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Congratulations on a comprehensive and informative discussion paper which has excelled in detailed research into the current and projected environmental problems facing Greater Melbourne.  We will emphasise one particular problem, namely the lack of open space to cater for the present population, let alone the projected population increases.  This is a social disaster just waiting to happen.
From a purely parochial perspective OUR CITY, the City of Glen Eira, will take priority in this submission.  Your analysis places the City of Glen Eira in crisis, at the bottom of the table — and furthermore we believe the actual figures are worse than you have reported.
Your paper indicates that Glen Eira has the lowest amount of public open space as a proportion of their land area of any Victorian Municipality (4.7%), with Stonnington second with 6.7% and Boroondara third with 9.6%.  Based on a per capita analysis Glen Eira has 1.4 hectares per 1,000 people, Stonnington 1.8 and Boroondara 3.6 Ha per 1,000 persons.  The average across Melbourne is 17.9% as a proportion of open space to total land area, or 7.0 Ha per 1,000 persons.

However those figures for Glen Eira are exaggerated by the inclusion of some 20 to 25ha in the middle of the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve.   The exact area is unknown, but your Appendix shows, at Plan ‘A’, that the centre of the CRR is designated as a ‘Recreation Trail, Reservoir, Rifle and Shooting Range'.  (It was an army staging post during WW2, when the gulag wall was erected.)   Plan ‘B’ correctly shows it as ‘Crown Land’; and Plan ‘C’ shows it as an ‘Organized Recreational Area’.  This gives it the same status as the adjacent Glen Huntly Park, which is, unfortunately, laughable.  Glen Huntly Park is a fraction of the size, but has hundreds of visitors each day.  The CRR has one or two visitors — on a good day!
This Crown Land is almost the exclusive domain of the Melbourne Racing Club, which allows commercial thoroughbred trainers to house and stable something like 600 animals on the Crown Land and on adjacent freehold land (owned by the Club).  They have free and unfettered use of the Crown Land inside the actual race-track, and have constructed half a dozen training tracks which effectively block those who want to take a stroll or a short-cut across the reserve.
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The CEAC Plan “C” shows the centre of the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve as an organized recreational area — which it clearly is not.
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This shows the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve, Crown Land, set aside in 1858 as a “Racecourse Public Recreation Ground and Public Park’.  There remains 54Ha of Crown Land, and when the racetrack and the area exclusively used by the horse trainers (shaded yellow) is removed there remains about 9.5HA, or 15% of the total.  The Government have demanded a public park; the MRC has proposed that this 15% should become a shared “park and car-park”.  The MRC currently parks about 2,000 cars in the purple area, but this will be lost with their plans to develop “C60” with commercial and residential buildings.  The blue line denotes the “Phoenix Precinct”, which included Monash University in the upper right.  This altruistic proposal to coordinate the development of this entire area has, unfortunately, not succeeded. The original grant was for 143 acres 3 roods and 22 perches, or 58.23 Ha.  To get some perspective on this, the CRR is equal to some 30 MCG arenas.  To take the analogy further, while there are only 20 race meetings per year, the MCG is used on more than 100 days per year.

The Caulfield Racecourse Reserve – an Overview.

1. Queen Victoria, in 1885, granted a Crown Grant of 143 acres 3 roods And 22 perches (58.23 hectares) as ... “a site for a Racecourse Public Recreation Ground and Public Park at Caulfield.”

2. This equates to 30 Melbourne Cricket Ground ovals.

3. It was largely sand, swamp and heath, and provided grazing for stock and fresh water.  Paddy’s Swamp was drained into Caulfield Park’s lake once town water was available from the Yan Yean Reservoir.
4. The Queen appointed 15 trustees to administer the three uses of the CRR.  There were three from the Caulfield Council, and six each from the racing fraternity and the State Government.

5. The first race meeting was in 1859, conducted by the “Caulfield Amateur Turf Club”.

6. The site has many advantages for development.  The Phoenix Precinct included the Caulfield Campus of Monash University in a wider study to utilize the amenities of the locality, including:
- 55Ha of shared park and race-track;
- A significant and rapidly expanding Monash University campus;
- Caulfield railway station, with city trains diverted to either Frankston or Dandenong (including Stony Point and the deep water port at Hastings); 
- Tram lines and bus routes;
- The Princes Highway to Sydney via the Pacific Coast;
- Adjoining the City of Stonnington, and close to major activity centres and the Chadstone Shopping Centre;

7. A Legislative Assembly Committee of Enquiry into Public Open Space reported back to Parliament in September 2008.  One of its main enquiries centred on the CRR, and that section of its report in appended as document 1.   The report was critical of the Trustees, and in particular the way they had delegated exclusive responsibility to the Melbourne Racing Club for the care, development and maintenance of the Reserve.

8. Contrary to that report there has been:
- An expansion of the area used for thoroughbred horse training;
- A decrease in the areas available to the public;
- A decrease in the times and gates which are open to the public, and considerable evidence that these are not opened and closed at the scheduled times;
- An increase in the commercial activities of the MRC, with a commensurate increase in the income earned by the MRC from this Crown Land, with none being returned to the Community; and 
- An outright refusal by the MRC to provide any land within the racetrack for the exclusive use and benefit of the community.  
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This is part of the “Organized Recreational Area” shown on the VEAC Map ‘C’.  It is clearly not part of a “Public Recreational Ground” or “Public Park” as described in Queen Victoria’s 1858 Crown Grant.
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Another part of the “Organized Recreational Area” which is set aside for motorized equipment and horse training.  These areas should not be included in the calculations of Glen Eira’s “Public Open Space”.

It is perhaps because this area has been known as a “Public Park” for 150 years that the VEAC plans show it as an ‘organized recreational area’.  However the public has been effectively excluded, especially over the past 10 to 15 years, by the MRC allowing commercial trainers to extend the area which they use for track-work
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Rubbish lying inside and outside the dumpmaster, with ground-water and other hard and soft rubbish – all within the Crown Land set aside as a “Recreational Ground or Public Park”.   The rubbish comprises a mixture of vegetative matter, animal waste, and builders’ rubbish.
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A fence and gate blocking the public’s access to its Crown Land.  
Numerous fences inside the main track, and the removal of openable sections, have made it impossible for visitors to transit the Reserve.  MRC maps indicate the area as a “restricted area — authorised personnel only”.  Pre-2000 asphalt paths with public lighting transited the ground, and remnants remain.
[image: image7.jpg]



A recent photo showing an old opening section in the rail, together with the old path and the lighting.  The taller lamp is more recent, for night-time work.  In addition there are many restrictions on opening hours which vary from gate to gate.  None is open before 9.30am or after sunset.
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	(With 63kilograms on board, Redcraze powers home in the 1956 Caulfield Cup, headed only by the riderless Better Boy.)   Note the large crowds on “the flat” inside of the race-track.  Nowadays there are so many training tracks the spectators would be 200 metres away, beyond a dozen fences.


	Caulfield Racecourse Reserve was the home of the Glenhuntly Harriers, a top athletics club which boasted many Olympic Champions.  The club has long moved on — to grounds like Duncan MacKinnon, which have built specialist tracks which cater for such sports.  
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The turf divots fly during the Melbourne Cup.  Note how close the fans can get to the action in the centre of Flemington racecourse.  The existing training tracks outside the proposed CRR park would have the spectators 100 metres away.

Racing authorities like those in Hong Kong specifically cater for sports within the bounds of the racetracks by constructing the necessary facilities.  However they do not accommodate thoroughbred training at the racetrack.  Signs warn that ‘horses are unpredictable and powerful animals capable of causing serious injury to persons’, and ‘no loud noises’.  Hong Kong has recognized that training and the public just don’t mix.
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Hong Kong’s Happy Valley — happy horses and a happy public share this expensive real-estate.

Let me compare this with Caulfield Racecourse – a wasteland of parked cars during the race meetings (20 per year) and special events (5 per year) — and silent, empty and hidden behind an opaque gulag-fence for the rest of the year.
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Caulfield’s 54 Ha “Public Recreation Ground and Public Park” is hidden behind a corrugated iron fence colloquially known as the “gulag wall” because of its jagged top and barbed wire (since removed) and its “watchtowers”.  Two thousand cars are parked north of Station Street, on freehold land owned by the MRC.  This is the site for the C60 development, so where will those 2,000 cars go?
Upper House Select Committee on Public Lands.

The Upper House Select Committee, in its report tabled in Parliament in September 2008, was very critical of the way that the community has been deprived on any parkland, or any income, from the commercial use of the Crown Land, viz:
RECOMMENDATION 5.8

That the Government investigates:

• the history, membership structure, responsibilities and current arrangement of the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve Board of Trustees, particularly in relation to its duty to uphold not just horse racing, but all the purposes of the reserve in the original Grant;

• the purpose to which money raised by horse racing has been used;

and

• ways in which the Government can ensure that the Board of Trustees operates in an open and transparent manner and in accordance with the terms of the Grant.

RECOMMENDATION 5.13

That the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve Trustees direct a substantial amount from the profits made by the Melbourne Racing Club over many decades to the provision of Public Park and recreational facilities, including promotion of the public use of these facilities as recompense to the community.

“Mr THORNLEY — Let me give you the tip, gentlemen — there are four

different political parties represented on this committee — five altogether — and I am going to take a wild guess that every single one of them is unhappy with the lack of public use on this very large piece of public land .…… there is no real evidence to me — and I suspect to others here — that the club has any real commitment to finding ways of utilising that very large amount of land for a greater level of public use. I would encourage you to think about that, because if the club is unable to demonstrate that, then I think there would be broad public consensus to find more draconian methods to ensure that occurs or to hand over custodianship of some portion of the park to others.154”

“453. On 1 July 2008, the Glen Eira City Council adopted a joint communiqué between the Council and the Melbourne Racing Club recommending to the Trustees as follows:

• The prospect for horse racing at Caulfield is that it will continue for the

medium term and thereafter with full consultation with the whole of the

Racing Industry and the Caulfield Trainers, a decision is expected to be

made to relocate training to a more suitable locality away from the

metropolitan area.

• The MRC and Council support the Industry initiative to relocate training from the Caulfield Racecourse and desire this to happen as expediently as can be facilitated by the Industry. The MRC will provide Council with an annual update on progress.

• After training at Caulfield Racecourse has been relocated, the MRC and Council agree that the land now occupied by the stables in the southeast corner of the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve will, subject to

approval by the Trustees, be hatched from the Caulfield Racecourse

Reserve and be incorporated into Glen Huntly Park under the responsibility of Council.”

The Select Committee’s report, as it relates to the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve, is attached as document 1.
The “Grant” is a Crown Grant dated 1858, and ratified in 1949, permanently setting aside the land for the joint purposes of “a racecourse, public recreation grounds and Public Park” for the citizens of Caulfield.
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Notwithstanding the blistering criticism from the Select Committee, the MRC continues to expand its business interests, while offering only a token park, jointly used as a car-park, in a small portion of the centre of the racecourse.

The total area of the Crown Land Reserve (south of Station Street) is now 54ha.

The area of the centre, inside the training tracks, is about 15 Ha, that is 28% of total area.  The Minister for Crown Lands, the Hon. Gavin Jennings said in Parliament (VicHansard, 27th November 2009, Second Reading, Land [Revocation of Reservation and other matters] Bill.) 

“... that there might be some lingering concerns about the way in which this public reserve may be opened up to the community .... I wanted to be satisfied that the net benefit of this would derive a community benefit and that there would be the potential once and for all to make sure that the community is aware this is a public reserve and not, as it may have been perceived for decades, a private space. 

“We are unswerving in our determination to ensure that there is a public benefit derived from this public reserve.” 

The Minister may have been “unswerving in his determination to ensure that there is a public benefit derived from this public reserve”, but the MRC plans something quite different.  The northern part of the centre (inside the training tracks) is only about 9.5 Ha.  That is the MRC’s proposed centre upgrade for shared Public Park (and, whenever they want it, to be used as a car park for race days and special events).  Not only must it be vacated whenever the MRC desires, but it is only about 15% of the total Crown Land!
Council has asked for a better deal for its citizens in articles entitled “Getting the Balance Right”, in September 2006, February 2008 and April 2009.  These papers are attached as documents 2, 3 and 4 (Glen Eira News, April 2009 page 5.).
A recent article (4th July 2010) by Rod Nicholson in the Herald-Sun is also attached as document 5.  Some key points that Rod makes include:

· The MRC continues to build an empire as “racing’s financial stronghold”;

· The MRC has merged with Mornington, the strongest of over 60 country race-clubs — giving it 3 successful TAB’s;

· The MRC will have poker machine and TAB outlets in Sandown (No. 1 in Victoria), Caulfield (No. 2), Mornington, Melbourne CBD, Melton, Frankston, Paterson Lakes, Pakenham and Sydenham;

· The MRC spent $50 million on these six new gaming venues, taking it to the maximum permissible 400 machines.  (But “the MRC didn’t stop there, buying hotels in Pakenham and Sydenham.”  I don’t know where this leaves its “tax free as a not-for-profit status.”  I understand they now control 783 poker machines;

· With 400 machines the MRC is able to retain its tax-free not-for-profit status;

· The MRC spent an average of only $7,000 to purchase its new poker-machine licences at the recent Victorian Government auction, compared with a pre-auction asking price of $100,000 each

This shows good business acumen by a not-for-profit, tax-free and rate-subsidised club that dominates, and pays only nominal rent for, our public-park Crown Land (worth well over $1,000,000,000).   The MRC recently paid the State Government only $4.6 million for some invaluable (to its C60 development plans) Crown Land — which was also part of our public park.   
The MRC’s Annual Report for 2009-10 records a Tabaret gaming turnover of $309 million.   The community benefit fund should be 8.3% or almost $8 million, but the wider community did not receive any benefit whatsoever.  

In preparation for its C60 development project on its freehold land north of the racecourse, at page 10, the Annual Report states that:

“During the 2009-2010 financial year the Club commissioned an independent valuation of freehold land at both Caulfield and Betfair Park (Sandown).  As a result of this valuation, the Club has revised the carrying value of freehold land at both racecourses, increasing the total value by more than $44 million to $284 million.   
“As is required by Accounting Standards, the independent valuation was undertaken on an existing use basis.  The Club has received external advice that when the current zoning amendment C60 is approved, the value of its Caulfield freehold land will escalate significantly.  It is estimated that the scope of the increase could be in the range if 50% to 60% greater than the current values for applicable land holdings.
“The current level of cash reserves, $16.026 million, ensures that the Club remains well placed to take advantage of income generating opportunities associated with the Caulfield Village Master Plan, together with other investments and capital projects which will materialise in the next few years.”   
(The ‘Caulfield Village Master Plan’ is the C60 project, an investment of indeterminate size including residential and commercial buildings with some on the ex-Crown Land in excess of 20 floors.)  The CEO, Alasdair Robertson, has also confirmed that the MRC has also acquired the Mornington Racecourse.  He said that: 

“In another effort to secure a long-term income stream, the club last week finalised its purchase of seven hotels outright, as well as entering a separate joint venture with Country Racing Victoria for an eighth.   The club's eight hotels and four club venues contained 738 gaming machines, which he projected had the capacity in the next five years to make "in excess of $15 million free cash".
These assets and income stream make a mockery of the Select Committee’s “Recommendation 5.13 “That the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve Trustees direct a substantial amount from the profits made by the Melbourne Racing Club over many decades to the provision of public park and recreation facilities, including promotion of the public use of these facilities as recompense to the community.”) 
Caulfield Racecourse Reserve Trustees.

The role and responsibilities of the Trustees, and their total failure to perform then, and now, is perhaps best summarized in the Report of the Select Committee, and I quote from Section 5.3.3.

“5.3.3 Role of Caulfield Racecourse Reserve Board of Trustees

“445. In its second interim report tabled on 6 December 2008, the Committee highlighted concerns over the arrangement of the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve Board of Trustees.

“446. The Crown Grant established fifteen Trustees to govern the use of the land.  The Trustees are appointed by the Governor-in-Council based on:

• Six nominees of the Melbourne Racing Club,

• Three Councillors of the Glen Eira City Council, and

• Six nominees of the State Government.

“447. The day-to-day management of the Crown Land is in the control of the Melbourne Racing Club under delegation from the Trustees.

“448. Evidence indicates the Trustees’ practice has been to meet once a year (in March). Their meetings are not open to the public, minutes of meetings are not made public nor is there any public release of financial statements.

154 Mr Evan Thornley, Transcripts of Evidence, 13 February 2008, p 283.

“449. During the February 2008 public hearings on this issue, the Glen Eira City Council expressed some frustration over encouraging the Trust and MRC to increase public use and access to the Reserve to the public. Part of this frustration was an inability to deal with and gain access to the Board of Trustees:

“Mr NEWTON — Look, we have got nothing to show for our endeavours.

We cannot point to any improvement that has been made as a result of

our efforts, and I guess that is the most important thing. We have written

various letters and that sort of thing, but they have not yet made any

changes that benefit anybody on the ground. Part of the issue is that

there are two bodies to deal with. There is the racing club, which has

been in occupation for a long time, and there are the trustees. The

trustees have one meeting a year, and I would have to say that that is

an issue; if anybody wants to actively discharge responsibilities, it is

difficult to deal with a group that has one meeting a year. But we are

continuing to put views to the racing club and to the trustees and we will

keep batting for the residents of Glen Eira and further afield.155

450. As six of the fifteen trustees are nominees of the MRC, several of the State  Government nominees have a background in racing, and the day to day management of the reserve has been delegated to the MRC by the Trustees, it is no real surprise that the interests of racing predominates. However, the Committee was concerned that evidence from the Trustees themselves illustrates the complete lack of appreciation for the original purposes of the Reserve as a public park and the responsibility to uphold that purpose with equal status as horse racing.

“Ms PENNICUIK — So there is a fair bit of racing experience on the

board of trustees?

“Mr REYNOLDS — I think if it is mainly used a racecourse, that is

probably a good thing.

“Ms PENNICUIK — It is mainly used as a racecourse. That is the

problem, isn’t it?

“Mr REYNOLDS — It has got to be unless you want the horses to gallop

all over people.

“Ms PENNICUIK — I think that is the issue I was trying to point to. The

community’s view is that racing has the majority of the focus — by a

long way — and public use has by far the minority.156

“155 Glen Eira, above n 150, p 290.

“156 Caulfield Racecourse Reserve Trustees, Transcript of Evidence, 13 February 2008, “p 302.”
Section 5.8, quoted above, follows straight on from that criticism.
Proposed new (Car)Park.

As noted above, the Minister insisted, as a condition precedent to the C60 land swap and development, that the MRC give up the centre of the racecourse and, at its own expense, construct a Public Park and Recreation Ground.   The area suggested by the MRC is about half the area in the centre of the training tracks, and only about 15% of the total Crown Land.

The proposed new park has restricted hours and days of use, and is accessible only via two tunnels.
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	The tunnels are long and claustrophobic.  Not suitable for single-person use or for the disabled or those burdened with a child, or a picnic, or both.


	At present the public facilities consist on one rather user-unfriendly park bench overlooking the MRC’s dam which substitutes for a lake.



Both tunnels are a quarter of a kilometre long, and dangerous for intermittent use based on the Department of Sustainability and Environment’s booklet “Safer Design Guidelines for Victoria”.  These rules, and CPTED (Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design), which is the Victoria Police publication, are attached as documents 6 and 7. CPTED calls for three basic strategies, viz.

· Natural access control;

· Natural surveillance; and

	· Territorial reinforcement.

	


From a security viewpoint this proposed park, isolated in the centre of the racecourse and accessible only by tunnel, is a definite non-starter.   There have been many examples of crowd panic in tunnels leading to death and injuries.  Large crowds use the tunnels during race meetings and special events.  That risk must not be entertained in Caulfield.
The MRC has also offered Council an equally ineffectual and dangerous “Public Park” at the eastern end of Glen Eira Road.  It abuts a five-way roundabout, has only one entry and exit point onto Booran Road, is considerably larger at the rear than the front, and is surrounded by opaque fencing ‘so the horses are not disturbed’.   

Council has suggested either a dog-training park, or its plant depot (presently located within the bounds of Caulfield Park, another 0.64 Ha of Crown Land which your paper includes as an ‘organized recreational area’, but which is off-bounds to the public)   Both suggestions were rejected by the MRC.
Pollution and the Environment — Water usage.

Staying on the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve theme, it doesn’t take much imagination to realize the needs of some 600 thoroughbred, pampered and spoilt horses in a small stable 24 hours a day, 7 days a week.  These horses are highly strung and dangerous animals.  The stables have impervious walls and floors for hygiene and — except for very brief training periods when preparing for an imminent race – the horses remain indoors.  They never, ever graze or gambol on the grass!

The racecourse has a huge demand for water, which has three main sources:

1. Stormwater which is harvested and stored in several large underground tanks under the Kambrook Road car parking area.  Excellent, but a limited, very seasonal supply.  The surplus can be pumped into two holding dams. (The lakes).

2. Town water.  The MRC says their use is reducing – good news.

3. Underground aquifers.   The MRC has a license from Southern Rural Water to withdraw 200 million litres of this finite resource, at a price of only $3.00 per million litres.  A copy of the MRC’s “Information Statement” is appended as document 8.  The MRC has at least four bores withdrawing this high quality water, which requires no treatment whatsoever for irrigation.  

Three of the bores are located on the MRC’s freehold land facing Kambrook Road.  It is reasonable to assume that the underground reservoir flow is towards Port Philip Bay, which makes the MRC’s bores “upstream” from the City of Glen Eira’s bore in Caulfield Park, and about 600 metres distant.  During the drought Glen Eira’s bore virtually dried up, and it is our guess is that was a result of overuse of the much deeper MRC bores.

Many racecourses throughout the world use dirt tracks.  Perhaps the best known example, notwithstanding Kentucky’s “green, green grass of home” reputation, is the Kentucky Derby.  A question the Australian racing industry must eventually face is whether it can justify its turf tracks, especially when one considers global warming’s predictions of a much hotter, dryer climate.  
The Glen Eira Council has a continuing programme to install underground drip irrigation and warm-season grasses to its playing fields, as described on the front page of the Glen Eira News April 2009, attached as document 4.  The City is also installing a 1.5 million litre S.W. collection tank in Boyd Park.  

The MRC considered similar irrigation when it re-turfed about five years ago, but felt it would make the surface “too irregular”.  As a result its grass has no depth of roots, and between races ‘divots’ of turf have to be replaced to keep the surface reasonably uniform.   
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	In 2010 the Kentucky Derby track was described as “sloppy”
	The turf divots fly up as the hooves pound the shallow-rooted turf track.




Overhead sprays are used in te middle of the day, as shown in this next photograph.  Especially on hot windy days more water is lost to evaporation than reaches the shallow roots.  

Consequently a huge amount of water is required to maintain the lush emerald-green turf expected by the patrons, but because the watering is superficial the grass does not develop an adequate root system.

Pollution and the Environment — Stables.

As already noted, the horses spend over 99% of their lives in stables which have impervious surfaces so they can be hosed out.  Good for thoroughbred hygiene, but terrible for our environment – and this occurs in close proximity to high density residential homes, the Monash University and commercial shops and offices.

Straw is used on the floor, which becomes soaked in urine and faeces.  It must be changed several times a week, and there is an obvious pollution risk with its disposal.   Additionally, much of the excrement (solid and liquid) does not go with the straw, but is hosed into the storm water system, and thence into the Bay.   There is no opportunity for the aerobic and anaerobic bacteria to break down this waste, as would occur naturally if the horses were grazing in lesser numbers, and in open fields.  Instead this is a major contributor to the high bacterial counts which frequently prevent swimming in Port Philip Bay, and poison fish in the Yarra River and the Bay.
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Water – an invaluable resource not to be wasted.  This fine spray is blown over 100 metres on a hot north-wind day, and most evaporates before it gets to the roots.
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	Stormwater pit in the paved area outside the stables.
	Manure will run directly into the S.W. drains to the bay.
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	Manure on unsealed areas will run into the soil.
	Spoon drains, S.W. pits, and sealed surfaces outside the day stables.


When the horses are outside the MRC does make an attempt to collect the thoroughbreds’ excrement, but this is only possible with the solids, and often a futile exercise in any event.

Pollution and the Environment — Rodents and disease.
Finally, it is impossible to prevent some of the feedstock from being eaten by rodents, and these have proven to be a serious problem in the area.  At present there is a problem with foxes in surrounding residential properties, and it may be that these originate in the stables area and when population pressures become too high they forage in private gardens in search of additional food – either alive or dead.
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	Food spilling into the road outside the stables will encourage vermin.
	Ideal nesting materials and food for rodents.


This is a quality residential area, adjoining the Caulfield Campus of Monash University.   There are thousands of students in the area, and they generate a huge amount of food scraps which are not always binned securely.   We would go so far as to suggest that this is a serious health problem just waiting to explode.

Creating more open space.
We refer to and endorse the City of Glen Eira’s submission dated 15th November 2010. Council’s position endorses a review of the open space provisions of the Subdivision Act 1988.

We suggest that the development levy be non-negotiable at 5% and that this be directly and expeditiously transferable into open space within the municipality.   In commercial areas car-parking should be included in this open space.

Your report notes that “As early as 1839 substantial areas of Crown Land were allocated for parks and gardens.  We commend and append two reports by a retired Councillor, Don Dunstan, documents 9 and 10.  The first is “A Short Outline of Caulfield Park and Paddy’s Swamp”; the second “The Poaching of Robert Hoddle and Henry Foot’s Visionary Great Recreation Reserve for Melbourne”.   In the mid-19th Century parks were created to circle the inner-city area, but much of this (Fitzroy, Collingwood, and Carlton etc) was sold off during the land boom of the end of the 19th Century.  We decry the present inclination to create and then sell off so-called green wedges at the outer edges of Melbourne, and philosophically we oppose the sale of all open space.   We must give the public a choice, and the City of Glen Eira’s planning scheme makes provision for higher and lower density areas (Housing Diversity and Minimal Change respectively) based roughly on the criterion of access to public transport and commercial areas.  We also have three recognized ‘urban villages’. Higher density is encouraged in appropriate locations, which is why this dormitory suburb is able to absorb its diverse population.  That is also why the provision of additional functional public parkland, owned and maintained by Council and freely available to all, is of paramount importance.
Your report at page 91 cites an important milestone, namely “By 1857 Yan Yean Reservoir was providing the water supply necessary to support and expand the colonial settlement.”  In 1883 the Caulfield Reservoir was built to reduce the pressure of the water coming from Yan Yean.  It was replaced with a small building housing a “pumping station” in the north-western corner – upper left in this photograph.  
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The Caulfield Reservoir (1.68 Ha)  has been empty for thirty years, and is an excellent example of underutilization of public land.  Glen Eira Council now owns the land, and will consult with the public over how best to utilize this ‘one and a half soccer pitches’.

Public Open Space.

Your report in Appendix 4 indicates the amount of public open space for each municipality, divided into “Crown Land”, “Public Authority Land” and “Municipal Land”.   In Glen Eira’s case it has 180,5Ha of public open space, divided into 63.7Ha, 0.1ha and 116,7Ha respectively.
Open space owned by public utilities is often not used to its best advantage, and we cite this reservoir in Glen Eira which has been devoid of water, and effectively vacant land (except for its massive concrete walls) for over 30 years.   It is 1.684Ha in area and would easily accommodate tennis courts or a ‘botanic garden’.  We also cite the railway tracks, and Glen Eira has three – to Frankston, Dandenong and Sandringham.   It also has 10 level crossings which cause massive traffic problems.  (Ripponlea, Neerim Road, Glen Huntly Road, North Road, MacKinnon Road, Centre Road, Grange Road, Koornang Road, Murrumbeena Road and Poath Road.)
While you may consider it beyond the scope of your enquiry, we respectfully suggest that by tunnelling these entire railway lines could easily be accommodated underground.  Most of the world’s major cities have extensive tube systems, and modern equipment has seen the cost of tunnelling plummet over the past twenty years.
Many on the inner suburban rain lines have the road and rail separated, but from Caulfield out, and from Ripponlea out, level crossings predominate.
Tunnelling would release a huge amount of public open space – the so-called “longitudinal parks” — which are ideal as bicycle and pedestrian paths safely separated from motor vehicles.   It also avoids disruption to existing services.
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A less than clear image of the old circular railway line as it crosses Dandenong and Neerim Roads, and south to the Carnegie Swimming Pool.  Such disused railways make excellent walking and cycle paths

Quality Open Space.

Just as men are all equal, neither is open space.  But there is much that Governments can do to enhance the appreciation and enjoyment of whatever open space is available.  The City of Glen Eira has many beautiful spaces, small and large, which raise the quality of life of those using, or just passing through them.

Open space is generally classified as passive or active – broadly it is a garden environment or it is an open playing field.  The former can accommodate more visitors per hectare, and it is hoped that by planting tougher grasses, and amending playing schedules, the percentage of public open space devoted to active sports can be reduced.

An open space frequently overlooked is our network of roads – our potential longitudinal parks.  Insufficient attention is given to the street trees, nature strips, front fences (or lack of them) and building set-backs with front gardens which border the asphalt.  While these may not be areas directly under Council’s control, it can influence outcomes through planning and local laws. Councils can also influence the proliferation of street poles and signage along our streets and parks.  
State Governments also have a responsibility in this area with legislation governing the trimming of trees around aerial cables.  Some would say that the regulations are unnecessary, or unnecessarily restrictive.
Perhaps the maximum impact on our roads is achieved by rows of canopy trees, at very little cost to the community.

Earlier Submission.

Finally, we attach as document 11 a submission made by Cr. Penhalluriack on the 24th February 2009.  While there is no direct reference made to the material contained in this submission in your discussion paper, it remains relevant and we commend it for your attention.  
Cr Cheryl Forge.

Cr. Frank Penhalluriack.
10th January 2010.
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