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1. About you
1 What is your name?
First name:
Peter
Last name:
Hill

2 Are you making this submission as an individual or on behalf of an organisation?
Organisation
Organisation name (if applicable):
Town and Country Planning Association Incorporated
What is the scope of your organisation? :
State

3 What sector best represents you or your organisation?
What sector best represents your organisation? :
Other
If Other, please specify::
Town and Regional Planning; Environment; and Transport planning

4 Which State or Territory are you from?
Which State or Territory are you from?:
Victoria

5 Do you identify as Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander?
No

6 What are your key areas of interest in the EPBC Act?
The objects of the Act, Threatened species, International obligations, Indigenous Australians, Heritage, Matters of National Environmental Significance,
Environmental Impact Assessments, Cumulative impacts, Climate change, Decision making, Public participation in decision making, Biodiversity, Conservation
Other:

7 Can the EPBC Act Review Secretariat contact you about your submission?
Yes
If Yes, please enter your email :
secretary@tcpa.org.au

2. About the EPBC Act
1 Some have argued that past changes to the EPBC Act to add new matters of national environmental significance did not go far enough.
Others have argued it has extended the regulatory reach of the Commonwealth too far. What do you think?
have argued that past changes to the EPBC Act of adding new matters of national environmental significance did not go far enough. Others have
argued it has extended the regulatory reach of the Commonwealth too far. What do you think?:
GUIDANCE MATERIAL
The current “Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act: Guide to the EPBC Act” (2010) (Guide to the EPBC Act) is now 10 years out of date. It
needs updating to better reflect more recent and current guidance materials.
As it stands, it focusses merely on the approval processes under the EPBC Act. There is no mention or description of the relationship of the EPBC Act to:
• “Heads of agreement on Commonwealth and State roles and responsibilities for the Environment” (COAG, Nov 1997) (Heads of Agreemant)
http://www.environment.gov.au/resource/heads-agreement-commonwealth-and-state-roles-and-responsibilities-environment
• The framework of the EPBC Act and its links to other relevant acts.

• Case studies relevant to each area of interest within the EPBC Act
The Guide to the EPBC Act and similar on-line resource needs to be reviewed. Readers and viewers need to have greater clarity on the contents of the EPBC Act
and how to navigate its complexities, rather than just the assessment process.
EPBC ACT
The EPBC Act itself has become so unwieldy and convoluted that it is almost impossible to navigate. The Table(s) of Contents together comprise some 54 pages
and 11,737 words. The Tables of Contents are in need a guide, much less the EPBC Act itself.
The EPBC Act attempts to provide a holistic framework for approval and enforcement processes. However, the broad and complex nature of matters covered by
the EPBC Act and the fact that many assessments deal with multiple matters of significance further highlight the need for clearer guidance about the EPBC Act
itself. For example, the Western Port region and the Mornington Peninsula in Victoria are affected by many issues dealt with under different parts of the EPBC
Act, including:
• Western Port Ramsar site
• Mornington Peninsula and Western Port UNESCO Biosphere Reserve
• Point Nepean (national heritage site and items)

2 How could the principle of Ecologically Sustainable Development (ESD) be better reflected in the EPBC Act? For example, could the
consideration of environmental, social and economic factors, which are core components of ESD, be achieved through greater inclusion of
cost benefit analysis in decision making?
How could the principle of Ecologically Sustainable Development (ESD) be better reflected in the EPBC Act?:
PRINCIPLE OF ECOLOGICALLY SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
Decision making requirements for the Minister need to be more specifically stated.
Several issues: What is "sustainable"? A suggested definition:
• “The measure of a process, or system of processes, or state of affairs that can continue indefinitely without losses within this system eventually degrading its
quality or halting it.”
• Consider all together
(1) ecological dimensions of systemic sustainability,
(2) sociological dimensions, and
(3) economic dimensions
Cost-benefit analysis in decision making
In terms of cost-benefit analyses, many of the factors covered by ESD principles have yet to have measures defined or methodologies established to enable
measurement. Until these are better established these analyses may well provide detrimental biases to an assessment. More work needs to be undertaken to
establish the role and detail scope of cost benefit analysis.
With respect to "cost benefit analysis", there is need to comprehend externality costs, and in different timeframes. Capital return time frame might be 30 years.
However, intergenerational span might be a human lifetime!

3 Should the objects of the EPBC Act be more specific?
Should the objects of the EPBC Act be more specific?:
OBJECTS OF EPBC ACT
No. However, it should be noted that the scope of object is indicative of the complexity of environmental and heritage assessments.

4 Should the matters of national environmental significance within the EPBC Act be changed? How?
Should the matters of national environmental significance within the EPBC Act be changed? How?:
MATTERS OF NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL SIGNIFICANCE
The listing is a muddle of heritage items, flora, fauna, activities and spaces/regions. What seems to be required are clearer ways of identifying matters from a
geographic perspective, including:
• integrating various thematic databases based on geography
• enabling GIS mapping systems to show both all identified matters and to filter by themes. The current on-line tool is not very stable (with EPBC servers dropping
out/not available) and, even with highest speed NBN available, often very slow to refresh.

5 Which elements of the EPBC Act should be priorities for reform? For example, should future reforms focus on assessment and approval
processes or on biodiversity conservation? Should the Act have proactive mechanisms to enable landholders to protect matters of
national environmental significance and biodiversity, removing the need for regulation in the right circumstances?
Which elements of the EPBC Act should be priorities for reform? For example, should future reforms focus on assessment and approval processes or
on biodiversity conservation? Should the Act have proactive mechanisms to enable landholders to protect matters of national environmental
significance and biodiversity, removing the need for regulation in the right circumstances?:
PRIORITIES FOR REFORM
The area of strategic assessments needs to be more clearly expressed in the EPBC Act. Current provisions simply focus on Terms of Reference and processes
rather than the concepts of significant landscapes or regions. It need to recognise a process for defining those landscapes and regions in terms of the matters to
be protected.
Landholder initiatives
Suggestion:
• Landowners being able to place covenants on land titles that would protect environmental aspects in perpetuity, even upon transfer of title ownership

6 What high level concerns should the review focus on? For example, should there be greater focus on better guidance on the EPBC Act,
including clear environmental standards? How effective has the EPBC Act been in achieving its statutory objectives to protect the
environment and promote ecologically sustainable development and biodiversity conservation? What have been the economic costs
associated with the operation and administration of the EPBC Act?
What high level concerns should the review focus on? For example, should there be greater focus on better guidance on EPBC Act, including clear
environmental standards? How effective has the EPBC Act been in achieving its statutory objectives to protect the environment and promote
ecologically sustainable development and biodiversity conservation? What have been the economic costs associated with the operation and
administration of the EPBC Act?:
HIGH LEVEL ISSUES FOR THE REVIEW
• Better guidance both in printed and on-line.
• Better use of case studies
• Environmental standards and methodologies need to be clearly stated and readily available
• Better reporting of monitoring and lessons learnt.
The EPBC Act itself usually operates in parallel with State/Territory project assessment processes addressing the same issues. The economic costs would
therefore be common, except for the time taken for the Commonwealth to finalise its decision which must be completed before the relevant State/Territory
decisions.
Decision making under the EPBC Act will need to address and even cover issues in common with other jurisdictional planning and environmental protection
frameworks
• For example, metropolitan urban sprawl and its reduction of valuable farmland and "buffer" lands, and impacts on natural waterways.
• How do decisions place a value on land for conservation and agriculture compared with the urban sub-divisional opportunity value with consequent
land-banking?

3. What the future looks like
7 What additional future trends or supporting evidence should be drawn on to inform the review?
What additional future trends or supporting evidence should be drawn on to inform the review?:
No comment at this stage. The Town and Country Planning Association Incorporated (TCPA) looks forward to this being addressed in the Review’s Draft Report
due in June 2020.

4.A. The role of the EPBC Act
8 Should the EPBC Act regulate environmental and heritage outcomes instead of managing prescriptive processes?
Should the EPBC Act regulate environmental and heritage outcomes instead of managing prescriptive processes?:
REGULATION OF OUTCOMES OR OF MANAGING PRESCRIPTIVE PROCESSES
It should be capable of doing both, as assessment processes will inevitably be required
Any outcomes-based approach is unlikely to succeed if it focuses only on “industry” and “environment” outcomes. In a world where everything is related to
everything else, where would that leave associated “spatial”, “community”, “health” or “education” outcomes, for example?
In terms of “standards-settings” and “endorsed state and territory processes”, it is unclear as to the level of accreditation of such standards being contemplated.
For example, several of the following arrangements and standards would need to be addressed.
• COAG agreements, such as the 1997 Heads of Agreement
• COAG Councils’ endorsed policies and agreements
• Technical standards developed via Standards Australia processes
• Codes of practice
• Established precedents based on case studies
Each as its own level of risk and rigour, but how would the EPBC Act give regulatory standing to each?
In terms of “endorsed state and territory processes”,
• Who would define and endorse those processes?
• Would (or, indeed, should) “endorsement” be challengeable?
It may be easier to allow Commonwealth and State/Territory processes to continue to operate in parallel.

4.B. Better environment and heritage outcomes
9 Should the EPBC Act position the Commonwealth to take a stronger role in delivering environmental and heritage outcomes in our
federated system? Who should articulate outcomes? Who should provide oversight of the outcomes? How do we know if outcomes are
being achieved?
Should the EPBC Act position the Commonwealth to take a stronger role in delivering environmental and heritage outcomes in our federated system?
Who should articulate outcomes? Who should provide oversight of the outcomes? How do we know if outcomes are being achieved?:
This question overlaps with and follows on from Question 8

STRONGER ROLE FOR THE COMMONWEALTH IN ENVIRONMENTAL & HERITAGE OUTCOMES
This seems to be suggesting that the 1997 COAG Heads of Agreement needs to be revisited. The discussion paper has not addressed the terms of the Heads of
Agreement. Perhaps it needs to, if only to determine whether the EPBC Act is fully implementing the Agreement and, if not, why?
• http://www.environment.gov.au/resource/heads-agreement-commonwealth-and-state-roles-and-responsibilities-environment
In terms of outcomes, modern strategic and regulatory frameworks do include mandatory review and reporting. In terms of the EPBC Act, this is undertaken via
the 5-yearly “State of the Environment Report” (SOE Report).
• See 2016 SOE Report at https://soe.environment.gov.au/
Citizen Science
It is interesting to note that the 2016 SOE Report refers to the potential roles for the emerging citizen science.
“Citizen science has rapidly increased, resulting in improved observations of the environment that, in turn, provide knowledge to support more effective
management.”
See: https://soe.environment.gov.au/theme/overview/headlines
TCPA members have participated in citizen science activities across a range of environmental issues. The review of the EPBC Act needs to consider whether this
emerging trend can be recognised or be given standing via the EPBC Act.

10 Should there be a greater role for national environmental standards in achieving the outcomes the EPBC Act seeks to achieve?
Should there be a greater role for national environmental standards in achieving the outcomes the EPBC Act aims to deliver?:
SEE QUESTION 8

11 How can environmental protection and environmental restoration be best achieved together?
How can environmental protection and environmental restoration be best achieved together?:
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION
Environmental “restoration” is usually included in environment and land use planning approvals. In any instances, the approvals are for activities that last many
years/decades (e.g. mining, quarrying, transport infrastructure etc.). During these periods, the environment alters significantly. So, the nature of the “restored”
environment may still be significantly different to the original environment.
“Restoration” could apply to heritage buildings or sites, but not much else. Perhaps an outcome could be achieving an ecologically sustainable environment with
specified characteristics as a condition of approval for a particular project. This would allow for the assessment of different solutions against the broader outcome
as well as the development of environmental and land management plans.

12 Are heritage management plans and associated incentives sensible mechanisms to improve? How can the EPBC Act adequately
represent Indigenous culturally important places? Should protection and management be place-based instead of values based?
Are heritage management plans and associated incentives sensible mechanisms to improve? How can the EPBC Act adequately represent Indigenous
culturally important places? Should protection and management be place-based instead of values based?:
INDIGENOUS HERITAGE MATTERS
It would be useful to establish a register of significant indigenous culturally important places and items and the criteria and processes for inclusion of future
additions to the register
• There is a need to work with indigenous communities to understand the full scope of their interests.
• The Western Highway duplication projects in Victoria should form the basis of a case study to understand the issues and challenges as well as a process for
establishing national data bases and mapping programs.
https://www.theage.com.au/national/victoria/watchdog-probes-road-project-set-to-chop-sacred-aboriginal-trees-20200413-p54jde.html
• https://ulurustatement.org/
Heritage protection should be both place-based and values-based.

4.C. More efficient and effective regulation and administration
13 Should the EPBC Act require the use of strategic assessments to replace case-by-case assessments? Who should lead or participate in
strategic assessments?
Should the EPBC Act require the use of strategic assessments to replace case-by-case assessments? Who should lead or participate in strategic
assessments?:
STRATEGIC ASSESSMENTS
No. A strategic assessment should focus on a higher-level assessment which sets the strategic framework for developments and activities that may be
undertaken over a period of time. It would allow for the detail of a project to be subject of further approvals. This 2-tier approach is similar to processes under the
Airports Act 1996 (Cwth) where an approved airport master plan sets the framework for airport developments – each of which, in turn, require an approved major
development plan.
• It should be noted that the EPBC Act exempts the approvals under the Airports Act.
• While the Airports Act processes are not a good replication of the EPBC Act, in that there is no provision for an independent review of airport master plans or
major development plan proposals, the model of approving a strategic level airport master plan and subsequent detailed major development plans and of
identifying key stakeholders/participants could be a useful concept to consider.
Western Port and Mornington Peninsula
As noted in Question 1, the Western Port region and the Mornington Peninsula in Victoria include the Western Port Ramsar site, the Mornington Peninsula and

Western Port UNESCO Biosphere Reserve and Point Nepean (national heritage site and items). Environment and heritage assessments associated with
developments in those area have yielded data only relevant to those proposals.
There is no overall assessment of this region, despite various attempts since the 1970s, starting with the “Westernport Bay Environmental Study 1973 – 1974”
(1975, prepared for the Ministry for Conservation Victoria by Professor Maurice A. Shapiro), known as the Shapiro Report. This report was effectively a scoping
study recommending a more detailed strategic assessment for an area where significant developments were contemplated – sea port expansion, new airport,
industrial development, south east urban growth corridor, growth in towns along the Mornington Peninsula and protection of significant agricultural lands.
This is a complex region under even increased pressure 45 years later and should be a high-priority candidate for a strategic assessment.

14 Should the matters of national significance be refined to remove duplication of responsibilities between different levels of government?
Should states be delegated to deliver EPBC Act outcomes subject to national standards?
Should the matters of national significance be refined to remove duplication of responsibilities between different levels of government? Should states
be delegated to deliver EPBC Act outcomes subject to national standards?:
SEE QUESTION 8

15 Should low-risk projects receive automatic approval or be exempt in some way? How could data help support this approach? Should a
national environmental database be developed? Should all data from environmental impact assessments be made publicly available?
Should low-risk projects receive automatic approval or be exempt in some way? How could data help support this approach? Should a national
environmental database be developed? Should all data from environmental impact assessments be made publicly available?:
“LOW RISK” PROJECTS
The level of analysis to determine whether a particular project is low or high risk is essentially the same. Variables will include geography, scale of development
and the context of the project within the scope of the respective national interests. What may be considered low-risk in one location could well be quite the
opposite in another.
The EPBC Act has provision for the Minister to determine that a proposal does not require an assessment, but, as the impacts would reflect (or not) on issues of
national concern, the Minister should still make a determination.
DATA ACCESSIBILITY
Data associated with EPBC Act assessments are usually framed and analysed in terms of the particular project scope. There is the potential for other data to be
missed, particularly where they may relate to matters outside the national interest or just outside the geographic area of analysis. While parallel state and territory
based environmental assessments may address these, would a national database necessarily be able to address the full picture under the auspices of the EPBC
Act?
If databases were to be established
• They need to be publicly accessible (together with their associated analyses).
• They need to be mapped to enable proponents to identify all likely sources for assessment. Modern day GIS mapping systems should be able to display items
and areas of national interest in much the same way as is done in Victorian planning scheme mapping where different layers can be viewed at the same time or
individually at any scale.
• All data from environmental impact assessments should be publicly available (together with their associated analyses, limitations and lessons learnt).

16 Should the Commonwealth’s regulatory role under the EPBC Act focus on habitat management at a landscape-scale rather than
species-specific protections?
Should the Commonwealth’s regulatory role under the EPBC Act focus on habitat management at a landscape-scale rather than species-specific
protections? :
REGULATORY ROLE
It is not a case of either/or, both are important.

17 Should the EPBC Act be amended to enable broader accreditation of state and territory, local and other processes?
Should the EPBC Act be amended to enable broader accreditation of state, local and other processes?:
ACCREDITATION
State, territory, local and other processes
Matters that trigger an assessment under the EPBC Act are also likely to be of state/territory significance and thereby triggering state/territory legislation and
ministerial approvals. Proponents are already addressing the matters of national significance to satisfy state/territory requirements, so there are no additional
costs to those parties.
It should be noted that state/territory environmental assessments cover a larger range of matters than the EPBC Act. In relative terms then, ministerial decisions
under the EPBC Act form the minority of environmental decisions. Currently, commonwealth and state/territory arrangements allow for a shared process through
bilateral agreements where such matters are addressed (particularly for independent review processes).
• In Victoria, at least, the independent review process is undertaken by Planning Panels Victoria, with panels or advisory committees assembled from a pool of
experts (usually 3 – 5 members) to report to the relevant decision authority and Minister on a particular proposal. Examples involving the EPBC Act processes
have included Port of Melbourne Channel Deepening Project, Golden Plains Windfarm Project and the North East Link Project.
Self-regulation
It is not a case of “incentives”. Self-regulation in the development sector generally is under a serious cloud (flammable cladding, building construction certification
etc.). While most accredited professionals do the correct thing, it would not be appropriate to extend the accreditations to “environment professionals” broadly.
“Environment professionals” usually operate within their individual areas of expertise – flora, fauna, marine environments, mining, air quality, noise, post-contact
heritage, indigenous heritage etc. Most projects assessed under the EPBC Act and state/territory environmental legislation trigger multiple environmental issues,
therefore requiring multiple experts. It is not even evident that there is a single accreditation model that would cover all contingencies.

18 Are there adequate incentives to give the community confidence in self-regulation?
Are there adequate incentives to give the community confidence in self-regulation?:
SEE QUESTION 17

4.D. Indigenous Australians' knowledge and experience
19 How should the EPBC Act support the engagement of Indigenous Australians in environment and heritage management?
How should the EPBC Act support the engagement of Indigenous Australians in environment and heritage management?:
THIS SEEMS TO BE REPEATING THE THEMES OF QUESTION 12

4.E. Community inclusion, trust and transparency
20 How should community involvement in decision-making under the EPBC Act be improved? For example, should community
representation in environmental advisory and decision making bodies be increased?
How should community involvement in decision making under the EPBC Act be improved? For example, should community representation in
environmental advisory and decision making bodies be increased?:
COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
Community involvement is crucial in assessment scoping and project development, but the extent of community representation in decision-making bodies is far
more problematic. Community stakeholders are varied and often have differing (even competing) core interests.
• Representation on decision making bodies raises the question of which group is included?
• Communities wish to be part of a process to ensure their issues are addressed in both project development and the assessment processes, without feeling
compromised when a final decision is contrary to their concerns.

21 What is the priority for reform to governance arrangements? The decision-making structures or the transparency of decisions? Should
the decision makers under the EPBC Act be supported by different governance arrangements?
What is the priority for reform to governance arrangements? The decision-making structures or the transparency of decisions? Should the decision
makers under the EPBC Act be supported by different governance arrangements?:
GOVERNANCE
The priority should be to ensure that both the decision-making structures and the transparency of decisions can be clearly understood by all parties and
stakeholders. This involves establishing:
• clearly articulated roles for each player
• clearly articulated decision making criteria for each type of decision
• full reporting of all matters that need to be addressed in informing an assessment
“Decision makers” can have many roles. They can be:
• statutory authorities that provide advice to governments/ministers
• Commonwealth Government departments that provide advice to ministers
• local governments
• state/territory governments providing advice to the Commonwealth
• accountable minister under the EPBC Act
Creating a new statutory authority is also problematic, as such authorities are created to be accountable to a minister. Ultimately, the Minister under the EPBC Act
would still be the final decision maker.

4.F. Innovative approaches
22 What innovative approaches could the review consider that could efficiently and effectively deliver the intended outcomes of the EPBC
Act? What safeguards would be needed?
What innovative approaches could the review consider that could efficiently and effectively deliver the intended outcomes of the EPBC Act? What
safeguards would be needed?:
No comment at this stage. The TCPA looks forward to this being addressed in the Review’s Draft Report due in June 2020.

23 Should the Commonwealth establish new environmental markets? Should the Commonwealth implement a trust fund for environmental
outcomes?
Should the Commonwealth establish new environmental markets? Should the Commonwealth implement a trust fund for environmental outcomes? :
No comment at this stage. The TCPA looks forward to this being addressed in the Review’s Draft Report due in June 2020.

24 What do you see are the key opportunities to improve the current system of environmental offsetting under the EPBC Act?
What do you see are the key opportunities to improve the current system of environmental offsetting under the EPBC Act?:
No comment at this stage. The TCPA looks forward to this being addressed in the Review’s Draft Report due in June 2020.

25 How could private sector and philanthropic investment in the environment be best supported by the EPBC Act?

How could private sector and philanthropic investment in the environment be best supported by the EPBC Act?:
No comment at this stage. The TCPA looks forward to this being addressed in the Review’s Draft Report due in June 2020.

5. Principles to guide future reform
26 Do you have suggested improvements to the above principles? How should they be applied during the review and in future reform?
Do you have suggested improvements to the above principles? How should they be applied during the Review and in future reform?:
PRINCIPLES TO GUIDE FUTURE REFORM
These principles are generally appropriate for the review of the EPBC Act. However, as the EPBC Act addresses both the environment and heritage, each
principle needs to strongly reflect both and their social (as well as economic and environmental) outcomes. Some suggested changes to the wording where
indicated below:
Effective protection of Australia’s environment
[UNCHANGED]
Protecting Australia’s unique environment and heritage through effective, clear and focussed protections for the benefit of current and future generations.
Making decisions simpler
[AMENDED TO READ AS FOLLOWS]
Achieving efficiency and certainty in decision making, including by reducing unnecessary regulatory burdens for Australians, businesses, organisations and
governments.
Indigenous knowledge and experience
[AMENDED TO READ AS FOLLOWS]
Ensuring the role of Indigenous Australians’ knowledge and experience in managing Australia’s environment and heritage, particularly by identifying and
recording matters of significance and then informing decision making.
Improving inclusion, trust and transparency
[AMENDED TO READ AS FOLLOWS]
Improving inclusion, trust and transparency through better recording of and access to information and decision making, and improved governance and
accountability arrangements.
Supporting partnerships and economic opportunity
[AMENDED TO READ AS FOLLOWS]
Support partnerships to deliver for the environment and heritage, supporting community understanding investment and creating new jobs.
Integrating planning
[AMENDED TO READ AS FOLLOWS]
Streamlining and integrating planning to support ecologically sustainable development, biodiversity conservation and heritage protection.

6. General questions
27 Is the EPBC Act delivering what was intended in an efficient and effective manner?
Is the EPBC Act delivering what was intended in an efficient and effective manner?:
In the main, but as noted previously there are areas for improvement and greater clarity when navigating the complex interrelationships of the very lengthy EPBC
Act.
Noting that the COAG Heads of Agreement is over 22 years old, the Review should consider whether matters covered in the agreement are fully covered by the
EPBC Act and, if not, why. As noted earlier, the Airports Act 1996, lacks provision for independent review of issues raised during public consultation processes.

28 How well is the EPBC Act being administered?
How well is the EPBC Act being administered?:
Generally speaking, the EPBC Act administration has been smooth and interactions with other jurisdictions have occurred through assessment processes.
However, as shown with recent assessments for upgrades to the Western Highway in Victoria, decisions need to be able to demonstrate that they have been
made after FULL consideration of all the issues.

29 Is the EPBC Act sufficient to address future challenges? Why?
Is the EPBC Act sufficient to address future challenges? Why?:
As a general rule it should be. However, if there are gaps in knowledge and understanding of key areas, such as indigenous heritage, and there is not a clear
strategy in place to rectify such gaps, decision making under the EPBC Act may be challenged more often.

30 What are the priority areas for reform?
What are the priority areas for reform?:
As noted throughout this submission, priority needs to be given to:
• Providing clearer guidance to support the EPBC Act; and
• Preparing strategies to address knowledge gaps, particularly indigenous heritage.

31 What changes are needed to the EPBC Act? Why?
What changes are needed to the EPBC Act? Why?:
Subject to matters raised previous, no further comment at this stage. The TCPA looks forward to this being addressed in the Review’s Draft Report due in June
2020.

32 Is there anything else of importance to you that you would like the review to consider?
Is there anything else of importance to you that you would like the review to consider?:
No further comment at this stage. The TCPA looks forward to this being addressed in the Review’s Draft Report due in June 2020.

7. Add an attachment
Add attachment
Add attachment:
No file was uploaded

8. Publication permission
33 Do you give permission for your submission to be published?
Yes - with my name and/or organisation (if included)

