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“Environmental Infrastructure” 

Submission 
28 September, 2020 

 
 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.   

 

The Association wishes to briefly raise some concerns with the approach, management, provision, use  and loss of 

open spaces, as they relate to “parks and open space, sporting fields, forest and bushland, wildlife corridors and 

waterways.” 

1 Environmental Context 

1.1 Distinctive Area and Landscape 

The Association operates within an area of very high visual, natural resource and environmental significance, being 

the first in Victoria to be declared a Distinctive Area and Landscape.   

 

A previous Statement of Planning Policy No. 8, introduced in 1975, identified that if not very carefully managed, 

tourism and other recreational activities could easily become an over-use which would damage the values that 

attracted people in the first place. Since then, the number of people and expectations have increased but the earlier 

priority for careful management of them has not kept pace.  As Melbourne has grown, both tourism and development 

pressures in sensitive and constrained places like the Macedon Ranges have become even more intense, and where 

that pressure is not resisted or managed to the highest standards, it has become more damaging.   

 

It is very disappointing and concerning that the irreplaceable natural resources of ‘forests and bushland, wildlife 

corridors and waterways’ have been reduced to being considered just infrastructure. This does not recognise the 

higher and essential role these environmental resources play in a range of beneficial purposes, not least the 

harvesting of drinking water for communities and towns at a regional scale, as well as preservation of and protection 

for natural resources, biodiversity and eco-systems.  

 

Equally concerning is the inappropriateness of bringing a ‘what works in Melbourne’ mind-set to these matters.   

 

Our point is that greater recognition is required of the natural environment and natural resources as 

being more than ‘environmental infrastructure’ or an ‘open space asset’. 

 

1.2 Uses of Natural Areas, Bushland and Conservation Reserves 

Macedon Ranges Shire is the subject of several recommendations in the VEAC Central West Investigations Report, 

publicly released in June 2019, which include creation of new national, regional and conservation parks.   
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The Shire also has a number of smaller but important bushland and conservation reserves, and of course the Hanging 

Rock Reserve and its associated East Paddock.  Our concerns include:  

a) Constant pressure for and encroachment of private / commercial use of public land (an example would be the 

commercial development that was proposed for Hanging Rock and its East Paddock in 2013).  

b) The natural values of these areas, which can be of National or State conservation significance, are too often 

considered subservient to tourism, recreational and other activities at which time these important natural 

values are exploited to provide “eco-friendly” status to commercial, infrastructure and built-form intrusions.   

c) Provision and promotion of barbeques and picnic facilities in sensitive locations and reserves often results in 

dogs, litter, and on-going damage to the natural values (flora and fauna) that are the attraction.  

d) Increased risks to the local community in high fire risk areas.  Increased use translates to more people in high 

risk environments, and for some reason, visitors too often seem to think lighting a fire in a bushland setting is 

the ultimate ‘getting away from it’ experience, putting local communities at significant risk. 

e) Public toilet facilities are often lacking or remote, often with some disgusting results, and important 

conservation areas can be seen ideal ‘empty land’ in terms of installing other forms of infrastructure.  

f) Trails in environmentally sensitive areas can also problematic, particularly if they include forms of cycling or 

mechanised recreation.   Use of mechanical recreational machinery or equipment can damage environmental 

values, disrupt amenity of other users and local residents, and create a heightened fire risk.   

g) Cycling, when trails or shared trails are used as if practice tracks for the Tour de France, diminishes others’ 

passive recreation and quiet enjoyment.   

h) Threats from exploration and mining interests are escalating.  

 

Our point is that we believe this enquiry must not only focus on the existence of and means by 

which “environmental infrastructure” can be utilised, but also understand and recognise its higher 

underlying values with a more informed and considered approach.  

2 Concerns With Provision Of And On-Going Loss Of Open Space  

The need for and importance of public open space is greater than ever.  Our concerns are with the provision and 

retention of open space, and the constant vulnerability of it to being overtaken by commercial, specific interest and 

financial imperatives.  

2.1 Provision Of Open Space 

a) Areas set aside for “open space” in new developments are often confined to what is essentially either a 

floodplain or a linear environmental buffer around waterways (generally areas which would be off-limits to built 

form anyway).  This either has safety implications, interferes with environmental values, or fails to provide 

usable open space for more than passive recreation.   

b) As housing has become smaller (placing more people in an equivalent area than in the past), standards for 

provision of open space in subdivisions has not increased, for example the percentage of land required for 

open space contributions in new subdivisions.  More people squeezed into a given area should mean a higher 

contribution of open space by the developer.  

 

Review requirements for the amount, type and location of different categories of open space, and 

increase mandatory requirements for open space contributions in new developments.  
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2.2 On-Going Loss And Sell-Off Of Open Space 

Councils and State/Federal governments seem to not understand the value of having land on hand, and the constant 

short-sighted sale of land as “excessive to current needs” significantly depletes opportunities and flexibility for future 

generations.   

a) Governments and councils selling-off public land as ‘excessive to their needs’ when the primary purpose of 

the sale is a quest for a quick cash injection. Once in private ownership, opportunities for the land to be used 

for future public purposes is lost. 

b) Councils selling off land provided as public open space contributions in subdivisions as ‘excessive to needs’ 

has a doubly detrimental effect – replacement of open space with more residential development creating an 

even greater need for open space which is no longer possible.  

c) Additional to our concern at b) above, although open space acquired as part of a subdivision can be sold, the 

funds raised from this are able to be spent not only on replacement open space but also on a range of other 

facilities, including built structures for specific interests (for example, club houses, stadiums) which, although 

providing facilities for specific interests, nevertheless occupy and diminish the availability of land previously 

open and accessible to all.  

 

Review standards and criteria for sale of public land, and how depletion of public open space that is 

accessible to all can be reduced. 

 

 

MRRA Contacts:  

 

Brian Whitefield, President,  

  

Christine Pruneau, Secretary,  

 




