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Overall Assessment of DMSC proposal 
 
Delivering Melbourne’s Newest Sustainable Communities (DMSC) is a blueprint to how 
Melbourne will expand over the next two decades and at the forefront of this package for me is 
how Melbourne’s habitats will be incorporated into the daily lives of residents and the 
communities they will live in. From a grassland conservation point of view there are some 
extremely positive steps that form the basis of the DMSC environmental values and at the core is 
the setting up of grassland reserves for the whole ecosystem that grasslands support. A vision for 
grasslands is long overdue and would do wonders for basalt plains grassland and help support a 
wonderfully diverse habitat. Unfortunately, the vision provided by the DMSC report falls well 
short of what is required to deliver a sustainable environmentally sound package to the 
communities who will set up in Melbourne’s new suburbs.  
 
At this point in time any vision would be exciting for grasslands as ecologists and 
environmentalists have watched in despair as this unvalued ecosystem has suffered death by a 
thousand cuts at the hands of agriculture, unscrupulous developers and others. This was allowed to 
go unchecked and in some cases facilitated by State and local governments and in particular what 
was lacking was the political resolve to enforce legislation that would have stopped illegal 
clearing.  Nonetheless, to maintain the status quo shall lead to the disappearance of this valuable 
resource and heritage that is irreplaceable. 
 
Grasslands have been degraded to an extent were most would be unrecognisable in their present 
form to those who arrived on our shores back in the 1830’s, even those we now rate as very high 
conservation value. With the state of grasslands in a perilous state it is imperative that the DMSC 
proposal deliver a sustainable community that pays proper respect to our natural habitats that these 
new residents will adopt and at the core is the protection of all our habitats. With this in mind 
grassland reserves need to be set up correctly, swiftly and completely. 
 
Although this submission will focus mainly on environmental issues and is focussed on the 
Melton investigation area, the concepts discussed apply equally to all other regions where the 
UGB has been moved. Encouragingly, the ecologist report for Wyndham-Melton corridor was 
excellently prepared and many excellent recommendations were made however many did not 
translate across into the DMSC proposal. The ecologist report does suffer from poor mapping in 
places but most shortcomings to be highlighted in this submission would be assigned to lack of 
time to accomplish a proper thorough assessment for such a large investigation area, a major flaw 
that has led to convenient assumptions in the DMSC proposal. An unfortunate result is that the 
extent of grassland coverage is grossly over estimated and could result in quite a large negative 
gain for grasslands if the DMSC proposal is rubber stamped by state and federal authorities in its 
current form.   
 
This submission is quite long hence it starts with a summary that includes major recommendations 
that must be adopted for an environmentally sound solution for Melbourne's Newest 
SUSTAINABLE Communities. Assuming this sumission is finished by the deadline, the details of 
the flaws in the DMSC proposal and associated reports shall be explained however it is likely that 
this submission is submitted incomplete given the ridiculously short time that was given for 
submissions to be made. 
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Summary 
 
The DMSC proposal is compromised by the time taken to prepare such a comprehensive 
document and suffers from a limited Terms of Reference. Although the proposal talks about 
biodiversity, grassland conservation and protection of wetlands etc. it is apparent that planning 
continually takes ahead of the environment and protecting biodiversity. For instance, the Outer 
Metropolitan Road (OMR) is aligned through the middle of a site of significance in the Melton 
corridor that provides habitat for critically endangered birds including Latham’s Snipe but also 
many other birds, shore and migratory. However no mention of this site or fauna is made when 
realigning the OMR. It is clear that the assessment has not properly assessed the impact to 
critically endangered fauna and relies solely on the set up of the two grasslands reserve to justify 
wholesale clearing of grasslands and other habitats as a means of “minimising impact”. 
 
The DMSC proposal is also based on various incorrect assumptions, the most obvious being that 
small remnant patches inside the new proposed UGB are not worth saving and can be offset. This 
places next to no value on them and ignores EPBC legislation, basically applying State Law and 
forgetting everything else. There is research that highlights the importance of urban grasslands 
and small patches. Much of the proposal is based on incomplete or incorrect mapping however it 
is assumed more complete mapping is available, as decisions could not possibly be made with 
maps provided. 
 
Unfortunately, the vision provided by the DMSC proposal falls well short of what is required to 
achieve a positive environmental outcome, particularly with respect to grasslands 
 

. 
Photo taken at Westlink Industrial Estate in 2008 shortly before it was ploughed in to the ground 
with Pimelea spinescens and the rest of the associated grassland approved for clearing. 
 Taken by Giorgio Denola
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Recommendations 
 
Below is a list of recommendations, many given in the Biosis report that need to be implemented 
to provide a positive environmental outcome given development will occur: 
 

 Minimum habitat links of 200m wide; 
o Waterways, possibly up to 400m 
o Power lines  

 More detailed mapping inside investigation 
o Identify sites of high value that must be retained 
o Easily connected to habitat links 

 Landswaps for high value sites inside current UGB 
o Laverton Air Base 
o The Point Burnside 
o Laverton North Industrial Precinct (Burns Road and others) 

 Assess impacts on non-listed taxon 
 Disallow rezoning of sites where access for inspections has been denied. 
 Permit required before threatening processes for grasslands are commenced 

o For all properties 
o Inside and outside the new UGB 
o To stop further clearing  
o Properties in reserved areas to reduce farming activities particularly on high value 

sites 
 Rate reduction based on vegetation quality and cessation of threatening 

processes 
 Fully recompensed for weed control. 

 Set up four large reserves immediately: 
o Wyndham Grassland reserve. 

 As outline in proposal 
o Mt Cottrell Grassland Reserve. 

 As outline in proposal 
 Shall include grasslands east of Troups Road South and current 

OMR alignment 
o Ravenhall Grssland Reserve: Some of the last remaining stands of Themeda 

dominated  grasslands remain in this area. This would incorporate: 
 Remand Centre grasslands 
 Boral sites as outlined in previous EPBC referral (2002/862). 
 These site should be linked by 

 Blocks to the east of the Boral site and west of Deer Park Bypass 
 Blocks North of Remand Centre and West of Womens Prison on 

Christies Road 
 Proximity to railway reserve and grasslands set up in Westlink estate (2007, 

3530) 
  This would make one large site and possibly be the largest unprotected 

Themeda dominated grassland left in the region 
o  Caroline Springs Regional: The proposed regional park should traverse the 

Kororoit Creek from Clarkes Road in Caroline Springs to Melton Highway and 
include. 
 Clarke Road grassland and some minor sites abutting properties including 

powerlines 
 Most of the area earmarked in the DMSC proposal is of no 

ecological importance 
 Saric Court roadside and adjacent properties 

 Connected using powerlines 
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 Include 200 to 400m buffer on Kororoit Creek to Melton highway (not 
suitable for development) 

 Include flood zones as outlined in the DMSC proposal (not suitable for 
development). 

 Sites of significance in Rockbank 
 Deans Marsh 
 Deanside 

o This site could be left out of the park and left zoned rural to 
avoid development 

 Radio Station Site.  
 Grassland management team needs to be set up IMMEDIATELY 

o Significant funds are needed immediately to implement the vision for the 
grasslands 

o Land Crews required to 
 Work with affected landowners 
 Perform grassland restoration 

 Burning, weed control 
 
 
Introduction 
 
This submission relates to the recent announcement from the State Government (SGMR 2009) 
highlighting the possibility of extending the Urban Growth boundary and in particular to the 
expansion to the West of Melbourne with a focus on biodiversity values. The announcement 
prompted the Growth Areas Authority (GAA) to review the areas highlighted in the 
announcement and commissioned Biosis Research to inform the review of the constraints to urban 
development and opportunities for conservation of the biodiversity values remaining in these areas 
(Biosis 2009). 
 
The investigation area to the west of Melbourne contains taxon and EVC listed under state (FFG) 
and federal (EPBC) legislation and has been the subject of sustained losses from clearing and 
development of the critically endangered natural temperate grasslands (Williams et al 2005A). 
These grasslands support other taxon listed as endangered under FFG or critically endangered per 
EPBC act hence it is concerning that extending the UGB “will result in the loss of areas of Plains 
Grasslands and the localised extinction of both threatened and common species” (Biosis Research 
2009) hence we will see further losses to the biodiversity values of this area. 
 
The biodiversity report (Biosis Research 2009), from this point referred to as the Biosis report, has 
considered many of the issues relevant to minimising impacts to listed threatened taxon within the 
investigation area including setting aside two large grassland reserves, recommendations for 
protecting high value sites in areas with low to medium biodiversity value and a valuable 
discussion on setting up habitat corridors with existing reserves.  
 
The Biosis report has been prepared in an objective manner and Biosis have captured the problem 
with expanding the UGB. It is clear though that this is only the first phase in their assessments 
with more work needed to correctly assess the impact further clearing will have. It does suffer in 
that it only considers listed species and limited terms of reference given as well as obstacles 
predominantly from land owners not giving permission to assess biodiversity values on their 
properties. 
 
This submission has been prepared taking into account the recommendations made by Biosis 
including shortcomings of the report mainly from the limited terms of reference the report has 
been prepared under and the time given by authorities to report on such an extensive investigation 
area. 
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Habitat Links 
 
The Biosis report strongly supports the view that habitat links are an important aspect of any 
decisions that are made. Habitat links discussed in the Biosis report mainly involve waterways 
that run from the North West to the South East however no proposal was made on how wide this 
link or buffer should be. This is a cause for concern, as this decision needs to be made from an 
environmental perspective and not from planning. The validity of this report supporting positive 
environmental outcomes would benefit from stipulating the size of the habitat links required to 
protect biodiversity. 
 
A habitat link not discussed in the Biosis report is power lines that run from the North East to the 
South West of the investigation Area. With the waterways they both could act as vital habitat links 
providing the opportunity to link major reserves, high quality remnants, ephemeral wetlands in the 
north and south, regional parks (Toolern and the park proposed west of Caroline Springs), 
protected reserves (ie: Eynesbury Forest) and other features including indigenous heritage sites 
(predominantly found along waterways).  
 
Power lines 
 
High voltage power lines provide the possibility of providing a habitat link between reserves. 
There are two sets running through the investigation area: 

i) The western line runs from Hillside to the north of the investigation area, west of 
Caroline Springs and then to the proposed Northern grassland reserve. This link would 
link grasslands such as Saric Court and Clarke’s Road immediately west of Caroline 
Springs to the Kororoit creek and Northern Grassland. High quality Themeda 
dominated grasslands as recently as 2001 were found under these lines west of 
Caroline Springs  (pers. comms.. Nick Williams) however these have recently been 
heavily overgrazed south of Kororoit Creek and cleared (rock rolled) north of Kororoit 
Creek.  

ii) The eastern line comes in from Deer Park linking grasslands in Burnside (The Point, 
Isabella Williams Reserve, Bullum Bullum) to the Kororoit Creek to grasslands in 
Ravenhall and the proposed Northern grassland reserve. 

 
These power lines essentially converge near the Werribee River and then traverse through the 
proposed Southern grassland reserve linking all major reserves. With proper management a 
stipa/wallaby habitat would regenerate along the length of these buffers. 
 
Fauna: Macropods are seen under the western transmission lines west of Hillside and Caroline 
Springs and no doubt a variety of snakes, lizards and invertebrates. The Sydenham-Melton road 
and Ballarat Road are a substantial obstacles for these fauna to cross whereas the Deer Park 
Bypass is possibly insurmountable thereby severely restricting the link between the reserves in the 
investigation area north of Ballarat Road to those south. 
 
Proposed Buffer: The towers typically span 70m and residential developments in Hillside tend to 
be no closer than 10m from the back boundary however with a covenant that no buildings are 
erected within 30m of the back boundary. These properties tend to be well over 2000m2 or ~2 
houses per hectare thus setting back another 25m from the power lines would have minimal 
impacts on development as “more efficient use of Greenfield land with a target of 15 dwellings 
per hectare” has been proposed (Melbourne 2030). This gives a buffer of 100m measured from the 
centre of the power lines hence setting a minimum 200m wide buffer would be beneficial.  
 
Waterways 
 
Waterways provide one of the last refuges for much of the remnant vegetation left close to the 
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current UGB and provide habitat for many listed species including growling grass frogs, birds and 
flora. Due to the slope of escarpments and high density of exposed rocks, waterways offered some 
sort of sanctuary. Hence keeping construction well away from the banks of waterways and off the 
escarpment is essential for a successful habitat link and provides some protection for flora. 
Waterways contain valuable indigenous heritage as the majority of artefacts are found within 
200m waterways. It can be seen from the DMSC Drainange report that the nominal corridor 
overlay for much of the corridor in the Plumpton/Rockbank are can be set to 412m as this area is 
not deeply incised hence setting a buffer of 400m is justifiable to avoid I in 100 year floods.  
 

 
 
Figure 1: Kororoit Creek Waterway Corridor (DMSC Drainage report, Figure 10. pp23.). 
 
Current building practice: Currently houses are constructed to within 30m of streams and creeks, 
or in the case of minor watercourses piped and filled over. This construction provides a sigificant 
deterrant to fauna from using these sites as has become apparent in Caroline Springs, repeating the 
dislocation of fauna from the habitat as urban sprawl continues to march westward. 
 
Houses on the south side and west of Caroline Springs Boulevard are 30m from the creek whereas 
the cyclone fence immediately north of the Creek at this location is more than 50m away but more 
than 100m from school buildings. A pod of 8 Kangaroos including Joeys were often sited on the 
north side and are guarded about people on the south side of the creek and would not venture on 
the south side. Unfortunately, recent construction in the Grange (further West and on the south 
side) and adjacent to a grassland reserve in Cypress Views have forced this mob away. Another 
mob approaching 50 have also been displaced north along Stony Hill Creek where houses are built 
within 25m of this small watercourse. A drainage line in Cypress View west was partially piped 
allowing houses to be built over. These building practices are a significant deterrent hence 
maintaining a suitable buffer is required to allow fauna to move through the area..  
 
Buffer: To protect biodiversity of remnant habitats left near watercourses, provide a suitable 
habitat link for fauna and avoid disturbance of aboriginal heritage sites it is proposed that 
development not be allowed within 200m either side of waterways. At a minimum, a buffer of 
100m either side is a must and as this contributes to open space in any development it would only 
have minimal impact of the development area available. Considering initially that >20KHa of land 
was required and the DMSC is now taking >40K for expansion it does provide scope to include 
such a generous buffer in planning. 
 
Railway lines 
 
Many biosites are located along railways including the Melton line in the investigation area. This 
biosite is listed as a nationally significant site and there are other sites located along railway 
sidings that may be used as the proposed rail link. These sites represent some of the best high 
diversity sites left and could also be used as habitat links however no mention is made of them. 
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Established reserves 
 
 
 
There are a number of established reserves in the investigation area that would be further isolated 
by inappropriate alignment of the new UGB and development practices non amenable to positive 
environmental outcomes. For instance, the proposed northern grassland would link a number of 
reserves including Pinkertons Forest, Eynesbury Forest and the Werribee River. However the use 
of habitat links along power lines (yellow) and waterways (green) further strengthen these links as 
demonstrated in Appendix 1. The waterways and power lines criss-cross the investigation area and 
link the proposed reserves (blue) to the Pinkeron Forest, Eynesbury Forest (green), Mulla Mulla 
Grasslands, a further possible grassland reserve in Ravenhall to the proposed Caroline Springs 
Regional Park thereby setting up habitat links that as discussed have minimal impact on proposed 
developments and should improve the environmental aspects of urban development. 
 
Appendix 1 contains a map of the investigation area showing various overlays including reserves, 
buffers for waterways and powerlines. It also contains stars over properties inside the current 
UGB that could be candidates for land swaps (discussed in next section). Sites have been added to 
the map in red indicating sites of high value that should be retained. This includes Clarkes Road in 
Caroline Springs. It is assumed that “Clarke Street” as mentioned in the report is actually Clarkes 
Road however reference is made to linkages with the Northern grassland reserve when in effect 
the report should link this site with the Rockbank wetlands and the Saric Court grasslands due to 
its proximity to these sites including the proximity to the Kororoit Creek. As mentioned, these 
sites and possibly Saric Court should form part of the proposed Caroline Springs Regional Park 
and not giving this consideration is major oversight of this report. 
 
Mapping of the West’s biodiversity values  
 
The mapping presented appears to rely too heavily on DSE mapping and there are major holes 
where landholders did not permit access to properties. The use of desktop surveys for the northern 
section is totally inadequate and a more comprehensive assessment needs to be performed. It is 
also apparent that time constraints are responsible for many shortcomings particularly mapping. 
 
It is hoped that maps prepared offer more detail than those presented, as there clearly is not 
enough detail to identify high quality grasslands from these map. What is needed is a better 
delineating of habitat scores otherwise knowledge of the dominant grasses as well as herbs and 
weed vectors present. This is not conveyed appropriately by the scoring system that has been 
supplied with maps in the report and it is not known whether better maps are at the disposal of 
decision makers however this knowledge is imperative for making proper decisions on what 
grasslands to save and affects the DMSC proposal in many ways. 
 
For instance: the route of the OMR is now proposed to go through grasslands east of Troups Road 
South however with habitat scores of the medium quality grassland consists of sites with habitat 
scores ranging from 0.2 to 0.5 that potentially lumps in together sites that have a dominant cover 
of grass but no herbs to a site that contains herbs. Also, as the investigations performed were done 
without following proper process for EPBC investigations (stock was not removed for two months 
before inspection) then the full extent of the herbs present could not be properly determined and 
the cores could be higher.  
 
It is also disappointing that as submissions are being prepared there is still no clarity on where the 
high value sites are, particularly inside the investigation area. This puts an unjustifiable onus on 
concerned individuals to identify high quality sites in the investigation area when clearly they do 
not time to investigate the sites properly particularly as it is the wrong time of year to perform 
inspections, they don’t have time (28 day deadline) and the y lack the expertise of consultants 
such as Biosis have at their disposal. To overcome this, the strategy used in this submission is to 
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use a Grassy Ecosystem report (Trengove 2002) prepared for the Shire of Melton that gives this 
rudimentary information and then perform “ground-truthing” to make rough judgements on 
whether the ecosystems persist. To improve these judgments, an appreciation of grassland 
conditions and steps in their degradation is required hence this will be covered before addressing 
results of the “ground-truthing”. 
 
Accuracy of Mapping. 
 
There are problems with mapping concerning their accuracy. For instance, a site currently inside 
the UGB owned by the Dennis Family between Greens Road and Lollipop Creek in Wyndham has 
been mapped as having small patches of low quality grassland but predominantly no grassland 
however the site would achieve a habitat score of 0.6 (pers. comm. with unnamed ecologist). 
 
Also, during a visit to the Southern Grassland Reserve west of Werribee (June 09) it was evident 
that there were major problems as suspected with mapping. A site south of Kirks Bridge Road is 
mapped in Appendix 2 below (A) as high quality grassland however it is evident form the road 
shown in Figure 2 below that the sites has been boom sprayed and all that remains are healthy 
serrated tussock plants. This practice is commonly carried out in the region with DPI approval and 
is believed to have occurred twice on this site recently with the last time 18 months ago, well 
before any assessment by the consultant would have occurred assuming it had. The consultant 
may argue that there are rocky outposts on this site with a high abundance of herbs however this 
does not justify rating this whole site as high quality. 
 
The site at the end of Greens road (B) is a mix of: 

 Roadside vegetation with planted non-indigenous trees, noxious weedy undercover but 
some small remnants of grassland (minor) 

 Paddock that has little or now biodiversity value as it is devoid of vegetation and recently 
ploughed. 

However the site (C) north of Greens road appears to be stipa dominated and could very well be a 
high quality grassland as marked. 
  

 
 
Figure 1: Quality maps provided 

 
Figure 2: High Quality Kirks Bridge Road Site 
(photo courtesy Colleen Miller taken July 09) 

 
 
The mapping has artificially inflated the amount of high quality grasslands as well as total 
grasslands reported. When combined with the reality being that of the 21000 hectares of 
grasslands mapped, the vast majority of grasslands is rated as medium quality grassland and offers 
little biodiversity value for grassland flora. 
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Grassland degradation steps: 
 
To demonstrate the inadequacy of the mapping it is required to point out the degradation 
processes that occur in grasslands. Table 1 below shows Themeda dominated grasslands, 
consistant with original grasslands located in this region, decrease in quality with the loss of plant 
classes and emergence of others. The table has been modified from Groves et al 2002 by 
ecologist, Simon Cropper (Botanicus), to illustrate genera applicable to Basalt Plains. 
 
Step Themeda Stipa Wallaby Herbs Exotic 

Herbs 
Exotic 
Grasses 

1 Dominant subdominant present abundant sparce sparce 
2 Dominant subdominant present reduced sparce sparce 
3 subdominant Dominant present reduced present present 
4 present Dominant subdominant sparce present present 
5 scarce codominant codominant gone present present 
6 gone codominant codominant gone present present 
7 gone present Dominant gone abundant abundant 
8 gone gone Dominant gone abundant subdominant 
Table 1: The degradation steps leading to reduce biodiversity in Basalt Plains Grasslands. 
 
Step 1 is indicative of the original grasslands of the basalt plains (particularly in the dry conditions 
found in the investigation area) that were in general Themeda dominated with the presence of 
various grasses and a large range of herbs.  It is evident that as Themeda and herbs decrease the 
grassland quality decreases and that by step 4 any further degradation in the grassland means that 
diversity is lost and cannot be reversed even with appropriate management. Sites with minimal 
grazing would achieve a score well in excess of 0.5 however as grazing increases a further 
reduction in the quality of sites results and demonstrates conditions in step 3 and 4. These sites 
may achieve habitat scores over 0.5 however sites displaying conditions equivalent to step 4 could 
achieve scores lower than 0.5 hence scoring them with sites whose conditions may not be 
improved and offer little if none diversity value. For instance: Stipa monocultures resulting from 
clearing of land (crops etc.) and regeneration from the local seed bank stored in the ground. This 
clearly is advantageous to Stipa and wallaby grasses as well as weedy vectors but only a handful 
of indigenous herbs tolerate such aggressive agricultural techniques. 
 
Ground Truthing Results 
 
Appendix 2 contains a table modified from Groves et al (2002) that compares the condition of 
sites listed in 2002 to what is present today. The section under Melton’s Grassy Ecosystems 
displays the conditions of the sites in 2002 whereas the observations made in the 2009 section 
were made in recent groundtruthing. Table 2 below is a summary of the results collated in 
Appendix 2 and demonstrates that Themeda dominated grasslands have been badly affected with 
only 2 sites in 12 remaining today or a reduction of 83.3%. The sites with Themeda presence also 
suffered, with a reduction of 71.9% observed. However the Stipa sites have only reduced by 25% 
although from the previous explanations this is likely resulting from unchanged land use practices 
from when the Grassy Ecosystem report was prepared. 
 

 
Step 

Before After 
% 

Reduction 
Themeda Dominated 1-2 12 2 83.3
Themeda Present 3-5 39 11 71.9
Stipa 3-7 28 21 25.0

Table 2: The reduction in indigenous vegetation on sites from Grassy Ecosystem report. 
 
Photos of the sites visited are mostly listed in Appendix 4. The results are conservative as only 
cleared sites were considered to have original vegetation removed. For sites designated as having 
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Themeda present it was difficult to ascertain whether it was still on site hence judgements were 
made based on Stipa density and look of the sites with particular attention paid to presence of 
rocks in the ground, an indication that intensive farming practices haven’t taken place and weedy 
vetors. 
 
A map of these sites appears in Appendix 4 and shows north of the Melton Train Line including, 
highly diverse sites in Ravenhall, have been cleared. This includes sites in the region around 
Clarke’s Road and the DMSC proposed new Regional Park. This submission proposes a Regional 
Park (blue line) takes in less of the Clarke’s Road area as proposed by the DMSC report, includes 
Clarke’s Road Grassland and a couple of adjoining properties, habitat links and flood zones not 
suitable for development, a couple of sites around Saric Court, and some sites of significance. 
This has little effect on the amount of developable land and provides for an extensive Regional 
Park for Caroline Springs and Rockbank residents, including residents of the new communities to 
be developed. 
 
What is also evident is the claim that the grasslands east of Troups Road South are of lesser 
vegetation quality than originally thought. However this Ground Truthing exercise puts more 
value on these grasslands than those further west near Downing Street however there are some 
highly diverse sites here as well and are possibly of higher diversity than mapped. This is in 
contrast to the claims made by the DMSC report however without proper assessment of these 
properties it is difficult to categorically make this statement and a judgement still needs to be 
made on where to place the OMR. Some further assessment is needed in this region to properly 
align the OMR. Council knowledge should be used to assist in this alignment. 
 
The DMSC report uses the OMR as a physical barrier between urban development and any 
grasslands reserves however this is ludicrous. In the current example there is no reason why the 
grasslands east of the OMR and outside the proposed UGB should not be reserved. The same 
could be said for the grasslands east of the OMR in Wyndham. Inside the proposed UGB and 
hence urban environments, the protection of grasslands should be based on quality after proper 
assessment by ecolgists to identify these grasslands. While discussing the OMR route, it is 
important to note that it also bisects a managed public grassland reserve known as “The Mall’. 
Melton Council can provide assistance on its precise location. 
 
It should be noted that any sites in the Grassy Ecosystem report were not visited hence have not 
been listed. The ground-truthing was restricted to the investigation area, the Southern edge of the 
Northern Grassland Reserve (to assess impact of OMR) and parts of the Southern Grassland 
Reserve. Photos have been taken of most of the sites visited and are presented in Appendix 4. 
 
Grasslands inside Expanded UGB 
 
The proposal that “offsets, relating to the removal of native vegetation within the Urban Growth 
Boundary be directed towards the two proposed reserves in this locality” is seriously flawed and 
does not meet the main requirements under the EPBC act. All grasslands except Clarke’s road 
Plumpton inside the new UGB are proposed to be cleared and as the amount of high quality 
grassland is manifestly over estimated in the DMSC report this strategy would have a major 
negative “gain” or impact. What is required is for a proper assessment of all properties inside the 
new UGB to identify high quality sites and preserve and protect these sites immediately. Also, no 
development is to be permitted within at least 200m of the Kororoit creek to protect last surviving 
remnants in this corridor. If the report was serious about taking “advantage of Kororoit Creek and 
its environs as a major shaping element in the landscape, including its recognition of cultural 
heritage values. This includes land on both sides of this feature up to the Melton Highway” then 
this should be a major part of the DMSC proposal and be part of the Regional park proposed for 
the area. Any high quality sites inside the proposed UGB are best linked in with habitat links 
(waterways, powerlines etc.) as discussed earlier however this must not be a defining factor. 
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There are many high quality urban sites in the current metropolitan area and the report correctly 
states “A selection of small reserves within the urban context providing insurance against the risk 
of catastrophic events, and important research and management knowledge”. Unfortunately, 
apart from Clarke’s Road grassland that is in a flood zone and tied to Caroline Springs Regional 
Park, no other sites are to be saved. Two sites currently being managed; the Boral Quarry site and 
the Ravenhall Remand Center site should also be linked and reserved due to their proximity to 
each other and coverage of dominant Themeda hence forming a third reserve in Ravenhall. The 
DMSC report mentions that uses for “the land surrounding the two prisons should not be 
determined until a detailed assessment has been undertaken of compatible future land uses” 
indicated future development however clearly it should be reserved with managed part of the 
Boral site as they are Themeda dominated sites that are vastly different to the Stipa dominated 
sites in the reserved areas. 
 
Importance of small patches 
 
The proposal that only relatively large areas of reserves be kept, “typically of at least 150 ha.” 
(Strategic Impact Assessment Report p.126) is too high a threshold and would facilitate removal 
of valuable grasslands patches. There should be no set minimum size, instead areas for retention 
should be assessed on the basis of habitat quality and values such as:  

 species richness, 
 intactness/condition,  
 landscape context and connectivity, as part of a habitat corridor 
 extent of occurrence of key species irreplaceability 

 
Current research debunks the myth that large reserves not in an urban context is the way forward: 
 
William’s 2005 notes  “…current government conservation planning policy is to create a reserve 
system with an “emphasis on long-term viability, thus there (is) a concentration on larger sites 
away from urban areas”. This policy assumes that urban grassland reserves are not viable in the 
long term, despite evidence that with appropriate resources and management they are able to 
persist and maintain the majority of their biological values (Williams and Morgan, unpublished 
data). The grasslands around Melbourne are floristically distinct to those in rural areas in 
western Victoria and contain threatened species not found at other sites”.  
 
“Recent developments in the field of conservation planning and reserve design have emphasised 
the need to conserve areas based on their “irreplaceability” (the contribution that a site will 
make to the reserve network) and vulnerability (the likelihood of an area being destroyed or 
degraded). Because of the very small amount of native grassland remaining in Melbourne, it is 
likely that all sites supporting native grassland in the region are irreplaceable and of great 
conservation value for any reserve system.” (Williams et al. 2006) 
 
On average, 26% of populations of native species became locally extinct over two decades. Area 
and isolation had little effect on the probability of local extinction, but urbanization and longer 
maximum inter-fire intervals increased extinction risk. These findings suggest that the native 
grasslands studied are relatively insensitive to area- and isolation-based fragmentation effects and 
that short-term persistence of plant populations requires the maintenance of habitat quality. The 
latter is strongly influenced by the landscape matrix surrounding remnant patches through changes 
in fire regimes and increased exogenous disturbance (Williams 2006). This is important when 
discussing reserves and should highlight the speed with which they need to be set up and the 
importance of putting a management team put in place immediately. This study includes evidence 
that the landscape surrounding remnant patches, as well as the quality of the habitat maintained 
within the remnant, may be more important drivers of fragmentation effects on plant species than 
spatial attributes of patches, such as area and isolation. 
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Habitat Links and Utility Reserves 
 
It is well documented that many examples of high quality grasslands remain along utilities such as 
road or freeway reserves, railway lines, waterways and even power lines (Williams et al  2005B). 
such in their studies that “Patches that were privately or government owned, close to major roads 
and close to Melbourne were more likely to be destroyed while patches close to streams or on 
railway and had a lower probability of destruction. Patches with high perimeter to area ratios 
had a higher probability of being degraded”  (Williams et al 2005B) 
 
Williams et al 2005B add “For example based on our results, good quality grassland close to any 
planned freeways should be targeted for purchase or protection using planning controls, while 
weed control should be a priority along railway easements supporting native grassland”. . 
(Williams et al 2005B) 
 
 
What is a required is a full investigation of the areas inside the UGB to identify high quality 
remnants that remain and preserve them immediately. This should not be left to community 
groups and individuals to identify and then justify saving them but should be part of the review 
process. Until this is performed it is difficult to understand how the report can seriously talk about 
preserving biodiversity values when it will bulldoze cart-blanche. 
 
There are also sites inside the current UGB that should be included in the process because they 
represent the best examples of basalt plains grassland left and are under imminent threat of being 
lost. These sites are discussed later. 
  
Fauna values 
 
The query of mapping quality should not downplay the importance of the two proposed grassland 
reserves to the fauna in the area. It is evident from the consultant reports that insufficient analysis 
of impacts to critically endangered fauna has taken place however the reserves play an important 
part in negating this shortcoming and could be justified for the presence of the fauna alone. Also, 
the prospect of reintroducing locally extinct species is exciting particularly those that are critically 
endangered and/or locally extinct however there is the threat of local extinction as stated in the 
Biosis report: 
 

“ The broad scale planning process associated with Melbourne@5Million will 
result in the loss of areas of Plains Grassland and the localised extinction of both 
threatened and common species. Some of these common species may also lack 
adequate representation within any reserve system finally approved by regulatory 
authorities.” 

 
This point further strengthens calls for wide buffers and habitat links as well as the identification 
and protection of high quality sites inside the new UGB. This includes wetlands. There are State 
and EPBC listed species that require protection from habitat removal such as shore birds 
(Latham’s Snipe), migratory birds and wetland dependant species. The DMSC – Bird report 
includes the loss of wetland habitat as a direct impact and recommends buffers around wetlands 
up to 300m. It is not hard to imagine that building the OMR through a wetland is in contrast to 
this recommendation. 
 
The Radio Station Woodland, a site of significance (SW4, McDougall, 1997), proposed by this 
submission to form part of Caroline Springs Regional Park is an important habitat for fauna. A 
recent visit on a blustery overcast Melbourne morning identified 17 species. Although non listed 
as threatened the range of birds was pleasantly surprising and coupled with the uniqueness of a 
lignum red gum swamp, this is a special site. Unfortunately, this site is not appropriately managed 
and the landholder, a major land banker, needs to perform weed mitigation measures to remove 
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serrated tussock from the site. It is believed this site cannot be cleared and due to its proximity to a 
flood zone adjoining Kororoit Creek (see Appendix 2) it would be a wonderful addition to the 
proposed Caroline Springs regional Park. 
 
Wetlands 
 
The DMSC Drainage report briefly discusses the degradation of wetlands near the Kororoit creek 
area and states “areas of existing wetlands will also be protected within new conservation reserves 
and open space networks and their management will improve. Many new wetlands will also be 
created within and adjacent to precincts”. However, the proposed OMR will plough through 
Deans Marsh, a site of botanical significance in the area (SW5, McDougall 2007) , illustrated in 
figure 3 below where the OMR has been overlaid on the existing drainage conditions (DMSC 
Drainage report, Figure 11 pp. 23).  
 

 
Figure 3: OMR plowing through a site of significance  

 
Figure 4: Protect this swamp soon to 
have OMR built through it 
(photo courtesy Colleen Miller taken July 09) 

 
The OMR should be shifted to the east to avoid this regionally significant area, particularly the 
western swamps shown under and to the left of the OMR. Ironically, at the entrance to this swamp 
there is a sign post, figure 4, erected stating “Please protect our Western Wetlands” but clearly 
building the OMR through them is not an effective management strategy for protecting these 
swamps.  
 
The DMSC report needs to state specifically how it is to meet some of it claims as there are no 
details on how the folling will be achieved 
 

“Many new wetlands will also be created within and adjacent to precincts. 
All wetlands supporting a nationally significant number of migratory 
species will be protected. The predicted net impact on migratory species is 
likely to be neutral or slightly positive over the long term. 
The outcomes sought are: 

 Managing a network of small and large conservation reserves 
including a diversity of wetland areas for their migratory species 
and other wetland values, particularly in areas distant from urban 
development; and 

 Improved management and design of retained and constructed 
wetlands to maximise habitat opportunities for migratory species.” 

 
Limited terms of reference 
 
Unfortunately, the terms of reference of the Biosis report is stinted by a short sightedness from the 
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GAA that is concerning and seriously compromises the DMSC report’s approach to protecting 
biodiversity. While we talk about setting up grasslands reserves to the west of Melbourne, a 
number of extremely high quality grasslands inside the current UGB will soon be cleared. Of 
further concern is that that local extinction of non-listed taxon will occur thereby clearly 
demonstrating a further negative environmental outcome that has not been given due 
consideration.  It is also apparent that grasslands need to be protected from further clearing and 
ephemeral wetlands need some active management to return them to acceptable condition as many 
have been drained to facilitate farming practices.  
 
Landswaps 
 
Currently there are at least four high quality grassland sites that face development pressures; these 
include Laverton Air Base (Cedar Woods development), a collection of sites near Burns Road 
(Laverton North) and two Dennis Family properties in Burnside (The Point) and Wyndham Vale 
(Greens Road). It is proposed that a land swap be arranged with these developers giving them first 
selection of where they want to build in the investigation area considering placement of landmarks 
such as train stations, infrastructure (roads, shopping precincts and environmental (rivers, gorges 
etc.) maximising the appeal to swap.  
 
Many wonderful people have tried to save the grassalnds closer in to Melbourne for many years 
and the vast majority have given up. These were the very high quality grassland sites that we 
could only hope to find out in the investigation area but only a few still remain inside the UGB 
and this is why we must save them. In fairness to these people and truth be told the battle to save 
grasslands was lost a number of years ago. Their efforts were evident as far back as 1992 when a 
conference, The Great Plains Crash (http://www.iffa.org.au/node/276, 
http://www.iffa.org.au/IFFA-files/GPCconf/Title.pdf, full resource can be made available on 
request to the author of this submission), shed light on these issues we still have today however 
the chance to save the vast majority of these sites have long gone.  
 

Non-listed taxon 
 
It is unfortunate that Biosis was not tasked with assessing the impact expanding the UGB would 
have on non-listed taxon. An assessment of these impacts goes beyond requirements of current 
legislation however this should not devalue their importance in the local environment. Could the 
loss of a particular non-listed taxon have an impact on listed taxon or grasslands? Possibly yes, 
not treating the grasslands and other EVC’s as an ecosystem but rather individually is a rather 
dangerous practice that could have negative environmental impacts. 
 
Recommendation: Biosis should report on negative impacts to non-listed taxon and how this 
affects the ecology of the region and impacts on listed taxon. 
 
Cleared sites  
 
In the past 20 years we have seen the introduction and strengthening of various state laws 
including the Flora and Fauna gaurantee act however grasslands have continued to be cleared 
illegally to the tune of 3000 hectares per year since 2000 (and increasing). There have been many 
Government (state and federal) sanctioned clearings that include the loss of the last highly diverse 
sites including Laverton Air Force Base and William Angliss estates. 
 
Planning provisions allow for Councils, DSE, The Minister or individuals to prosecute these 
landholders however councils fail to do so as they believe DSE should do so and ask the question 
“What would our ratepayers say if we spent their money prosecuting land holders that could be 
better spent on community projects?” (Pers. Comms 2002-2009). There have also been many 
instances where councils argue against saving any grasslands in developments. Recently, Hume 
council’s Mayor called for Evans Street Grassland to be levelled and a car park built. This is a 
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wonderful site,rivalling any on the basalt plain. 
 
Although councils have no interest in prosecuting, the onus on “protecting significant vegetation 
using the planning scheme places an obligation on councils to carry out enforcement” (VPP). 
Hence we have landholders who have impunity to clear grasslands knowing councils will not 
charge them. DSE do not prosecute as “We have not been resourced to litigate” (pers. Comms 
2008) and coupled with the inappropriate land management practices by State Government 
departments, namely DPI, the last remaining remnants are not surprisingly low diversity 
stipa/danthonia habitats that bear little resemblance to the Themeda dominated habitat that once 
persisted.  
 
Interstingly, in the past month a referral has turned up on the EPBC website asking to clear one 
such habitat in Truganina. This referral (2009/4896), in exchange for the clearing, 
proposes "techniques to restore native grassland vegetation through direct seeding" as shown valid 
by the Grassy Ground Cover Research Project (GGCRP). This could be used for illegally cleared 
sites as well as possibly rejuvenate degraded sites in contrast to comments stated earlier however 
this research is new and relies on a seed bank that is not available for such large quantities of land 
that needs rehabilitation. This is a further reason why the Boral and Ravenhall sites are important 
as they can be used as seed banks for collection of Themeda that is local to the area.. 
 
Recommendation: It is apparent that we need to protect existing grasslands from current land 
practices to prevent further clearing and one major obstacle is the use of rock rolling equipment on 
paddocks in the investigation area. It is proposed that legislation be introduced that a landholders 
require a permit to use such equipment including spraying herbicides on any land in the 
investigation areas including proposed reserves. This requires inspection by environmental 
officers from the local council for which they could charge a fee for their service. Any use of such 
land practices without the permit would result in a breach of council laws assumed to have 
contained grassland habitat and result in landholders being required to restore condition of the site 
as per Paul Gibson Roy method at their expense 
 
Denied access 
 
The denied access of Biosis to properties is a major obstacle to deciding on the extent of 
grasslands on their properties. These properties are at risk of further clearing without knowledge 
of the habitat that is present as occurred in Greens Road Wyndham just outside the UGB in May 
2008..  
 
Recommendation: Any landholders who have denied access to their properties and therefore have 
not been assessed as intended should not have their properties rezoned from farming and further 
should not be allowed to carry out threatening processes as discussed in cleared sites. 
 
Reserve Management 
 
The Biosis report talks about reserve management and makes some recommendations with respect 
to reestablishment techniques for grasslands and how seed collection can occur prior to clearing 
sites. Sites to be cleared inside the UGB as well as those in Ravenhall (remand Centre and Quarry) 
offer an opportunity to permit large scale seed collection and a plan needs to be implemented to 
permit this to occur as part of this DMSC proposal. With the same view, the report should offer a 
solution for swamps that have been “artificially drained to suit farm needs” and in particular 
restore the ephemeral wetlands and swamps to better condition. 

There is still much research to be done to establish the management strategy required to protect 
our native grasslands than just to perform regular burns. There are many factors to consider as 
outlined below (Williams 2005, Williams et al 2006): 
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Reduce nutrient input: Increased level of phosphorous and potassium promote weed growth. 
Household rubbish including grass (or garden) clippings and water from household and 
stormwater drains introduce nutrients however plants that fix nitrogen can also cause problems. 
Carbon has been shown to reduce nutrient levels hence may be another benefit of burning a site 
periodically. 

Prevent soil disturbance: Soil disturbance damages the bryophytic crust ((layer of microbes, 
algae and mosses etc.) and increases aeration, light, water filtration and compost matter in the soil 
allowing weeds to germinate and grow easier. With this is mind native species can also benefit 
from soil disturbance however should only be done in a well managed situation and avoid intense 
large scale soil disturbance 

Regular controlled patchwork burns: Burning is used to remove biomass and retain interstitial 
gaps between the grass tussocks (Themeda triandra typically). These gaps allow light to reach the 
soil and assist perennial herbs in germinating and protect the bryophytic crust. This is also 
important as grasslands retain a small seed bank and burning promotes flowering and seed 
generation. Burning grasslands in spring can destroy exotic seed crops hence are used to prevent 
the invasion of weeds. 

Implement buffers: A suitable buffer for protecting flora in grassland reserves is 15 meters (ref 
2) due to edge effects (weed invasion penetration 8 metres, nutrient effects more than 10metres). 
Incorporating a barrier is required to prevent soil disturbance discussed as well as surfaces that 
prevent weed germination (granitic sand, asphalt etc.). Indigenous plants must be planted in these 
buffers. 

Managing the landscape matrix: Managing threats from the surrounding landscape such as 
weeds including garden escapees are paramount. Targeted application of herbicide after burning is 
an effective weed management protocol. Also, grasslands should not be used by developers as 
open space offsets, as they are incompatible for this purpose by further eroding local support for 
their retention. 

Recommendation: To implement such measures it is apparent that a Grassland Management team 
be set up, including a ground crew,  to perform the necessary management of reserves to be setup 
as well as wetland restoration.  
 
Help save our Critically Endangered Habitat 
 
There is no doubt that ecologists and environmentalists have watched in despair as this unvalued 
ecosystem has suffered death by a thousand cuts at the hands of agriculture, unscrupulous 
developers and others. This is obvious from a online petition started after clearing of a Wyndham 
site with claims the land was previously farmed however once cleared it was difficult to prove 
remnant habitat covered half the site even though council, DSE and ecologists were acutely aware 
of the habitat on this site however were unable and/or  unwilling to prosecute this landholder.  
 
The petition, shown in appendix 5, gained 184 signatures and includes many academics, 
environmentalists, conservationists, concerned residents and higly respected ecological 
consultants. This submission has already mentioned activity back in the 1990’s and how many 
activists had long left the fight as the majority of high quality sites have been cleared. This 
clearing has gone unchecked and to maintain the status quo shall lead to the disappearance of this 
valuable resource and heritage that is irreplaceable. Hence, the short cuts taken in the DMSC 
report have seriously compromised the last remaining high value sites we have left and this 
submission asks that a more environmentally frikendly and sustainable package be submitted with 
the DMSC report. 
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Conclusion 
 
The DMSC report suffers major flaws, possibly from convenience, certainly from the limited 
amount of time consultants have been given to perform assessments for vast areas and limited 
terms of reference. Although the consultants employed in the Wyndham-Melton corridor prepared 
an excellent review it also suffered due to inadequate mapping but in the main came up with solid 
conclusions that were not necessarily translated in the DMSC report. To overcome the 
shortcomings of the report, the DMSC report should have taken a more prudent approach and not 
placed unnecessary restrictions such as grassland reserve sizes basically excluding any urban 
grassland sites that results in wholesale clearing within the UGB. With some minor changes to the 
DMSC report that includes setting up an extra grassland reserve in Ravenhall (majority of land 
already actively managed as grassland), identifying and protecting high value grasslands inside 
the proposed new UGB then the DMSC report would have far improved environmental outcomes 
with little loss in the amount of developable area. 
 
The DMSC needs to recommend clear guidelines on buffers for waterways, preferably 400m 
(200m either side of waterways), and use powerlines and railways as habitat links as well. The 
Proposed Caroline Springs Regional Park could be vastly improved to include non-developable 
waterways and flood zones, a couple of grasslands and important sites of significance in the 
region. On top of this, setting up a management team for the reserves is necessary. 
 
The proposed grasslands reserves have limited time left hence they need to be set up immediately 
along with the management team waterways and include the restoration of wetlands. Threatening 
processes need to be stopped immediately on properties with Medium to high quality grasslands 
and permits required before any such processes are used. Taking such a prudent approach would 
reverse the rapid slide of degradation taking place in grasslands and provide habitat for a 
wonderful range of flora and fauna.
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Appendices 
Appendix 1: Proposed habitat links and Reserve System for the investigation area. 
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Appendix 2:Vegetation Quality based on Grassy Ecosystems report and improved Caroline Springs regional Park Proposal. 
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Appendix 3:Tabled taken from Grassy Ecosystems report showing remnat vegetation and site quality observed during “Ground Truthing”. 
 

      Shire of Melton - Grassy Ecosystem Sites     2009  Observations 
Phot
o 

Site 
No Location Tenure 

Indigenous 
sp. 

Weed
s 

Vegetation 
Quality Significance

Domina
nt grass 

Vegetation 
Quality Habitat Other   

6 Mt Aitken Rd  Private  4, 2, 3   scattered L           

7 Mt Aitken Rd Private  4, 2, 3   scattered L           

8 
'Restvale Estate" 
Kororiot Ck Private  

1, 2, 3, 5, 
6, 7 A, C along escarpment L           

9 Plumpton Rd, E Private  
1, 2, 3, 8, 
9   relatively intact R           

11 Plumpton Rd,  W Private  
1, 2, 3, 8, 
9   relatively intact R           

36 Greigs Road Roadside 1, 2, 3   relatively intact L 2 Confirmed Med 
Stipa dominated with higher 
quality patches. Yes 

38 Neale Rd West S Private  1, 2, 3 A relatively intact R 1 Unlikely Low 
Largely cleared. Possible 
themeda patch present in centre. Yes 

39 Neale Rd West S Private  1, 2, 3 A, E relatively intact R 1 Unlikely Low 
Largely cleared. Possible 
themeda patch present in centre. Yes 

40 Neale Rd West S Private  1, 2, 3 
A, D, 
E relatively intact R 1 Unlikely Low 

Largely cleared. Possible 
themeda patch present in centre. Yes 

41 Neale Rd West N Private  1, 2, 3 A scattered  L   Possible Low 
Intensely grazed. Evidence of 
Themeda, very low. Yes 

42 Neale Rd West N Private  1, 2, 3 A relatively intact R   Possible Low 
Intensely grazed. Evidence of 
Themeda, very low. Yes 

43 Neale Rd West S Private  1, 2, 3 A, E relatively intact R 1 Confirmed High 

Clarkes Road Grassland. Intact. 
Larger than noted. Includes block 
to east.  Yes 

44 Neale Rd West N Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R 1 Possible Low 
House site. Evidence of Themeda 
at rear. Intensely grazed. Yes 

45 Monahans Ln W Private  1, 2, 3 A, E relatively intact R - Cleared Nil 
Rock rolled late 2008. Photo 
taken July 09 Yes 

46 Taylors Rd, S Private  1, 2, 3   scattered  L - Cleared Nil 
Intensely grazed. Photo taken 
July 09 Yes 

48 Sinclairs Rd W Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R - Cleared Nil 
Heavily grazed with many horses 
on site. No native veg present Yes 

49 Sinclairs Rd E Private  1, 2, 3 E relatively intact R - Cleared. Nil 
 No vegetation on site. Rocks 
lined on eastern boundary. Yes 
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50 Sinclairs Rd E Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R - cleared Nil 

No native veg present. Patchy 
very low density stipa grasses 
coming up. Rocks piled on 
boundary.   

51 Beattys Rd S Roadside 1, 2, 3 
A, B, 
D, E scattered  L 2 Unlikely Low 

Predominantly cleared except for 
1m strip near boundary. Rocks 
still in groung however lots of 
weeds present Yes 

52 Beattys Rd S Roadside 1, 2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Possible Medium 

Stipa grassland with presence of 
Themeda. Maireana present as 
well as Melictitus along boundary. 
Rocks lifted in parts and present 
in ground in others. Yes 

53 Beattys Rd S 
Dept of 
Defence 

10, 11, 3, 
12 A relatively intact R 11

Part 
Confirmed High 

Largely cleared except for 
lignum/red gum swamp. Many 
birds present. Drained swamps at 
rear. Yes 

61 Black Hill Rd W Private  2, 3   scattered  L -     Possible   

63 Leakes Rd W Private  2, 3   scattered  L -     Cleared   

65 Leakes Rd W Private  2, 3   scattered  L -     Cleared   

70 Leakes Rd W Private  1, 2, 3 A relatively intact R - Cleared Nil No remnant vegetation left. Yes 

71 Leakes Rd W Private  1, 2, 3 A scattered  L - Cleared Nil No remnant vegetation left. Yes 

72 Plumpton Rd E Private  2, 3 
A, C, 
E scattered  L -     Cleared   

73 Plumpton Rd W Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R -     Cleared   

74   Roadside 2, 3 A, E scattered  L -     Cleared   

75 Plumpton Rd E Private  2, 3 A, E scattered  L           

79 Beattys Rd  Roadside 2, 3 B scattered  L 1 Possible Low 

Possible however large Galena 
infestations and little Themeda. 
Small themeda community on 
South side of road. Yes 

80 Gourlay Rd W Private  1, 2, 3 A scattered  L - Cleared Nil 
Cleared for development. Offsets 
applied Yes 

90 
Bush's Paddock" 
Mt Cottrell Rd W Resereve 

1, 2, 3, 10, 
14 A relatively intact S 1 Confirmed High Actively managed Yes 

123 Greigs Road Private  1,2, 3   scattered   2 Confirmed Medium 

Centre strip looks intact. Houses 
and clearing to west and east on 
this block. Yes 

124 Greigs Rd N Private  1, 2, 3 A relatively intact R           

125 24 Downing St W Private  2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Confirmed Medium Stipa dominated grassland Yes 
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127 Downing St W Private  2, 3 A relatively intact R 2 Modified Medium 

Stipa grassland under 
monoculture of planted tree in 
South and Cleared to North Yes 

128 Downing St E Private  2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Possible Medium 
Stipa grassland after evidence of 
clearing. Yes 

130 Downing St E Private  2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Possible Medium 
Stipa grassland after evidence of 
clearing.Rocks cleared. Yes 

131 Downing St W Private  2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Possible Medium 
Stipa grassland after evidence of 
clearing.Rocks lifted. Yes 

132 Downing St W Private  2, 3   scattered  L 2 Possible Medium 
Low density stipa 
grassland.Rocks in place. Yes 

133 Downing St E Private  2, 3   scattered  L 2 Possible Medium 
Low density stipa 
grassland.Rocks in place. Yes 

134 Downing St W Private  2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Possible Medium 
Low density stipa 
grassland.Rocks in place. Yes 

135 Downing St E Private  2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Possible Medium 
Low density stipa 
grassland.Rocks in place. Yes 

136 Downing St E Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R           

137 Middle Rd Roadside 2, 3 A scattered  L           

138 Downing St E Private  2, 3   scattered  L 2 Possible Medium 
Low density stipa grassland. 
Horse on property. Yes 

139 Downing St W Private  2, 3   scattered  L - Cleared Nil Cleared Yes 

141 The Mall Private  1, 2, 3, 15   scattered  R 2 Unlikely Nil 
Predominantly cleared but some 
small patched Yes 

150 Troups Rd Sth E Private  2, 3, 4   scattered  L   Cleared Nil 
Cleared recently, No native veg 
present. yes 

151 Troups Rd Sth W Private  2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Probable Medium 
Intact stipa dominated grassland 
on site. Themeda present. Yes 

152 Troups Rd Sth E Private  2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Probable Medium 
Intact stipa dominated grassland 
on site Yes 

153 Troups Rd Sth W Private  2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Probable Medium 

Cleared at front, intact stipa 
dominated grassland on site. Part 
of powerline biolink Yes 

154 Troups Rd Sth E Private  2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Probable Medium 
Intact stipa dominated grassland 
on site Yes 

155 Troups Rd Sth W Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R 2 Probable Medium 
Intact stipa dominated grassland 
on site Yes 

157 Troups Rd Sth W Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R 2 Probable Medium Patches, part intact. Yes 

158 Troups Rd Sth W Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R 2 Probable Medium 
Intact stipa dominated grassland 
on site Yes 

159 Troups Rd Sth  Roadside 2, 3 A scattered  L           
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160 Troups Rd Sth E Private  1, 2, 3 A relatively intact R           

161 Greigs Rd S Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R           

162 Hopkins Rd E Private  2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Confirmed Medium 

Stipa grassland. Reveg work. 
Weedy site including Phalaris. 
Between this site and site 195 
condition similar to 195. Actively 
managed, evidence of herbicide 
spraying. Yes 

163 Hopkins Rd E Private  1, 2, 3 A relatively intact  R -         

164 Hopkins Rd W Private  2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Probable Medium 
Intact stipa dominated grassland 
on site Yes 

165 Middle Rd Roadside 2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Probable Medium 
Intact stipa dominated grassland 
on site Yes 

166 Hopkins Rd W Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R - Unlikely Low 

Reveg work in south, cleared in 
North. Serrated tussock 
controlled site. Yes 

167 Hopkins Rd E Private  1, 2, 3 A scattered  L 2 Likely Low Stipa, probably low diversity. Yes 

168   Roadside 2, 3   scattered  L           

169 Boundary Rd N Private  1, 2, 3   scattered  L - Cleared Nil Cleared, ploughed. Yes 

170 Middle Rd N Private  1, 2, 3 A relatively intact S 1 Confirmed High 

Ravenhall grassland. Part of 
Remand centre. Relatively intact. 
Managed. Possibly includes part 
of site 181 and sites to east and 
North east. Also wetland site east 
of bypass..   

171 Middle Rd N Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R           

172 Middle Rd  Roadside 1, 2, 3 A, E scattered  L           

174 
Ballarat-Melb R/L 
N Private  1, 2, 3 A scattered  L           

175 
Western Highway 
S Private  1, 2, 3, 16   relatively intact S - Cleared Nil Cleared Yes 

176 
Western Highway 
S Private  1, 2, 3 A relatively intact R - Cleared Nil Cleared, rock rolled. Yes 

178 

Ballarat-
Melbourne 
Railway S Private  1, 2, 3 A relatively intact R 1 Confirmed High 

Intact Themeda grassland with 
small weedy spots particularly 
around dam. Cassinia and 
Chrycocephalum apparent. Tiles 
on site indicating search for 
legless lizard. Actively managed, 
evidence of herbicide spraying. Yes 
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179 Christies Rd W Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R           

180 Christies Rd E Private  1, 2, 3   scattered  L           

181 Robinsons Rd E Private  1, 2, 3   relatively intact R 2 Possible Medium Stipa dominant paddock. Yes 

182 
The Point" 
Burnside Private  

1, 2, 3, 6, 
7, 16, 17 

A, C, 
F relatively intact S 1 Confirmed High 

Highly diverse site. At risk of 
clearing and no management 
taking place. Restricted to 
Eastern end of site. Yes 

183 Sinclairs Rd W Private  1, 2, 3 A relatively intact R 2 Possible Low 

Cleared a number of years ago. 
Rocks evident on all paddocks 
west of Sinclairs Rd. A number of 
blocks havea stipa monoculture 
that has returned. Yes 

184 Taylors Rd, S Private  1, 2, 3 
A, C, 
D, E scattered  L 1 Cleared   

Housing estate. Small remnant 
left near creek. Reveg with 
indigenous plants. Weedy site. 
No obvious management. Offset 
site.   

186   Roadside 
1, 2, 3, 19, 
20 A, B relatively intact R           

187 
Pinkertons 
Reserve 

Western 
Water 

 2, 3,14, 
21, 22 A, C relatively intact S 2 Confirmed High Actively managed Yes 

194 Koroit Ck Private  
2, 3, 5, 6, 
7 A, C 

allong 
escarpment L           

195 Boral Quaries Private 1, 2, 3 A relatively intact R 1 Possible Medium 

Scattered Themeda grassland 
with Phalaris and Nasella 
infestations for 100m (to cyclone 
fence) south of railway line. Past 
cyclone fence appears weedy 
and of little habitat value. Possibly 
contains 2 dams (rock piles). 
Reveg work taken place. Actively 
managed, evidence of herbicide 
spraying. Yes 

AR Taylors Road  Private     Possible site.   1 Confirmed Medium 

Possible site. Does not appear to 
have been cleared at rear like 
adjoining properties, yes 

ASCW Saric Court West Private     Possible site.   2 Likely Medium 

Appears to have stipa/wallaby 
grassland. Possibly themeda and 
clearing appears limited. Weedy 
tussock present. Horses on 
paddock.  yes 
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ASCE Saric Court East Private     Unlikely site   2 Possible Low 

Stipa grassland on site however 
appears highly modified and from 
road appears monoculture. Rocks 
still in ground.  yes 

ASCR 
Saric Court 
Roadside Roadside     Confirmed site   1 Confirmed High 

Long strip of themeda grassland 
along fence line particularly on 
west side. Cassinia present as 
well as 2x pimelea spinescens in 
30m section walked (chose 
location by healthy Themeda 
presence). Plants found 50m 
north of yellow telecom post 
opposite second concrete 
electricity post. Weedy in parts. 
This site is not managed. yes 

ATRR Taylors Road  Roadside     Confirmed site   1 Confirmed Medium 

Long strip of stipa/themeda 
grassland along fence line  on 
north side marked by council 
sign. Very weedy in parts. I 
assume council manages this 
site. Clematis present as well as 
greybox? (appear planted). yes 

ALR Leakes Road Reserve         11 Confirmed Medium 

Highly modified reveg site 
although Lignum present hence 
possibly once part of lignum/red 
gum swamp acroos road (site 53) yes 

AKCS 
Kororoit Creek 
Swamp Private         Juncus Confirmed High 

Swamp, water present. Reed 
present (not weedy juncus) 
although there is widespread 
infestation from weedy Juncus in 
surrounding areas. yes 

ATRS Troups Road Sth Private         2 Confirmed Medium 
Veggies at front. Patchy stipa 
grassland at rear. yes 

ATRR Troups Road Sth Roadside         2 Confirmed High 
Patchy mainly stipa grassland but 
alo themeda patches as well. yes 

ADR 
Cnr Downing 
Middle Rd Private         2 Confirmed Medium Stipa grassland. yes 
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Key to genera in Appendix 3

1 
Themeda 
Triandra  A 

Nasella 
trichotoma   

2 
Austrostipa 
Species  B 

Nasella 
neesiana   

3 
Austrodanthonia 
Species  C Lycium ferocissimum 

4 Poa lab  D Cynara cardunculus 

5 P sie  E Echium plantagineum 

6 Bursaria spinosa     

7 
Hymenanthra 
dentata     

8 
Calcephalus 
ctrodora     

9 
Goodenia 
pinnitifida     

10 
Eucalyptus 
camuldelensis     

11 M flo     
12 A ave     
13 A ver     

14 
Euaclyptus 
microcarpa     

15 D ser     

16 
Pimelea 
spinescens     

17 Poa sieberina     
18 Cullen tenax     
19 Ptilotus maculata     
20 L mic     

21 
Euaclyptus 
baueriana     

22 
Eremophila 
desertii     
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Appendix 4: Photos  taken during Ground Truthing based on  Grassy Ecosystems report. 
 

  
Site 36 Site 38 

  
Site 39 Site 40  

  
Site 40 East Site 41 

  
Site 42 Site 43 
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Site 44 Site 45 

  
Site 46 Site 47  

  
Site 48 Site 49 

  
Site 49 Site 50 
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Site 51 Site 51  

  
Site 52 East Site 52 West 

  
Site 52 West Opposite Site 53 Swamp 

  
Site 53 Grassland Site 53 Red gums 
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Site 53 Cleared Site 55 

  

Site 70 Site 71 

  
Site 71A Site 80 

  

Site 90 Site 123 
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Site 123 East Site 123 West 

  
Site 127 Site 127 North 

  
Site 128 Site 128 Roadside 

  
Site 130 Site 131 
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Site 132 Site 133 

  
Site 134 Site 135 

  
Site 138 Site 138B 

  
Site 139 Site 141 
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Site 150 Site 151 

  
Site 152 Site 153 

  
Site 155 Site 157 

  
Site 158 Site 158 Opposite 
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Site 162 and 195 Plantings Site 162 

  
Site 164 Site 165 

  
Site 166 South Site 166 North 

  
Site 167 Site 167 Close 
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Site 167 West Site 169 

  
Site 169 Swamp Opposite Site 175 Rock piles 

  
Site 175  Site 176 

  
Site 178  Site 178 Themeda 
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Site 182 Site 183 

  
Site 187 Site 195 (past cyclone Fence) 

  
Site AR Site ASCE 

  
Site ASCR Site ASCR 2 
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Site ASCW Site ATR 

  
Site ATR 2 Site 40/43 Between 

  
Site 45/46 Between Site 45/46 Between 2 

  
Site 45/46 Between 3 Site Cnr Middle Rd Downing St 
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Site KSC Site KCS 2 

 

 

Site REG  
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Appendix 5: Petition for call to “help save our critically endangered habitat” 
 

Help save our critically endangered habitat 184 Signatures 

 
 

Published by Giorgio on Sep 18, 2008 
Category: Environment 
Region: Australia 
Target: The Minister for Planning and Environment (Vic) and office. 
Web site: http://www.csongrass.net 
Background (Preamble): 
The petition refers to the illegal clearing of remnant grasslands in the Wyndham shire in May/June 2008. The 
clearing occured just outside the urban growth boundary to the west of Werribee. This area contains the largest 
mapped patch of federally listed critically endangered western plains grassland on the Keilor_Werribee plains. 
The removal involved The ~375 ha with approximately 50% moderate to good quality rocky remnant native 
grassland. Plants and tussock in remnant grasslands could be in excess of 100 years of age.  
 
A large rolling machine went over it in May, pushing rocks, surface vegetation including grassland, about 5cm 
into the soil. Bare earth paddock resulted which has been sown to crop which about 1 – 2 cm high on the 14th 
of September. This activity is illegal pursuant to clearing controls (52.17) part 1 in Section 5 (Particular 
provisions) of the Planning and Environment Act. The landholder is most likely claiming that an exemption 
under the clearing control table exemptions (52.17-6) applies and any vegetation under 10 years old previously 
used for agriculture is exempt of clearing. However this exemption only applies to land previously used for 
agricultural hence this landholder should face prosecution as 50% of the area bulldozed was remnant grassland 
that has never been worked and the majority of flora on site would be well in excess of 10 years old. 
 
This type of activity is not new to the area with 3000 hectares lost per year with most removal having no 
applications to remove applied for under state or federal jurisdiction. This rate of removal was calculated in the 
mid 90's and has most likely accelerated.  
 
With respect to the clearing control act only the respective Council, the minister of planning and environment 
(Justin Madden) or his office are authorised officers able to prosecute the land owner pursuant to section 126 
of the Planning and Environment act. It applies to owners and occupiers and states that it is an: 
 
Offence to contravene scheme, permit or agreement; 
(1) Any person who uses or develops land in contravention of or fails to comply with a planning scheme, or a 
permit, or an agreement under section 173 is guilty of an offence. 
 
This act allows for criminal charges be laid and a rediculously low offence of up to $126,000 paid.  
 
Interstingly, concerned individuals or state bodies such as DSE are able apply for an enforcement order 
pursuant to section 114 of the Planning and Environment Act. This section states: 
 
“any person may apply to the Tribunal for an enforcement order against any person specified in subsection (3) 
if a use or development of land contravenes or has contravened, or, unless prevented by the enforcement 
order, will contravene this Act, a planning scheme, a condition of a permit or an agreement under section 173. 
 
Although no criminal charges can be laid an order of restitution can be made perhaps using Paul Gibson-Roy’s 
method for restoring grasslands and effectively block any future development on this site as per section 119-
b(iv) which states: 
 
“to do specified things within a specified period (A)to restore the land as nearly as practicable to its condition 
immediately before the use or development started”. 
 
This impost will be far greater felt to the land owner than the maximum offence carried under section 126 of 
the Planning and Environment Act as no doubt the land owner is speculating over positioning of the UGB in the 
next few decades and on current market value that would cost him $1,000,000 per hectare in land he can no 
longer develop. 
 
Hence not only should section 126 be enacted with Council and/or The Minister enforce planning controls but a 
body such as DSE, charged with protecting such habitat under the Fauna and Flora Guarantee act should also 
prosecute by enacting Section 114 of The Planning and Environment Act. Unfortunately no resources have been 
given to DSE to prosecute such cases and as a result DSE will likley not prosecute. This short coming has been 
highlighted and although aknowledgement has been made no funds have been made available to DSE. The 
Minister for Planning and Environment needs to rectify this immediately. 
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Obviously if DSE prosecuted utilising section 114 of the planning and Environment Act then would be 
speculation would be stopped and irresponsible landowners put on notice. 
Petition: 
We, the undersigned, call on the Minister for Planning and the Environment to appropriately fund the 
Department of Sustainnability and Environment (DSE) so that it can effictively enforce the Planning and 
Environment Act as well as the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act.  
 
The availability of additional resources solely for cases of illegal vegetation clearing will enable DSE to 
prosecute in VCAT utilising section 114 of the planning and Environment Act as other relevant authorities are 
not interested in and/or do not have the appropriate funds to enforce this legislation. 

 
# Title Name Town/City S/C/P Region Comment Date 

184 ms maria mcguane newport vic Australia View Jul 04, 2009 

183 Mr Chris Lindorff N/G N/G N/G N/G Mar 29, 2009 

182 Ms Chiara Marrapodi Maroochydore Queensland Australia N/G Mar 22, 2009 

181 N/G Patricia Thornton N/G Victoria N/G N/G Feb 21, 2009 

180 Mrs Sandee de Vries Brisbane N/G Australia N/G Nov 25, 2008 

179 N/G Hannah Wann N/G N/G N/G N/G Nov 23, 2008 

178 N/G Kylie Ault N/G N/G Australia N/G Nov 13, 2008 

177 MR David Kilmartin N/G N/G N/G View Nov 12, 2008 

176 ms Susie Inglis N/G Victoria Australia N/G Nov 11, 2008 

175 Mr Adam Barber Fairfield VIC Australia N/G Nov 06, 2008 

174 Mr Nic McCaffrey Mt Eliza Vic N/G N/G Oct 23, 2008 

173 Mr George Appleby Camberwell Victoria Australia View Oct 22, 2008 

172 N/G Katherine Smedley N/G N/G N/G N/G Oct 22, 2008 

171 N/G Ann Williamson N/G Victoria Australia N/G Oct 22, 2008 

170 Mr Lincoln Kern Preston Victoria Australia N/G Oct 21, 2008 

169 N/G lawrie hanson N/G N/G Australia N/G Oct 21, 2008 

168 Ms Caroline Dunn N/G N/G N/G N/G Oct 21, 2008 

167 Mrs Maryrose Carney N/G N/G N/G View Oct 18, 2008 

166 your Anonymous N/G N/G N/G View Oct 14, 2008 

165 Mr Chris Lindorff N/G N/G N/G N/G Oct 14, 2008 

164 Ms. Lyn Sleeman Hoppers Crossing Victoria Australia N/G Oct 13, 2008 

163 Mr. Simon Cropper Sunshine Victoria Australia N/G Oct 09, 2008 

162 N/G Anonymous Point Cook Victoria Australia N/G Oct 06, 2008 

161 Dr Patrick Bird Hamilton Vic N/G View Oct 06, 2008 

160 N/G Joanne McKie N/G N/G N/G N/G Oct 06, 2008 

159 N/G Colin Cook Meredith Victoria Australia N/G Oct 05, 2008 

158 Miss Anonymous Melbourne N/G Australia N/G Oct 03, 2008 

157 MR PAUL CURWOOD Hoppers Crossing Victoria Australia View Oct 03, 2008 

156 N/G Blair Dixon Werribee Vic Australia N/G Oct 02, 2008 

155 N/G Mary Dixon Werribee Vic Australia N/G Oct 02, 2008 

154 N/G Greg Hildebrand N/G Victoria Australia N/G Oct 02, 2008 

153 N/G Joy Hildebrand N/G N/G Australia N/G Oct 02, 2008 

152 Miss Stephanie Mills N/G N/G N/G N/G Oct 02, 2008 

151 mr bernie fox werribee N/G Australia N/G Oct 01, 2008 

150 Mrs Judith Curwood Werribee VIC Australia N/G Oct 01, 2008 

149 Mr Brett Macdonald N/G N/G N/G View Oct 01, 2008 

148 Mrs Samira Orchard sydney NSW Australia N/G Sep 30, 2008 

147 N/G Jane Hayes Hamilton Vic Australia N/G Sep 30, 2008 

146 Mr Andrew Govanstone Portland Vic Australia N/G Sep 29, 2008 

145 mr john hedditch Sunshine Victoria N/G View Sep 29, 2008 

        

# Title Name Town/City S/C/P Region Comment Date 

144 Ms Sheryl ASHLEY North Sunshine vic Australia N/G Sep 29, 2008 
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143 Mr Eben Bester N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 29, 2008 

142 N/G Julie Bester N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 29, 2008 

141 N/G Liz Ingham Yarraville Vic Australia N/G Sep 28, 2008 

140 Mr Luke Smith N/G N/G Australia View Sep 28, 2008 

139 miss jodi hortin N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 28, 2008 

138 Mr James Tisdall Riddells Creek Victoria Australia N/G Sep 28, 2008 

137 Ms Jasmine Tisdall Riddells Creek Victoria Australia View Sep 28, 2008 

136 Mr Peter Tisdall Riddells Creek Victoria Australia View Sep 28, 2008 

135 Miss Beth Godfrey Riddells Creek Vic Australia N/G Sep 28, 2008 

134 N/G Taya Swarthy N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 27, 2008 

133 N/G Joe Green N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 27, 2008 

132 Mr Anonymous Berwick Victoria Australia N/G Sep 27, 2008 

131 ms Ange Richards Hamilton New 
Zealand 

New 
Zealand 

N/G Sep 27, 2008 

130 N/G A Rosenmayer N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 27, 2008 

129 Ms Nicole Gibson N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 27, 2008 

128 Ms Vipavadee Maolee Altona Victoria Australia N/G Sep 27, 2008 

127 Mr Matt McCrae Point Cook Vic N/G View Sep 27, 2008 

126 Miss Emily-Kate Mattingley Gladstone QLD Australia N/G Sep 27, 2008 

125 Miss Jessica Alderson Cockatoo Victoria Australia N/G Sep 27, 2008 

124 Mrs Gloria Amici Keilor Downs Victoria Australia N/G Sep 26, 2008 

123 Ms Samantha Greiner Hamilton Vic Australia N/G Sep 26, 2008 

122 Ms Lisa Croatto Riddells Creek Victoria N/G N/G Sep 26, 2008 

121 Mr Robert Bender Ivanhoe East Victoria Australia View Sep 26, 2008 

120 Mr John Dodd N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 26, 2008 

119 Ms Judith Oliver Footscray N/G Australia View Sep 25, 2008 

118 Mr Doug Godsil Melton Victoria Australia View Sep 25, 2008 

117 Mr Harry van Moorst Wyndhamvale N/G Australia N/G Sep 24, 2008 

116 Miss Amanda Dodd Snake Valley Vic Australia View Sep 24, 2008 

115 Ms Melissa Green Loch Victoria Australia View Sep 24, 2008 

114 Mr Davide Coppolino Airport West Victoria Australia View Sep 24, 2008 

113 N/G Dale Constable N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 24, 2008 

112 N/G Elizabeth Fenton Hamilton Victoria Australia View Sep 24, 2008 

111 N/G Margaret Ning Ngunnawal ACT Australia N/G Sep 24, 2008 

110 Miss Anonymous N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 24, 2008 

109 Mr Reto Zollinger N/G N/G Australia View Sep 23, 2008 

108 Mr Tony DiBlasio Hillside Victoria Australia View Sep 23, 2008 

107 Mrs Carmelina DiBlasio North Sunshine Victoria Australia N/G Sep 23, 2008 

106 Mr Mario DiBlasio North Sunshine Victoria N/G View Sep 23, 2008 

105 Mr David Francis N/G Victoria Australia N/G Sep 23, 2008 

# Title Name Town/City S/C/P Region Comment Date 

104 Mr Mark Lever Romsey Victoria Australia N/G Sep 23, 2008 

103 Ms Lyn Nicholls Riddells Creek N/G Australia N/G Sep 23, 2008 

102 Mr James Booth PRESTON VIC Australia N/G Sep 23, 2008 

101 N/G lyn hovey N/G N/G Austria N/G Sep 22, 2008 

100 N/G Tim Godfrey N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 22, 2008 

99 Dr Narelle Sutton N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 22, 2008 

98 N/G Karen Wales Caramut Victoria Australia View Sep 22, 2008 

97 Ms Lyn Godfrey Riddells Creek Vic N/G View Sep 22, 2008 

96 Mr Benjamin Barnett N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 22, 2008 

95 ms macarena ruiz N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 22, 2008 

94 Ms Sylvia McLean Riddells Creek 
3431 

Vic Australia View Sep 22, 2008 
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93 Ms Liz Hamilton Gellibrand Vic China N/G Sep 22, 2008 

92 Mr Anonymous N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 22, 2008 

91 Mr Michael Mathews Riddells Creek Victoria Australia N/G Sep 22, 2008 

90 Mr Frank Fardell Hoppers Crossing Victoria Australia View Sep 22, 2008 

89 Mr Rodney Dekker N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 22, 2008 

88 ms desrae ukena melton south vic Australia N/G Sep 22, 2008 

87 Dr Karyn Alexander Williamstown VIC Australia View Sep 22, 2008 

86 Mr Sean McCarthy N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 22, 2008 

85 Mrs. Sandra Akers Park Orchards vic Australia N/G Sep 22, 2008 

84 MS Rosabella Holt-McDonald N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 22, 2008 

83 Ms Vikki Wellam N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 22, 2008 

82 N/G Greg Wallis N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 22, 2008 

81 Mr Ross Howlett Hoppers Crossing N/G N/G N/G Sep 22, 2008 

80 Mr Paul Davis N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 22, 2008 

79 N/G christabelle Adams N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 22, 2008 

78 Miss Julie Kopunovich North Geelong Victoria Australia N/G Sep 22, 2008 

77 Ms Sonia Mahony N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 22, 2008 

76 Mr Anonymous N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 22, 2008 

75 Miss Debbie Reynolds Hillside Victoria Australia View Sep 21, 2008 

74 Mr Dan Wade N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

73 Ms. Susan Petch Maddingley Victoria Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

72 Mr. Michael Denyer Maddingley Victoria N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

71 Mrs Helena Lindorff N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

70 Mrs Betty Franklin St Albans VIc Australia View Sep 21, 2008 

69 Mr K Weatherman N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

68 Mr Michael Shackleton N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

67 ms fran cairns N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

66 Ms Stella Zimic N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

65 Mr Andrew Kramer N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

# Title Name Town/City S/C/P Region Comment Date 

64 Miss Stacey Parkinson Melton South VIC Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

63 Mr Craig Allen Forrest Victoria Australia View Sep 21, 2008 

62 Ms Darlene Reilly N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

61 Mr Leoluca Prestia Sunshine Victoria Australia View Sep 21, 2008 

60 Ms Geraldine Brooks Ardeer VIC N/G View Sep 21, 2008 

59 Mr Patrick McCormick N/G N/G Australia View Sep 21, 2008 

58 Mr Anonymous N/G N/G Australia View Sep 21, 2008 

57 Dr Carol Scarpaci N/G N/G Australia View Sep 21, 2008 

56 Mr Gavin Webber N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

55 Mr Martin Sharkey Ardeer Victoria Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

54 N/G Megan O'Shea N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

53 N/G mic inguanti N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

52 N/G Ian Baglieri N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

51 Ms Lisa Madigan Melton South Victoria Australia View Sep 21, 2008 

50 mr richard rowe N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

49 Dr Paul Adams N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

48 Mr John Bentley N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

47 ms sheryl webster Sunshine VIC Australia View Sep 21, 2008 

46 Mr Ivan Moore Bacchus Marsh Victoria Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

45 Mr Daryl Akers Melton South Victoria N/G View Sep 21, 2008 

44 Mr Adam Gloury N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

43 mr Scott McMillan Melton South Vic Australia View Sep 21, 2008 

42 N/G Tim Armstrong Umina NSW Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 
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41 Mr Brendon Flanagan N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

40 N/G D Jones Adelaide SA Australia View Sep 21, 2008 

39 N/G Kell smith N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

38 Mrs Liz Hunter Werribee N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

37 Ms Jennie Epstein Little River VIC Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

36 N/G Mark Carmody N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

35 N/G Daniel Keller N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

34 Ms Sarah Toohey N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 21, 2008 

33 Ms Rebecca Shackle N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 21, 2008 

32 mr Barry Axelsen Acacia Ridge Queensland Australia N/G Sep 20, 2008 

31 N/G Bob Dole N/G N/G N/G View Sep 20, 2008 

30 mr tyler peirce newport vic Australia N/G Sep 20, 2008 

29 Mr Michael Dowers N/G Queensland Australia N/G Sep 20, 2008 

28 Mr Glen Hall N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 20, 2008 

27 MR Cameron Laing N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 20, 2008 

26 mr ryan harvey taree nsw Australia N/G Sep 20, 2008 

25 N/G Frances Overmars N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 20, 2008 

24 N/G barry goldsmith N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 20, 2008 

23 N/G Per Thomsen N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 20, 2008 

22 Miss Anonymous Altona VIC Australia N/G Sep 19, 2008 

21 N/G Gill Best N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 19, 2008 

20 Dr Colin Hocking St Albans Victoria Australia View Sep 19, 2008 

19 Mr Roberto D'Andrea Northcote Victoria Australia N/G Sep 19, 2008 

18 Mr Paul Harder Point Cook Vic Australia View Sep 19, 2008 

17 MR Christopher Clarke Thornbury Victoria N/G N/G Sep 19, 2008 

16 mrs jane canaway Avondale Heights vic Australia View Sep 19, 2008 

15 Miss Helen Moss N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 19, 2008 

14 Mr Matthew Dell N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 19, 2008 

13 Miss Linda Bester N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 19, 2008 

12 Mr Alex Smart Werribee Vic Australia N/G Sep 19, 2008 

11 Mrs Colleen Miller Williamstown Victoria Australia N/G Sep 19, 2008 

10 Ms Georgia Garrard N/G N/G Australia N/G Sep 19, 2008 

9 Dr Nick Williams N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 19, 2008 

8 Dr Russell Best N/G N/G Australia View Sep 19, 2008 

7 Mrs Marina De Nola Caroline springs Victoria Australia View Sep 19, 2008 

6 Mrs. Roslyn Nataprawira Flemington Vic Australia View Sep 19, 2008 

5 Miss Julia Franco N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 19, 2008 

4 Dr Jeff Yugovic Port Melbourne Victoria Australia N/G Sep 19, 2008 

3 Mr Daniel Gilmore N/G N/G N/G N/G Sep 19, 2008 

2 Mr Peter Fraser N/G Victoria Australia N/G Sep 19, 2008 

1 Mr Giorgio De Nola N/G Victoria Australia View Sep 18, 2008 

 
 

END OF DOCUMENT 


