
6 April 2018 

 

 
 
 
The Hon Richard Wynne  
Minister for Planning  
Level 16, 8 Nicholson Street  
EAST MELBOURNE VIC 3002 
 
 
RE : CORKMAN/ CARLTON INN, LEICESTER STREET CARLTON; AMENDMENT C320 AND HERITAGE  
DEMOLITION PENALTIES  
 
Dear Mr Wynne, 
 
Melbourne Heritage action is writing to you to express our severe disappointment that you have left 
the future of the site up to normal planning processes, rather than using your powers to impose a 
more defined outcome. 
 
Amendment C320 seems far too generous to us. It states only that the whole older parts ‘should be’ 
reconstructed, but then states that ‘if they are not reconstructed’ in full, then only the street facades 
would be reconstructed, and new development would be set back only 6m, and that this could be up 
to about 6 storeys, and higher beyond that (a ‘preferred’ maximum of 24m, about 8 storeys). This is 
a terrible compromise.  
 
We are very disappointed that the Amendment is not like the Interim Amendment C299 which 
envisaged full reconstruction, which is what the community expected. You could have used your 
powers to make that Amendment permanent, even if this resulted in legal challenges. The 
community would have been behind you all the way.  
 
A compromise that allowed some taller development could be acceptable to both us and the wider 
community, but one that was better defined.  
 
We suggest that the Amendment should have stated that the entire Victorian era sections of the 
hotel were rebuilt, including the whole roofs. The remaining area, about half the site, could also be 
built on, but not to an ill defined ‘preferred’ maximum. Development there should preferably be 
below the viewline above the reconstructed parapets, or perhaps simply a 20m maximum, with a 
setback of 5m from the Leicester Street side.  
 
We urge you to redraft the Amendment to better reflect community expectations.  
 
We would also like to raise the matter of penalties.  
 
As we have seen, the demolition of a listed heritage place only breaches the ‘works without a 
permit’ provisions of the Building Act. Penalties for works without a permit for places on the 
Heritage register have been increased, and penalties for any breach of the Planning Act have been 
increased, but the community would like to see greater protection specifically for heritage places.  
 

            
  Supported by the National Trust  
  P.O. Box 24198, Melbourne VIC 3001, Australia 
  www.melbourneheritage.org.au 
  melbourneheritageaction@gmail.com 



We would like to see a provision such as " ....it is an offence to knowingly or recklessly remove or 
demolish, damage or despoil, develop or alter, or excavate all or any part of a place protected by a 
Heritage Overlay.”   
 
The penalty could be a large fixed figure, but really it should be tied to the value of the site or 
development, otherwise a developer can just figure in the cost of the fine.  Jail time is a good 
deterrent, but that only applies to individual people, not corporations, and currently the Building Act 
penalties do not indicate how the two are to be separated. Jail time should apply to the directors of 
the corporation or business who knowingly allowed or undertook the demolition.  
 
With the huge rise in value of development sites in Melbourne, especially in heritage-rich inner city 
areas, penalties should exist that deter anyone from such a brazen demolition again.  
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
Tristan Davies 
President  
Melbourne Heritage Action 
 


