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1. The Cape Paterson Bay Beach Activity Area Master Plan was adopted by Council 
six years ago. No funding has been allocated to implement this plan. Will you 
support allocating funding in the 2021/2022 budget? 

It is problematic that Council raises expectations and spends money on developing plans 

but lets them just sit on the shelf for such a long time.  This is not only relevant to this 

Cape Paterson BBAA Master Plan, but other plans too and is something I would take up 

if elected.  

 

Re the Cape Paterson BBAA Master Plan in particular, I would support allocating 

funding with 2 provisos: 

• Current needs: given the time that has elapsed and changes that have occurred in 

the interim, it would be appropriate to “sense check” whether everything in the 

plan is still what the community wants. This could be done be done via 

consultation with the CPRRA (I’m not suggesting starting the full process again), 

and 

• Climate change: I think the actions in the Cape Paterson BBAA Master Plan 

should be cross-checked against the Climate Action Plan to ensure there is no 

conflict (I can’t see any offhand, but would like to see this checked a bit more 

thoroughly). 

 

2. The Yallock Bullock Marine and Coastal park will extend the George Bass Coastal 
Walk from San Remo to Inverloch. Will you support the Yallock/Bullock Coastal 
alliance and CPRRA position that due to serious environmental and safety 
concerns, the main/through track should go inland (using existing road 
reserves) via Wonthaggi for the proposed section from Harmers Haven to 
Inverloch? 

Definitely re Wonthaggi to Inverloch.   

Yes also from Kilcunda to Wonthaggi, although I would want to engage further to 

explore whether a 3rd alternative to the 2 identified in the Coastal Alliance’s submission 

might be feasible. What I am thinking is whether it would make sense trying to 

incorporate some of the Old Rifle Range wetlands and the Wonthaggi Heathlands into the 

track, rather than as a separate walk branching off from the track. Perhaps all 3 

alternatives could be available to walkers and only one or two available to riders.  

 

 

3. Planning Scheme Amendment C136 (due before Council in 2021) proposes to 
rezone farmland within the Cape Paterson Northern town boundary for 480 
houses and apply a Development Plan Overlay for an extra 500 houses into the 
future. Will you oppose the “scale” of this proposal and support the wishes of 
Cape Paterson community to reduce the town boundary? 



Yes.  I paste my personal submission on C136 (February 2020) below for information: 

“I am writing to object to the proposals to: … [details of what C136 proposed] … 

In addition to the reasons included in the submission of the CPRRA, with which I agree, 

the particular points I would like to add/emphasise are as follows: 

• Cars and public transport:  For residents of any new development at Cape 

Paterson north, most job prospects and amenities (like shops etc.) would be in 

Wonthaggi, or further afield.  But they will not be accessible by public transport 

to any practical extent since there are only 5 buses a day.  Therefore, creating a 

new development outside Wonthaggi will increase the number of cars on the road 

with all the negative impacts that brings, including: 

o increased emissions at the exact time the Shire is trying to work out how to 

reduce community emissions to net zero by 2030; and 

o financial disadvantage, which will likely increase as petrol prices increase 

over time as governments try to make driving less attractive as part of 

their response to climate change.  

The designated growth area of North Wonthaggi is, and always will be, far better 

served by public transport, and this is where development should be occurring.   

• Environmentally Sensitive Design:  If any development were to go ahead at Cape 

Paterson north, it should be conditional on developers being required to, or 

agreeing to (in an enforceable sense, e.g. through restrictive covenants) ensure 

that all buildings meet environmental standards at least equal to The Cape 

ecovillage (e.g., 7.5 star energy efficiency, 2.5 kilowatts of solar, and 10,000 litres 

of rainwater storage).  Following the lead provided by The Cape, this part of Bass 

Coast should become a model of sustainable development for others to follow.  

The Cape should not become an isolated island of exemplar development 

surrounded by mediocre, energy- and water-hungry housing.  Again, at a time the 

Shire is planning how to cope with the inevitable impacts of climate change, The 

Cape ecovillage should be set as the benchmark and Council should use all 

methods at its disposal to ensure any new development at Cape Paterson north 

meets, or exceeds, the standards at The Cape ecovillage in terms of 

Environmentally Sensitive Design. 

 

• Housing density and community facilities:  The Cape ecovillage has also set the 

benchmark for density and community facilities in new developments: “The Cape 

has over 50% open space compared to around 10% or less on most conventional 

estates. Open space includes parks, walking and cycling paths, dogs off leash 

fenced park, habitat areas, community gardens, wetlands and landscaped road 

verges, and this open space can never be built out.”  Following the lead provided 

by The Cape, this part of Bass Coast should become a model of community-

centred development for others to follow.  The Cape should not become an 

isolated island of exemplar development surrounded by mediocre McMansions 

crammed in cheek by jowl with minimal community land and facilities.  The Cape 

ecovillage should be set as the benchmark and Council should use all methods at 

its disposal to ensure any new development at Cape Paterson north meets, or 

exceeds, the standards at The Cape ecovillage in terms of density community 

facilities. 

 



Re the CPRRA submission: I have not repeated their points here, but if/when 

consideration of submissions involves tallying numbers in support of particular positions, 

I would like to be included as supporting the positions included in the CPRRA 

submission.” 

4. Do you agree that Bass Coast Council has a clear responsibility to respond to the 
Climate Change Emergency? What specific actions would you advocate for in this 
LGA’s response? 

Yes.  I co-founded the Bass Coast CAN (Climate Action Network) and penned the 

petition that got over 1,000 signatures to help secure the Shire’s climate emergency 

declaration last year.  I was disappointed that two Councilors, both of whom “represent” 

Bunurong Ward, failed to vote in favour of that declaration, but very pleased to see it 

passed despite that.  

 

Re specific actions: I represented Bass Coast CAN on the Community Reference Panel 

that helped draft 2020-2030 Climate Action Plan and am absolutely committed to Council 

now making every effort to implement the Plan, which comprises an integrated bundle of 

actions to reduce emissions and help the community adapt to the inevitable impacts of 

climate change, e.g., coastal erosion. 

 

5. Will you advocate for increased public bus facilities to Cape Paterson on 
weekends, and the Melbourne – Inverloch bus to come via Cape Paterson on all 
services? 

I live in Cape Paterson and only occasionally use the bus now because of its infrequency. 

I would use it more often if it were more frequent and ran on weekends.  I support (and 

would advocate for) increasing bus frequency (preferable with a smaller, electric bus) 

during the week and having a service on the weekend.   

 

I use the Melbourne – Inverloch bus several times a year and support (and would 

advocate for) all services coming via Cape Paterson.  

 

6. How will you connect with the residents and ratepayers in your ward? 

I think community engagement is, or should be, the lifeblood of any Council. In 

particular: 

• I would hold local community forums at least monthly where anyone can raise issues 

with me directly. 

• there is a problem at present with Council agenda papers and officer’s reports not 

being released till 3 working days before Council meetings.  This allows very little 

time for community members to analyse reports, ask questions of officers and speak 

with Councillors.  I would push for papers to be available earlier and to hold 

community forums between their release and the Council meeting. 

• One of my priorities is to establish a regular forum for youth to speak directly to 

Council – see https://tinyurl.com/Bass-CoastYouth.  I envisage setting up similar 

forums in other areas of community interest, e.g., the environment, and arts and 

https://tinyurl.com/Bass-CoastYouth


culture. I know some advisory committees exist, but they are inaccessible for 

community members – I would push for forums with a much higher profile, including 

published agendas and minutes, meeting open to public observers, and a “direct line” 

to Council on all relevant issues. 

• I would continue the Community Connections sessions, which are an excellent way 

for community members to raise issues. 

• Council’s Community Engagement Policy acknowledges a “Spectrum of Public 

Participation” from inform, to consult, to involve, to collaborate, to empower.  

Unfortunately, much of Council’s engagement has been at the “inform” and “consult” 

end of the spectrum.  I would advocate for moving up that spectrum on all significant 

issues. 

 

 

 

 


