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Submission to the inquiry into Ecosystem decline in Victoria
31st August 2020
Dear sir/madam,
I write as a Victorian resident, taxpayer and voter and someone who lives in country Victoria. I live in
Mirboo North in South Gippsland. I make a submission regarding point B of the terms of reference.
I believe the lack of any action or inconsistent action by local councils to protect Victoria’s
environment/ecosystems needs to be addressed by law that enforces protections on local
councils. Please recommended making councils accountable by law that they to protect native
vegetation and ecosystems. At the moment they say they do and care and then they are making
decisions that destroy native vegetation and ecosystems.
I would like to give you a shocking example of showing native vegetation/eco systems scant regard
by our local council, being the South Gippsland Shire council just this week. This has to stop and I
think the any way to do that is take control away from the council or pass laws that enforce the
protection of native vegetation on local councils. Leave no loop holes or if you make any rulings that
the not enforceable, local councils will just disregard them. After what I have seen firsthand, councils
can’t be trusted to do it themselves as all they can see is development providing more rates, the
environment is last on their agendas as well on concerned residents who want to save native
vegetation and ecosystems. While councils talk about it, the facts are on the ground they could not
care less, more rates, more rates, more rates that is all they care about.
All the below is on the public record.
The owner on a block in our Estate in Mirboo north wanted to subdivide his land into the three
blocks and this would have involved a large amount of native vegetation being removed. Local
concerned residents wrote submissions against the subdivision and council supported us and on the
refusal letter they stated (A copy of the refusal is attached for your reference):
1. The Proposal is inconsistent with Clause 12.01-2S of the Planning policy framework, as the
subdivision will result in an unacceptable level of native vegetation removal that could be
avoided or minimised.
2. The Proposal is inconsistent with Clause 21.09-2 of the Local Planning Policy Framework, as
the subdivision fails to retain and enchase remnant vegetation within urban areas.
3. The proposal is inconsistent with the purpose of the Rural Living Zone to protect and
enchase the biodiversity and landscape values of the area.
6. The proposed subdivision would result in an excessive level of native vegetation removal to
facilitate defendable space for each proposed lot, contrary to the objectives of Clause 52.17
and the Guidelines for the removal, destruction or lopping of native vegetation (Department
of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, 2017). The application has not satisfactorily
demonstrated that vegetation removal has been avoided or minimised to the maximum
extent possible.
Then the owner resubmitted an application to subdivide his blocks into 2 blocks recently then all of a
sudden all the above was just dismissed and seemed to not apply anymore and were not addressed
at all and the reduction of 3 to 2 will make no or very little change to the need to the amount of
native vegetation that needs to be removed and did nothing to address any of the above in any
meaningful way. Also, under no measure does the subdivision enchase biodiversity and none of
these mattered to the council at all including the guidelines and frameworks. They were just tossed
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aside with no respect. Also all the views of concerned residents were also dismissed out of hand by
the administrators of the council as they took a few minutes to approve the application. Ecosystems
will not survive when you have councils like South Gippsland being in charge of them on the ground.
While residents care and act, our council does not care less, and other councils are no better. It is all
about smoke and mirrors and more rates above everything else.
There also needs to be a way to protect ecosystems from a change of government
In Mirboo North our forests that are loved by the community were going to be logged by VicForests
so the community fought back and went into the forests and did surveys all completed by volunteers
with nothing to gain personally but to protect these forests and found endangered species including
the greater glider in really good numbers. But this was still not enough and VicForests just dismissed
all the work or volunteers and the community until the State government gave the area immediate
protection as part of the policy to stop native forest logging. It was a pity that it took a change of
policy by the State government and not current legislation to protect these endangered native
forests. Victoria needs legislation that protects ecosystems and that this legislation is monitored and
enforced.
On the ground, State government agencies and publicly owned business’s like VicForests are failing
in their roles to protect ecosystems. How many court case rulings do we need to have against these
agencies and VicForests before something happens. I call on the Inquiry to call for these empowered
agencies to be accountable for their failings and ensure they do they jobs or face funding
cuts/massive fines. It is not about changing the legislation, so they can destroy ecosystems it is about
following the legislation it is about stronger legislation and for these agencies and companies to be
held to account if don’t follow legislation and this should include holding senior executives
accountable for their failings.
If the Liberals/Nationals get into power, they plan to support native forest logging and overturn the
end of native forest logging. I have no doubt the Mirboo North forests will be logged and that will be
the end of greater gliders in Mirboo North. We need strong legislation that protects ecosystems
whoever is in government and we need them now.
Regarding First people’s, having visited a number of their communities in my job and haven spoken
to them and listened to them, we could do a lot worse than asking them to manage ecosystems or
for their ideas. They have a connection to country that I can’t believe, and they value country and
care. They are a under used resource that we need to use more and give them power and listen to
them and try what they say, what have we got to lose by listening and acting, all I can see is upside.
Please make recommendations to stop the decline of eco systems and hold local and state
governments that are in charge of ecosystems to account, be strong and don’t hold back as we need
real and strong action and we need it now.
Regards,

Stephen Koci
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28 May 2019

BS Kooistra
PO BOX 322
Officer VIC 3809

Dear Sir/Madam
Re:

Application No:
Proposed:

2018/304
Subdivision of the land into three (3) lots, removal
of native vegetation and creation of a restriction
under Section 23 of the Subdivision Act

Location:

I refer to the above application and advise that the application has been refused.
attached Refusal Notice for the reasons this decision was made.

Please refer to the

Should you wish to lodge an appeal against the decision you will be required to lodge an application for
review with the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT). The process for lodging an application
for review is set out on the back of the enclosed notice.
Should you have any questions or need further information, please do not hesitate to contact me on 5662
9806 or tim.berger@southgippsland.vic.gov.au.
Yours faithfully,

Tim Berger
Statutory Planning Officer
Planning Department
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South Gippsland Shire Council
NOTICE OF DECISION TO
REFUSE TO GRANT A
PERMIT

Permit No:
Planning Scheme:

2018/304
South Gippsland

Responsible Authority:

South Gippsland Shire Council

ADDRESS OF THE LAND:
Land Title:

L15 PS302507G Parish of Mirboo

Land Address:
WHAT HAS BEEN REFUSED?
Subdivision of the land into three (3) lots, removal of native vegetation and creation of a restriction under
Section 23 of the Subdivision Act 1988
WHAT ARE THE REASONS FOR REFUSAL?
1) The proposal is inconsistent with Clause 12.01-2S of the Planning Policy Framework, as the
subdivision will result in an unacceptable level of native vegetation removal that could be avoided
or minimised.
2) The proposal is inconsistent with Clauses 15.01-3S, 15.01-5S and 15.01-6S, as the subdivision

would be detrimental to the neighbourhood character of the rural living estate and would result in
unacceptable amenity impacts.
3) The proposal is inconsistent with Clause 21.09-2 of the Local Planning Policy Framework, as the
subdivision fails to retain and enhance remnant vegetation within urban areas.
4) The proposal is inconsistent with the purpose of the Rural Living Zone to protect and enhance the
biodiversity and landscape values of the area.
5) The proposal would lead to unacceptable amenity and landscape impacts on the property at 6A
Gilfedder Terrace, by introducing a building envelope within 5 metres of the shared property
boundary.
6) The proposed subdivision would result in an excessive level of native vegetation removal to
facilitate defendable space for each proposed lot, contrary to the objectives of Clause 52.17 and
the Guidelines for the removal, destruction or lopping of native vegetation (Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning, 2017). The application has not satisfactorily demonstrated
that vegetation removal has been avoided or minimised to the maximum extent possible.
7) The proposal is inconsistent with Clauses 15.01-3S and 65.02 of the South Gippsland Planning
Scheme, as the subdivision fails to respond to the existing subdivision pattern of the area, the
physical characteristics of the land, the vegetation on the land, the sense of place within the estate
and would result in the creation of lots that do not integrate with the balance of the estate.
8) The proposal contains a number of inconsistent elements, inaccurate measurements and
information that prevents a full, comprehensive assessment of the proposal against the relevant
planning scheme controls. Such errors will not facilitate an orderly planning outcome.
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IMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT THIS NOTICE

WHAT HAS BEEN DECIDED?
• The responsible authority has decided to refuse to grant a permit.
(Note: This is not a refusal under Division 5 of Part 4 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987.)
• This notice sets out the grounds on which the application has been refused.
• The grounds on which the application has been refused are those of the responsible authority unless
otherwise stated.
WHAT ABOUT REVIEWS?
For the applicant• The person who applied for the permit may apply for a review of the refusal.
• The application for review must be lodged within 60 days of the giving of this notice.
• An application for review is lodged with the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
• An application for review must be made on the relevant form which can be obtained from the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal and be accompanied by the applicable fee.
• An application for review must state the grounds upon which it is based.
• A copy of an application for review must be served on the responsible authority, each other party
and each other person entitled to notice of the application for review under the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 and the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 within 7 days
after lodging the application with the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
• Details about applications for review and the fees payable can be obtained from the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal.
For a recommending referral authority• If the applicant applies for a review of this decision, the applicant must give notice to any
recommending referral authority that objected to the grant of the permit after an application for
review is lodged.
For an objector• If the applicant applies for a review of this decision, the applicant must give notice to objectors in
accordance with the requirements of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 and the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998.
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