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INTRODUCTION
My submission is made on behalf of the "Friends of the Bellarine Hills" Portarlington, of
which I am a member. It relates to the sale or alienation of public land for development
and the sale or alienation of public space for the purposes of private development. The
land I refer to is the foreshore ofPortarlington largely under the control of"Bellarine
Bayside" who come under the aegis of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment.
On the land within the red lines (see attached document from Parks Victoria) there are
some public buildings controlled by the City of Greater Geelong. Among these are a
Kindergarten, a Band Rotunda, a Senior Citizens Clubroom, a C.F.A. station and a small
Scout premise. There are two cafes with street frontage in the area and a hall belonging
to Bellarine Bayside. Apart from these public non-commercial buildings the space
between the sea and the main street (Newcomb Street) is open to the general public for
picnics, strolling and general low key scenic enjoyment with an uninterrupted view of the
bay, the pier and Portarlington's small harbour, which open space is under the control of
Parks Victoria.
THE PROCESS
As can be seen in the attached document from Parks Victoria, this organization in
2002-2003 codified earlier plans to redevelop the pier and harbour of Portarlington under
the Victorian Coastal Strategy process chaired by Diane lames, partner of the current
head of Parks Victoria, Mark Stone. Mr. Stone held this post during the Kennett
government and is remembered for his efforts to push through commercial development
at Wilson's Promontory.
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The Portarlington development began as a re-development of the pier only, and the
proposals were put to the people of the town with three options as to how this should
occur. This year (2007) however, after a considerable period of inaction, the proposal resurfaced as a development of the entire foreshore abutting the pier from the main street
(Newcomb Street), north along Fisher Street, out to sea to the breakwater and back up to
Stewart Grove behind the historic Old Mill to Newcomb Street.

PUBLIC CONSULA TION
At a meeting held in Portarlington on 4th July 2007 the spokesman for Parks Victoria,
Stuart Ord from the Albert Park office, outlined possible scenarios for the foreshore
crown land. These included retail shops, accommodation provision, a seafood and wine
trail, a tourism centre, a marine services centre with fuel sales, marinas both commercial
and recreational, a mussel processing plant and an outlet for tourism products.
The cost of the venture was given as thirty million dollars on a public/private partnership.
It should be pointed out that shops on the foreshore are an unnecessary anachronism and
an affront to existing businesses in Newcomb Street which struggle to keep going in
winter and do not need this sort of competition. There are already two hotels in the
town, as well as a motel and numerous Bed and Breakfasts, along with plenty of holiday
lets.
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The wine and foodfttm.1Stould be a long march, indeed, back to Bellarine where these
already well advertised outlets are placed. These impositions on foreshore land are not
needed and, clearly, the idea is to privatize the pier and foreshore so that Parks Victoria is
no longer responsible for maintenance. The marinas foreshadowed are particularly a
money making area for whoever gets the lease for all this development, as well as a profit
making business for Parks Victoria.
What many residents fear from this over-development is a loss in the existing integrity of
the town and its sustainable, low level tourism aimed at family recreation. In addition,
the physical environment encompassing sea level rise and increased dredging activities
have not been fully investigated by Parks Victoria, who instead have allowed the pier to
fall into disrepair.
OTHER "SAFE HARBOUR" SCHEMES
Neighbouring Queenscliff has also suffered a loss of public land and open space
following on from government neglect of its facilities.
The Queenscliffharbour was leased some three and a half years ago to a consortium of
people comprising Gavin Muir, former head of Teac, Doug Rathbone of Nu farm
Chemicals and Yering Station Vineyard, and Jack MacKeddie, proprietor of the
Queenscliff-Sorrento ferry.

-3After all this time all that can be seen at Queenscliffs former pleasant harbour is an
empty site where a shed has been removed, a new road for the ferry and an eight foot
high cyclone wire fence separating the small harbour from the ferry. It is a depressing
vista and may well have contributed to the general down-turn in tourist activities
currently being experienced in the town.
As a contrast, Portarlington which, at the moment, has free and clear access to its harbour
and pier, is well supplied with visitors. The economics of hiving offpublic land and open
space to a handful of business people is not working. The Queenscliff development
consists of twenty million dollars of private finance to five million of public input (Parks
Victoria). Unfortunately the first stakeholder, Gavin Muir, went bankrupt to the tune of
$132 million dollars, and died on the Gold Coast before he was due to face charges in
Melbourne in June 2007. He, along with Doug Rathbone, was, it seems, on personal
terms with the head of Parks Victoria, Mark Stone, who along with his partner Diane
James of the Victorian Coastal Council, went on a shared safari holiday at Mr. Muir's
South African property. Mr. Stone, however, claims individual payment and a "hands
off' procedure over the Queenscliff site.
Potential conflicts of interest are obvious as well as the hazards of business life leading
the taxpaying public to question the long-term wisdom of this way of handling public
open space and crown land. Inevitably public faith in government administrative matters
is affected. The other deleterious use of public land neighbouring Portarlington has
occurred at Clifton Springs where, thanks to ignorance of the process of longshore drift,
that town has almost completely lost its beach as a consequence of "harbour
development"
CONCLUSION
It has been my intention through this submission to show that both the sale or alienation
of public lands for development and the sale or alienation of public open space for private
development makes for an overall loss to the general public, who over generations have
paid with their taxes for the proper upkeep of these public assets for the benefit of the
citizenry as a whole.
The examples I have given have been, firstly, the Portarlington pier, harbour and
foreshore which are seen by the town's residents as a public amenity and as a valuable
resource for its continuing low-key, family-oriented tourist industry based on sustainable
principles. What this approach offers is a choice of recreational activities unique to the
town and integral to its survival. Its resources should continue in public ownership and
be enhanced rather than over-exploited.
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My second example shows the destabilization which has followed from the loss of
control now being experienced by Queenscliff residents because ofthe alienation from
the town of its harbour resource by Parks Victoria whose increasing role in the
exploitation of coastal resorts needs closer scrutiny.
Other examples of this approach, which can be seen to be deleterious to long term
survival, are harbour developments at Clifton Springs and Apollo Bay. I am sure there
are more in the environs of Port Phillip Bay. Unfortunately the destruction that arises
from this commercial approach is also destructive to the reputation of Parks Victoria who
had been seen as custodians, not exploiters of public lands. This loss of credibility must
lead to distrust of this sort of governmental administration and a falling off of volunteer
activity. We are living through a period of climate instability which is having a visible
effect along the coast of Victoria. At such a juncture entrepreneurial activities by a
government authority are ill-timed, short sighted and a potential danger to the people of
Victoria. Proper control of open space and public land is more of a safeguard than ever
for us all.

Yours faithfully,
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