWMP needs to reaffirm the shire's conservation role. The council’s “Business as
Usual” approach is not good enough.

Engaged Connected Communities

I'm glad volunteers are celebrated in the GWMP but | would like to see more specific support
for pet and wildlife volunteers. There are land management grants available for individuals
and landcare groups but there does not seem to be any money available for those that
spend their own time and money rescuing and rehabilitating wildlife or supporting

abandoned pets. Please add more recognition and value to these groups.

Active and Creative People

The community survey wants the environment protected to contribute towards active and
creative people. That “space, peace and healthy feel” will need protecting if we want it there
for years to come.

What | like about the Green Wedge

Spat*, peace*, heafthy
Martural onment

Community

and leisure actwftftf&

Ufestytt

Other comments, D&mpfdtfrts. statements
Urban/ rural Irving

Access to sendees, shops etc.
0 50 100 ISO 200 25G 100 150 400

VISurvey mWorkshop

Responses: 1012

Safe and Healthy Environment

* InAppendix 1 of Council's draft GWMP is a quote from Plan Melbourne 2017-2050, for
the first priority for the Green Wedge: ‘Maintain and enhance the diversity of indigenous



flora and fauna habitats and species and achieve a net gain in the quantity and quality of
native vegetation.” The draft GWMP ignores this priority.

* More about wildlife is needed.

Prosperous Economy

+ The current budget allocation (in the 2019 budget) for this section is 1.55% so | question
how sincere Council is with this big section?

* 1do not support any animal agriculture in the shire, the impact on the environment is
devastating. |would support sustainable plant based farming such as Hurstbridge
Farmgate.

+ Council's Draft argues that to start farming in the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ), no
permit should be required. The need for a permit in this zone should remain.

*+ The GWMP needs to properly discuss the values and needs of the environment, such as
the importance of indigenous vegetation; habitat for wildlife and connectivity; biodiversity;
ecosystem services; a 'systems view1(that all is interdependent); the global climate
change and biodiversity extinction crisis; the need to transform to an ecologically
sustainable society.

+ Developing the economy and tourism will come at a cost to our wildlife and this needs to
be recognised and budgeted for. Please add specific objectives and action points.

Leadership

» Leadership is key for environmental protection as long term solutions are required.
Council's Draft is in denial that the natural environment continues to decline everywhere
- In Nillumbik and globally. Maintaining a “Business as Usual” trajectory is not good
enough. The 2019 Victorian State of the Environment Report - painting a bleak outlook
for the state’s native plants and animals; concerning the impact on biodiversity of horses,
grazing and bushfire protection on private land; that more private land needs to be
conserved; and the two global crises of climate change and biodiversity extinction.

Comments

We need a Green Wedge Management Plan that places the Green Wedge environment,
biodiversity, and their restoration as the main priority in a way that fits the 21st century
challenges facing us, for future generations.

Council's Draft GWMP is so poorly framed, and thoroughly fails the basics of what's
required, that the GWMP 2010-2025 with all its objectives and actions, needs to be
reinstated.

Mame

Signature

Address/S



Submission 740
Andrew Bean

DRAFT GREEN WEDGE MANAGEMENT PLAN
SUBMISSION

FROM: ANDREW BEAN

This submission specifically relates to the need for this council to address the low rate base and
consequent lack of revenue and the under utilization of vital transport and town services that exists
in a small section of the shire.

The area proposed is the corridor between Diamond Creek and Hurstbridge including the hamlet of
Wattle Glen.

Existing infrastructure along this corridor includes:

e Asoon to be expanded rail service with the potential for additional stations and parking
e A bus service with multiple stops

o A wide well-constructed bitumen road with bicycle lanes on both sides

e Recently upgraded mains water

e Domestic gas supply

e Alarge capacity sewerage system

The proposal involves the creation of a buffer zone such as the one that exists around Eltham that
would extend up the corridor with its western boundary being Broadgully Rd and its Eastern
boundary being Flatrock Rd. It would extend from Diamond Creek to Hurstbridge with a “bubble”
around the township.

The buffer zone would allow a variety of block sizes ranging in size from 1 to 2 Hectares depending
on the terrain and proximity to roads and services.

The positives of this proposal are many and include:

e Utilization of existing infrastructure and services

e Relieving the growing pressure on the shires existing residential centres caused by infill and
multi-unit developments

e Allowing older owners of large allotments to downsize the area of land they have to
maintain while still remaining in their homes. It also allows other family to return to their
family land build their own home and be close enough to care for and help older family
members.

e Increase in rate base and therefore revenue for council

e The smaller allotments would be far more popular meaning their value would equal or
even exceed the existing 8 Hectare blocks there buy increasing rate revenue

e The agricultural value of the land is low with the majority being low lying dry hills with a
very stable mud rock base ideal for building. It would include some fertile creek flats
currently used for grazing but this is only a small percentage of the overall proposed area
and there is a huge potential for recreational pursuits.

e The majority of land on the Eastern side of the corridor is in large allotments and owned by
long term owners who would look at this proposal favourably



e The rezoning of this area would enable the council to acquire the creek flats as public open
space and develop them into a huge recreational corridor complementing the existing yet
to be completed trail. There is potential for income producing facilities utilizing these flats
and adjacent foot hills such as a Golf course, Equestrian centre, Velodrome and Mountain
Bike Track to name a few. Unlike the yet to be completed trail owners would not have to be
put through the stress and anger of having their land taken by compulsory acquisition

This proposal would mean abolishing the RCZ which the council considers a difficult and
complicated matter. The RCZ is the bane of all landowners affected by it and easily the issue that
annoys us the most. It does not exist in any of the other Green Wedges and this proves it is
unnecessary and its removal shire wide should be the first task of the new management plan.

If removing the RCZ is complicated then the sooner the process is started the sooner it is done.

The area | am proposing is only a small section of the overall shire and parts of it already contain
smaller lots from earlier sub divisions. It will leave the rural areas to the north and east untouched
(which many consider to be the true Green Wedge) but at the same time enhancing the liveability
of the buffer zone with its many recreational facilities and natural bush settings while contributing
to the council’s financial viability.

| hope my contribution proves helpful and | thank the council for the opportunity to make a
submission

Andrew Bean



Submission 741
Roadsides and Roadside Ecology
Northern Nillumbik (RARE NN)

To: council nillumbik

Subject: Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission
Date: Sunday, 11 August 2019 9:55:00 PM
Attachments: rare submission gwmp mel JM ST SM pdf.pdf

To the GWMP team

Please see submission from community group RARE NN (Roadsides and Roadside
Ecology Northern Nillumbik)

Regards

Sue McKinnon

Contact for RARE submission

Mel Nelson



Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan

Roads and Roadside Ecology Northern Nillumbik (RARE) Submission

Contact person

Mel Nelson

Email mjn_col@yahoo.co.uk

Dear Nillumbik GWMP Team, this submission is written by and represents the Roads and
Roadside Ecology Northern Nillumbik (RARE) group.

RARE DO NOT support the draft GWMP for the following reasons:
Vision

RARE would like to see more meaningful protection for our native plants and animals around
our existing roadsides. The first priority should be to maintain and enhance the diversity of
indigenous flora and fauna habitats and links. To achieve a net gain in the quantity and
quality of native vegetation for the continued sustenance of our unique eco-system.

Key Moves

This section needs more specific reference to environmental protection and actions. It needs
to refer to the fact that our unique assets in this shire are the huge range of biodiversity it
accommodates. Biodiversity that needs our protection. We need to halt the rate our native
flora and fauna are sliding towards extinction and this needs to happen at a local level. This
aim should be explicitly stated.

Documentation needs to be made available online such documentation in regards to roadsides
should include:

All new infrastructure plans including footpaths and trails

¢ Nillumbik Council tree register for trees removed along roadsides as described in the
Tree Management Guidelines 2015

e Documentation of roadside maintenance plans to show that roadsides are treated in
accord with their environmental significance as described in the Nillumbik Roadside
Management Plan 2012.

e Roadside Tree removal plans with arborist assessments. And all roadside tree
removals and significant pruning works have documented Level 3 arborist assessment
reports available online.

e Compliance of planned Trails with the 2011 trail strategy.

e Compliance of all infrastructure work with the Australian Standards 4970—2009
Protection of trees on development sites and Planning Schedule clause 52.17 without
exemption by amendments.





Council advocacy — include in Key Moves

Yan Yean Rd advocacy

e Nillumbik Council advocacy for NO RE-DIRECTION of traffic from the north onto
Yan Yean Rd.

e Nillumbik Council advocacy for compliance with Nillumbik Local Planning
Framework Clause 21.05

VicRoads advocacy

e Undertake road speed review to ensure speeds are appropriate and are not causing
wildlife road toll and possible related human road toll. Undertake regular assessment
of traffic volume to ascertain if areas are becoming routes for through traffic for
residents coming from other shires through Nillumbik. As a Green Wedge Council we
need to protect the wildlife by controlling through traffic (suggest by speed) we also
need to protect roadside vegetation from pressures to widen road — again it is speed
control that will reduce this pressure.

e Advocate to VicRoads to allow lower speeds within shire roads in order to protect our
flora and fauna and our residents. Default rural speed limits on rural roads need to be
reviewed as the urban fringe loation means that the roads here which have some rural
characteristics which define them as ‘rural roads’ are not the same as rural roads in
the country areas. Unlike country areas, our roads have significant commuter traffic
and traffic from neighbouring densely populated areas travelling and commuting on
these roads.

Key Moves — Sustainability

Infrastructure projects will all be assessed under the Sustainability Rating for infrastructure
Projects and all consumption materials such as road building materials be recycled where
available. All infratsrure to be designed in compliance with Melbourne Water Water sensitive
urban design guidelines

Principles

In this section it appears that the best we are going to do for the environment is —“we need to
anticipate and avoid any actions that may cause serious or irreversible harm to the
environment and the people who live within it”. Council processes which may impact the
environment need to be put through a rigorous evaluation to determine that none of these
processes may cause serious loss irreversible environmental harm. If it is assessed that they
may, then the process must be changed or ceased. The evaluation must be transparent and
proactively encompass all processes and works which .may impact on the environment in a
serious or irreversible manner





Engaged Connected Communities

RARE recognises the need for rural residents to stay connected and endorses Council
advocating for improved public transport (Action 1.9) and transport sharing options. It is very
unclear what the rest of the document is advocating for in terms of improved transport as it is
is mentioned in several places such as “economy” with no real context or actions. RARE
would not support the loss of roadside vegetation to accommodate increased traffic flows.

RARE is happy that this section recognises local volunteers. RARE would like to see more
help and support for our wildlife volunteers.

Wildlife carers need an IT system that all users can access, that allows the public to
easily log accidents. A centralised system accessible to Council and registered
volunteers to allow people to easily call in and/or log accidents.

This can also be used to log hot spots and even ‘stocktake” wildlife.

Wildlife carers need reduced speed limits where wildlife is active or where roads have
been built across their paths and habitat links.

Wildlife carers need education and communication program about wildlife behaviour
and the importance of respecting it.

Wildlife carers need Council to set an example of that respect. This could be helped,
in part, by recognising the wildlife volunteers.

Wildlife carers need to see funding allocated in the budget for the items above that require it.

Engagement is not possible without information :

Availability of documentation online will facilitate engagement and transparency.
Documentation which should be available online include:

All plans and processes relating to roads and roadsides.

Plans for roadside tree works, footpaths and trails.

Refer to the existing neighbourhood character statements and township strategies for
all new infrastructure. Develop new ones for those towns which don’t have them in
consultation with community

Active and Creative People

Protecting our biodiversity and ecology should be a top priority as this sets the scene
for all of the health benefits stated in the plan.

Cultural and environmental heritage may be enhanced by recognising officially the
significance of all plants and plat communities over 100 years old on publicly owned
land





Safe and Healthy Environment

e This needs to spell out the actions for protecting our environmental assets around our
roadsides.

e |t should include what Council are prepared to take action on to protect wildlife and
how that may be funded.

e Advocacy for reduced speed on our roads including all hours and dawn to dusk hours.

e Advocacy for wildlife crossing structures to be installed on our roads.

Prosperous Economy

e Developing the economy and tourism will come at a cost to our wildlife and this is not
the role of the Council.

e Council need to ensure wildlife toll from ever increasing traffic is reduced .

e RARE would also like to understand if any future transport infrastructure will impact
existing eco systems.

e Trails planned should be in keeping with the 2011 trail strategy. The Australian
Standards 4970—2009 Protection of trees on development sites and Planning
Schedule clause 52.17 to be adhered to for all trails without exemption by
amendments.

Leadership

e Moving leadership towards the “empowering end of the spectrum” does not sounds
like a robust plan for environmental protection? This sounds as though we are going
to let people do as they see fit — and the environment rarely comes out well with a
framework like this.

Comments

e The decline in our biodiversity is at critical levels — this should be explicitly addressed
with explicit actions — NO TRADE OFFS.
e The plan should address the Shires conservation role for all Melbournians.

y e
Signed (__

Date 11/8/19

Address/Suburb RARE community group c¢/o Sue McKinnon 201 Hildebrand Rd Cottles Bridge

Contact person Mel Nelson Email mjn_col@yahoo.co.uk







Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan

Roads and Roadside Ecology Northern Nillumbik (RARE) Submission

Contact person

Mel Nelson

=

Dear Nillumbik GWMP Team, this submission is written by and represents the Roads and
Roadside Ecology Northern Nillumbik (RARE) group.

RARE DO NOT support the draft GWMP for the following reasons:
Vision

RARE would like to see more meaningful protection for our native plants and animals around
our existing roadsides. The first priority should be to maintain and enhance the diversity of
indigenous flora and fauna habitats and links. To achieve a net gain in the quantity and
quality of native vegetation for the continued sustenance of our unique eco-system.

Key Moves

This section needs more specific reference to environmental protection and actions. It needs
to refer to the fact that our unique assets in this shire are the huge range of biodiversity it
accommodates. Biodiversity that needs our protection. We need to halt the rate our native
flora and fauna are sliding towards extinction and this needs to happen at a local level. This
aim should be explicitly stated.

Documentation needs to be made available online such documentation in regards to roadsides
should include:

All new infrastructure plans including footpaths and trails

e Nillumbik Council tree register for trees removed along roadsides as described in the
Tree Management Guidelines 2015

e Documentation of roadside maintenance plans to show that roadsides are treated in
accord with their environmental significance as described in the Nillumbik Roadside
Management Plan 2012.

e Roadside Tree removal plans with arborist assessments. And all roadside tree
removals and significant pruning works have documented Level 3 arborist assessment
reports available online.

e Compliance of planned Trails with the 2011 trail strategy.

e Compliance of all infrastructure work with the Australian Standards 4970—2009
Protection of trees on development sites and Planning Schedule clause 52.17 without
exemption by amendments.



Council advocacy — include in Key Moves

Yan Yean Rd advocacy

e Nillumbik Council advocacy for NO RE-DIRECTION of traffic from the north onto
Yan Yean Rd.

e Nillumbik Council advocacy for compliance with Nillumbik Local Planning
Framework Clause 21.05

VicRoads advocacy

e Undertake road speed review to ensure speeds are appropriate and are not causing
wildlife road toll and possible related human road toll. Undertake regular assessment
of traffic volume to ascertain if areas are becoming routes for through traffic for
residents coming from other shires through Nillumbik. As a Green Wedge Council we
need to protect the wildlife by controlling through traffic (suggest by speed) we also
need to protect roadside vegetation from pressures to widen road — again it is speed
control that will reduce this pressure.

e Advocate to VicRoads to allow lower speeds within shire roads in order to protect our
flora and fauna and our residents. Default rural speed limits on rural roads need to be
reviewed as the urban fringe loation means that the roads here which have some rural
characteristics which define them as ‘rural roads’ are not the same as rural roads in
the country areas. Unlike country areas, our roads have significant commuter traffic
and traffic from neighbouring densely populated areas travelling and commuting on
these roads.

Key Moves — Sustainability

Infrastructure projects will all be assessed under the Sustainability Rating for infrastructure
Projects and all consumption materials such as road building materials be recycled where
available. All infratsrure to be designed in compliance with Melbourne Water Water sensitive
urban design guidelines

Principles

In this section it appears that the best we are going to do for the environment is —“we need to
anticipate and avoid any actions that may cause serious or irreversible harm to the
environment and the people who live within it”. Council processes which may impact the
environment need to be put through a rigorous evaluation to determine that none of these
processes may cause serious loss irreversible environmental harm. If it is assessed that they
may, then the process must be changed or ceased. The evaluation must be transparent and
proactively encompass all processes and works which .may impact on the environment in a
serious or irreversible manner



Engaged Connected Communities

RARE recognises the need for rural residents to stay connected and endorses Council
advocating for improved public transport (Action 1.9) and transport sharing options. It is very
unclear what the rest of the document is advocating for in terms of improved transport as it is
is mentioned in several places such as “economy” with no real context or actions. RARE
would not support the loss of roadside vegetation to accommodate increased traffic flows.

RARE is happy that this section recognises local volunteers. RARE would like to see more
help and support for our wildlife volunteers.

Wildlife carers need an IT system that all users can access, that allows the public to
easily log accidents. A centralised system accessible to Council and registered
volunteers to allow people to easily call in and/or log accidents.

This can also be used to log hot spots and even ‘stocktake” wildlife.

Wildlife carers need reduced speed limits where wildlife is active or where roads have
been built across their paths and habitat links.

Wildlife carers need education and communication program about wildlife behaviour
and the importance of respecting it.

Wildlife carers need Council to set an example of that respect. This could be helped,
in part, by recognising the wildlife volunteers.

Wildlife carers need to see funding allocated in the budget for the items above that require it.

Engagement is not possible without information :

Availability of documentation online will facilitate engagement and transparency.
Documentation which should be available online include:

All plans and processes relating to roads and roadsides.

Plans for roadside tree works, footpaths and trails.

Refer to the existing neighbourhood character statements and township strategies for
all new infrastructure. Develop new ones for those towns which don’t have them in
consultation with community

Active and Creative People

Protecting our biodiversity and ecology should be a top priority as this sets the scene
for all of the health benefits stated in the plan.
Cultural and environmental heritage may be enhanced by recognising officially the

significance of all plants and plat communities over 100 years old on publicly owned
land



Safe and Healthy Environment

e This needs to spell out the actions for protecting our environmental assets around our
roadsides.

e It should include what Council are prepared to take action on to protect wildlife and
how that may be funded.

e Advocacy for reduced speed on our roads including all hours and dawn to dusk hours.
e Advocacy for wildlife crossing structures to be installed on our roads.

Prosperous Economy

e Developing the economy and tourism will come at a cost to our wildlife and this is not
the role of the Council.

e Council need to ensure wildlife toll from ever increasing traffic is reduced .

o RARE would also like to understand if any future transport infrastructure will impact
existing eco systems.

e Trails planned should be in keeping with the 2011 trail strategy. The Australian
Standards 4970—2009 Protection of trees on development sites and Planning
Schedule clause 52.17 to be adhered to for all trails without exemption by
amendments.

Leadership

e Moving leadership towards the “empowering end of the spectrum” does not sounds
like a robust plan for environmental protection? This sounds as though we are going
to let people do as they see fit — and the environment rarely comes out well with a
framework like this.

Comments

e The decline in our biodiversity is at critical levels — this should be explicitly addressed
with explicit actions — NO TRADE OFFS.
e The plan should address the Shires conservation role for all Melbournians.

Signed

Date 11/8/19

Address/Suburb RARE community group c¢/o Sue McKinnon | NN
Contact person Mel Nelson Email




Submission 742
Jim Connor

To: nillumbik
Subject: Submission on Nillumbik&€™s Draft Green Wedge Management Plan, 2019 - Jim Connor
Date: Sunday, 11 August 2019 2:12:46 PM

Submission by:

Jim Connor

This is my Submission on Nillumbika€™s Draft Green Wedge Management Plan, 2019

1. I do not support the draft Nillumbik Green Wedge Management Plan, 2019 and believe the current GWMP
should retained.

2. If this current plan is not to be retained then the views and ideas contained in the Majority Report from
Councila€™s promoted consultation panel process should

be accurately and completely reflected in any revised GWMP. The later Minority Report should not be
considered.

3. The current Urban Growth Boundary must be strictly adhered to as a hard boundary, with no softening of
controls or permitted uses around the edges.

4. No changes should be occur to zoning that would impact negatively on the environment and buffer zones
must not be introduced.

5. Rural Conservation Zoned land must be protected and maintained and the current zoning retained, with no
changes to local planning zones.

6. The GWMP must provide for stronger vegetation controls and protection, especially to help offset the loss of
canopy tree cover resulting from intensive subdivisions and residential development in urban areas of
Nillumbik.

7. Actual practical environmental protection needs to be reinforced in the GWMP, not reduced and watered
down. The natural environment of the Green Wedge, including flora and fauna are highly valued.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this submission.

cheers

Jim Connor



Submission 743
Robbo Bennetts

To: wnp@nillumbik.vic.gov.au
Subject: Protecting the Green Wedge
Date: Sunday, 11 August 2019 10:03:27 AM

I am emailing to say that it would be a disaster for the natural environment and the liveability of Nillumbik if
the Green Wedge is compromised in any way.

I have lived in this part of the world for nearly 70 years and I have seen the disappearance of vasts tracts of
bushland and farmland, including the Montmorency Bush, the bush off Old Eltham Road where my class from
Lower Plenty State School went on Nature Study excursions and big chunks of bush in Eltham North.

I have lived in for over 40 years now and the exponential threats to our local environment from
global warming, deer and private landowners destroying good bush by running horses through it have created a
situation where the whole local ecology is at risk.

The Council must act to save what we have left AS ITS TOP PRIORITY.

Robbo Bennetts

- from my iPhone



Submission 744
Cath Murphy

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission
I do not support the draft 6WMP

I do not support zoning or permit changes in the Green Wedge. The draft suggests that to start
farming in the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ) no permit should be required if the land has been
previously cleared and used for farming. This definition of 'cleared land' needs greater detail -
much of Nillumbik has been cleared at some stage, but thanks to regeneration it holds
significant environmental qualities. Permits are essential as they can ensure any agricultural
activities respect the land.

This draft must mention the fact that tourism developments in the Green Wedge need to be “in
conjunction" with agricultural uses, as stated in Section 55 of the planning scheme. This clause
of the planning scheme decreases the likelihood of inappropriate develuprueMI.

change the heading of the economic one to “a prosperous eco-friendly Green Wedge economy".

This draft plan suggests the Rural Conservation Zone (RCZ) is too restrictive of farming
practices and this zoning should only be applied to land with higher conservation values. This
puts at serious risk flora and fauna across a significant proportion of the Shire, whether as
single trees in paddocks or scattered pockets of remnant bush. These are all vital and in need of
greater care and protection, not less.

The plan needs clearer priorities. It uses the language of 'balance’, and this needs to be
amended as it indicates that our thinking is oppositional. It implies that there is a need to
trade-off environmental health against other considerations, while international, national, and
state government reports indicate that we must prioritise the health of our environment. For
example, A3.12, p 33, speaks of balancing amenity, environmental considerations, private water
extraction and community considerations. What needs to take place is a prioritisation of
environmental considerations, as without optimal environmental health, all other activity and
considerations will be constrained.

Name/Signature




Submission 745
Sue Arnold

Nillumbik Draft Green Wedge Management Plan Submission

| do not support the draft GWMP

Iwould like to see more recognition of the state of the climate globally and how Nillumbik could
contribute to climate change mitigation (I have heard planting trees is very useful) . The current
document seems to gloss over the fact that climate change is putting so much pressure on the
already fragile ecosystem that supports our green wedge. There are numerous scientific works that
confirm that biodiversity, eco systems and many species are at critical and endangered levels (see
the Governments IPBES report that states 'The health of ecosystems on which we and all other
species depend is deteriorating more rapidly than. It is not too late to make a difference, but only if
we start now at every level from local to global".

Nillumbik Council should take this very valuable and timely opportunity to publicly recognise and
act at a local level. This document does not have any brave actions, there is nothing we could offer
as class leading. There is a lack of detail throughout the document regarding the protection and
enhancement of the Shire's biodiversity in all its forms and varying quality. Clearly defined actions
need to be included which will address this problem to ensure the long term health of the Green
Wedge.

It appears to have less protection that the current plan which has seen biodiversity loss. This would

indicate that a new plan should have more protection included. The draft plan does not provide
enough certainty for the long term protection of the natural environment within the Nillumbik green wedge.

The draft plan should do more to acknowledge the importance of all indigenous vegetation and
address the urgent need to conserve it across the Shire, on private and public land. The community
must work together to focus on increasing habitat for wildlife and connectivity; preserving
biodiversity; valuing what ecosystems provide; developing a 'systems view' (that ALL is
interdependent); address the climate change and extinction crisis, and the need to transform to an
ecologically sustainable society. This must become the underpinning ethos that guides the plan,
without compromise and trade offs.

E-mail




Submission 746
Dorothy Kwak

Draft Green Wedge Management Plan
for public consultation

Nillumbik Shire Council is asking the community to help prepare a new
Green Wedge Management Plan. Over the last year, the community
has shared their ideas and knowledge to help us understand -

What is the best way for us to manage Nillumbik's Green Wedge,

now and in the future?

We've now prepared a Draft Green Wedge Management Plan and want the
community's feedback.

The Draft Green Wedge Management Plan includes:

o avision for the future of Nillumbik's Green Wedge

» five key moves for the Shire that are intended to achieve the community
panel's recommendations on multiple fronts

e principles that informed the creation of this plan and will guide how it is to be
implemented

e goals that describe desired overall outcomes for the community
o specific objectives that describe what is to be achieved in support of the goals

o key actions to effect change in the direction of the objectives.

Nillumbik

The Green Wedge Shire



Submissions

Written submissions can be made until 11.59pm on Sunday 11 August 2019, and will
be considered by Council to September, prior to finalisation and adoption.

Submissions can be made:

e via the electronic form available online at
participate.nillumbik.vic.gov.au/gwmp

» lodged in person at one of Council's staffed community facilities:
- Council offices, Civic Drive, Greensborough
- Hurstbridge Community Hub, 50 - Graysharps road, Hurstbridge
- Eltham Community and Reception Centre, 801 Main Road, Eltham

« or mailed to Attention: The Project Team, PO Box 476, Greensborough VIC 3088

What are the next steps?

« A summary of all community engagement will be presented to Council at a
Future Nillumbik Meeting in September 2019.

» Following the Future Nillumbik Meeting, the summary will be made available
to the community.

e Council will consider all submissions received and will use the feedback to
inform the development of the final Green Wedge Management Plan.

« The final Green Wedge Management Plan will be presented to Council for
endorsement in October 2019

Nillumbik

The Green Wedge Shire



A Vision for Nillumbik’s Green Wedge

'‘Management of the Nillumbik green wedge will lead the way in supporting a vibrant,
resilient, connected and diverse community; living in the landscape to enhance the
environmental, social and economic sustainability of the Shire.' See page 5 of the
draft plan for more details about the Vision.

Do you agree with the vision for Nillumbik’s Green Wedge?

J3 Yes o No o Partially o Not sure 75J&s#),

Do you have any comments about the Vision? v f AA
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Five Key Moves

The five Key Moves below outline organisational changes for the long-term to
support delivery of the Green Wedge Management Plan. See page 13 of the draft
plan for more details about the five key moves.

A comprehensive landowner's information and support service.

A whole of organisation approach to community resilience.

A "Green Wedge Conversations” program.

A comprehensive planning and place management service for the townships.
Stocktakes of environmental assets and agricultural practices.

S L
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To what extent do you agree with the Five Key Moves to support delivery of the Green
Wedge Management Plan?

Strongly agree  Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

disagree
Key Move 1
Key Move 2
Key Move 3
Key Move k
Key Move 5

Do you have any comments about the Five Key Moves?

Principles

The principles informed the creation of the Green Wedge Management Plan and will
guide its implementation. See page 19 of the draft plan more for details about each
of the Principles.

To what extent do you agree with the Principles that are designed to guide the
implementation of the Green Wedge Management Plan?

Nillumbik
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Strongly
Principles agree

Leadership

Aboriginal voice

A whole of shire approach and
recognition of Nillumbik's
relationship to Metropolitan
Melbourne

Manage change for future
benefit

Collaboration and
connectedness

Celebrate, appreciate and enjoy
local identity and the landscape
Social equity

Safety, wellbeing and resilience
Conserve and enhance our
heritage

Sustainability and the
precautionary principle

Agree Neutral

Do you have any comments about the Principles?

Disagree Strongly
disagree

Nillumbik
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Coals, Objectives and Key Actions

The Plan includes five goals which describe the desired overall outcomes for the
community.

Coal . Engaged connected communities

See page 2U of the draft plan for more details about the objectives and key actions
for Goal 1.

To what extent do you support the objectives and key actions for Goal 1?

o Strongly support o Support Q Neutral Q Do notsupport | IStrongly do not support

Do you have any comments about the objectives or key actions for Goal 1?
Please note the number of the Objective or Key Action that each of your comments
relates to.

Nillumbik
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Coal 2: Active and creative people

See page 27 of the draft plan for more details about the objectives and key actions
for Goal 2

To what extent do you support the objectives and key actions for Goal 2?
o Strongly support o Support O Neutral Q Do not support | IStrongly do not support

Do you have any comments about the objectives or key actions for Goal 2?
Please note the number of the Objective / Key Action that each of your comments

relates to.

Nillumbik
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Coal 3: Safe and healthy environments

See pages 32-33 of the draft plan for more details about the objectives and key
actions for Goal 3

To what extent do you support the objectives and key actions for Goal 3?
| | Strongly support Q Support O Neutral QDo notsupport | IStronglv do not support

Do you have any comments about the objectives or key actions for Goal 3?
Please note the number of the Objective or Key Action that each of your comments

relates to.
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Coal 4: A prosperous economy

See pages 38-39 of the draft plan for more details about the objectives and key
actions for
Goal 4.

To what extent do you support the objectives and key actions for Goal 4?
| | Strongly support Q Support O Neutral Q Do not support | IStrongly do not support

Do you have any comments about the objectives or key actions for Goal 4?
Please note the number of the Objective or Key Action that each of your comments

relates to.

Nillumbik
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Coal 5: Responsible leadership

See page 41 of the draft plan for more details about the objectives and key actions
for Goal 5.

To what extent do you support the objectives and key actions for Goal 5?7
| | Strongly support o Support o Neutral o Do notsupport | IStronqgly do not support

Do you have any comments about the objectives or key actions for Goal 5?
Please note the number of the Objective or Key Action that each of your comments

relates to.

Nillumbik
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Other comments
Do you have any other comments about the Draft Green Wedge Management Plan?
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Please attached any further pages ydu would like to lnclude in your feedback.

Future Nillumbik Committee Meeting

As an indication for meeting arrangements at this stage are you intending to speak to
your submission at the Future Nillumbik Committee Meeting on Tuesday 10
September 2019?

o Yes O No

To register to speak, you will need to complete the online form at nillumbik .vic.gov.au
or call 9433 3271.
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Contact details

Please provide the following contact details. This will allow us to contact you to
acknowledge that we have received your submission or if we need to clarify any
details of your feedback.

Name:

Postal Address:

Email:

Phone:

Privacy Statement

Nillumbik Shire Council is collecting your information for the purpose of clarifying
details of feedback received on the Draft Green Wedge Management Plan.

The information provided will not be shared with third parties unless we are required
to or permitted to by law. This information is being collected in accordance with the
Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014. If all the requested information is not

provided, Nillumbik Shire Council will be unable to contact you to acknowledge that
we have received your submission or to clarify details of your feedback. You may
access your information by contact Council's Privacy Officer 03 9433 3111 or by email
privacytaniltumbik.vic.qov.au.
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Submission 747
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
(DELWP)

From: Lucienne Harrison (DELWP) |||

Sent: Thursday, 15 August 2019 1:51 PM

ro: I

Subject: DELWP comment on draft Nillumbik GWMP

Dear Geoff and Nichole,

Thank you for your invitation to the department to provide feedback on the draft Nillumbik Green
Wedge Management Plan (GWMP) 2019.

The department supports council’s intent to regularly review and update strategic policies and notes
the significant work undertaken to prepare the draft currently on consultation. Strengthening
protection and management of green wedge land is a focus of the state government as outlined in
Plan Melbourne 2017-2050.

We have reviewed the draft GWMP in light of the existing Nillumbik GWMP completed in 2010, along
with the requirements for the preparation and form and structure of GWMPs as outlined in the state
government’s Planning Practice Note 31: Preparing a Green Wedge Management Plan (PPN31). In
particular, the Department would like to make the following observations:

e |tisakey principle of a GWMP to ensure alighment with Victorian State Government policies
and strategies. It is current state government policy to ensure new residential development is
concentrated within existing settlements and townships and this is reinforced in council’s local
planning policy framework at Clause 21.05. It is noted that the revised draft GWMP suggests
council may have to “re-examine” this strategic policy direction (pp.22).

e [tis also noted there are differences in the level of clarity of strategic guidance provided to
discretionary uses and development when comparing the draft GWMP with the existing GWMP
currently in place.

It is further noted that a significant number of key implementation actions, including three of the five
overall “key moves”, are dependent upon external funding sources. The department is keen to
promote the development of independently robust and resilient GWMPs and implementation actions
that are able to be delivered primarily by council and in partnership with key local stakeholders. While
the department is committed to supporting local policy and programs, it suggests council further
consider the viability of an approach that nominates a significant number of implementation actions
to be reliant on external funding.

The department is happy to meet with council officers to discuss its comments if required. Please

_for further enquiries.








Yours sincerely

Lucienne Harrison
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