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The two main types of socio-economic impact assessment employed in this study are Benefit-Cost
Analysis (BCA) and regional Input-Output (IO) analysis.  The two methods have quite distinct roles.

Benefit-Cost Analysis … BCA assesses the net economic gains or losses to Victorians that may arise
as a consequence of changed public land management.  On a state-wide basis, if the benefits of the
changes exceed the costs the changes should be implemented.

Regional Input-Output Analysis … Local and regional communities have a strong interest in the
possible impacts of changed public land management on their employment prospects and incomes.
IO analysis provides estimates of these impacts on regional economies, including both direct and
flow-on effects.  This method of analysis does not determine whether the people of Victoria are likely
to incur a net economic gain or loss as a result of changed management.  

1. Benefit Cost Analysis

The Victorian River Red Gum (RRG) forests, wetlands and floodplains of the Murray Valley are
valuable environmental resources with many, sometimes competing, land uses giving rise to benefits
for a wide range of people.  Determining the appropriate balance of these uses from a society-wide
perspective requires information about the relative values generated from those uses to be
incorporated into the conceptual framework of a benefit cost analysis. Under this framework,
alternative forest management scenarios (Scenarios 2, 3 and 4) are compared against the base case
or do-nothing new option (Scenario 1) to identify if any of the alternative options will lead to an
improvement in well-being for the people of Victoria. The scenarios are:

Scenario 1 BASE CASE - No new management changes over the next 20 years (including 500
GL per annum already identified for The Living Murray icon sites, and 127 GL per
annum for existing annual environmental allocations)

Scenario 2 All VEAC•s proposed recommendations including new national parks but with no
additional water

Scenario 3 All VEAC•s proposed recommendations including national parks but with 2,000 GL
additional water every five years on average

Scenario 4 All VEAC•s proposed recommendations including national parks and VEAC•s
estimated 4,000 GL additional water every five years on average

Information about the commercial values of forest uses such as timber production and grazing in the
River Red Gum forests and the cost of water to be used under Scenarios 3 and 4 is available from
the markets in which outputs are exchanged.  Forest protection benefits arise from recreation and
tourism activities, ecosystem and cultural heritage conservation.  Quantification of these non-market
values were the focus of an earlier study for VEAC on the Non-Use Values of Victorian Public Land
(Bennett et al. 2007).

Estimating the Market-Based Values Associated with Forest Use

VEAC draft recommendations for public land use mainly affect the timber and grazing uses of the
RRG forests.  The implications of the recommendations for water allocations to improve the health of
the RRG forests are dealt with separately.

Timber Industry

The economic impacts on the timber industry were based on the results of a financial survey of
participants in the industry, including mill operators, sleeper cutters and commercial firewood
licensees.  A total of 19 operators were interviewed out of approximately 22 licensees in the study
area.  Around 10 operators provided financial information in sufficient detail to allow extrapolation to
the rest of the industry, based on licensed volumes of four categories of timber.

The direct gross annual value of the RRG-based timber industry is currently about $9.3 m with a net
economic contribution to the Victorian economy of about $2.5 m per year.  Assets dedicated to the
industry total are valued at approximately $11.3 m.
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VEAC has advised that the timber harvest to be expected over the next 20 years for the Base Case
(Scenario 1) will be about 30 per cent of current yields (as a result of lower tree growth rates due to
reduced forest flooding), resulting in a net economic contribution of $0.75 m per year.  The calculated
contributions for the other three scenarios, respectively, are $0.27 m, $0.33 m and $0.50 m per year,
reflecting the impacts of VEAC•s draft recommendations, and increased water availability for
scenarios 3 and 4.

Grazing

VEAC•s draft recommendations include cessation of grazing in the Barmah forest (about 30,000 ha)
and exclusion of grazing over a five year period in other public land (about 55,000 ha), including
water frontage reserves (about 15,000 ha).  It assumed in the BCA that only the water frontage areas
will require provision of fencing and watering points.  Graziers were not surveyed as part of this study
and the analysis is based largely on other studies conducted for the Victorian and NSW Governments
and on area estimates provided by VEAC.

For the Barmah forest it is estimated that the annual net economic contribution of grazing is $0.14 m
in the base case scenario (Scenario 1), based on grazing of 2,000 head of cattle in the summer six
month period and 800 head in the winter six month period.  For the other three scenarios (Scenarios
2, 3 and 4) the net economic contribution is zero.

For the other public land, including water frontage areas, grazing returns an annual net economic
contribution of $0.77 m in the base case and annual net costs of $1.32 m per year for the other three
scenarios … due to the need for fencing, watering points and increased pest management.  It is
assumed, conservatively, that these costs are incurred immediately, even though they will not be due
for five years.

Estimating the Non-market Environmental Values Associated with Forest Protection

Choice modelling

Choice modelling (CM), a stated preference non-market valuation technique, was used to estimate
the protection values associated with the RRG forests (Bennett et al 2007).  The CM technique
involves a sample of people being asked to make a sequence of choices between different alternative
forest management strategies described in terms of their impacts on particular attributes.

For the RRG forests, the attributes and the ranges over which they may vary over the next 20 years
under the various management scenarios are summarised in the following table.

Attributes and their levels for River Red Gum forests

Attribute Description Levels

Cost Compulsory annual payment ($) 0; 20; 50; 100

Healthy RRGs Area in hectares 54,000; 67,000; 74,000; 80,000

Threatened Parrots Number of breeding pairs 900; 1,200; 1,500; 1,800
(Regent and Superb Parrots)

Murray Cod and other Percentage of pre-European 10; 20; 40; 60
threatened native fish numbers

Recreation Facilities Number of campsites with facilities 6; 9; 12; 18

Descriptions of the survey materials used and survey logistics are provided by Bennett et al.(2007).
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The six samples used in the surveys are shown in the following table.

Selection of Samples

REGION

Melbourne Murray Region Gippsland Region
(out of region)

STUDY AREA

River Red Gum 
forests (RRG) 1. Metro 2. Echuca 6. Bairnsdale (out of region)

3. Mildura 
4. Wodonga
5. Rural

The surveys were conducted using a drop-off-pick-up process in November 2006.

Results for River Red Gum forests

Models explaining respondents• choices between alternative forest management options are used to
estimate the marginal values of the Healthy RRGs, Parrots, Cod and Recreation attributes. These
values are expressed in terms of implicit prices: the marginal willingness to pay for the average
respondent household over a 20 year period for a unit increase in the attribute.

The results in the table below show that respondents in the Bairnsdale and Melbourne sub samples
are willing to pay $3.29 and $1.45 respectively for a 1,000 hectare increase in the area of healthy
RRG forest (per annum per household for 20 years). •Within region• respondents recorded values that
are not significantly different from zero.  People in those areas were prepared to accept the status
quo with respect to that attribute. 

Respondents were found to attach a positive value to increasing the numbers of breeding pairs of
threatened parrots, ranging from around $4 to $8.40 per 100 pairs.  The implicit price for a one-
percent increase in the populations of Murray Cod and other threatened native fish species varies
across the sub samples from about $1 to $1.40.  Implicit prices for the recreation attribute are not
significant for any of the sub samples. 

Implicit Price Estimates for River Red Gums

Sub sample Melbourne Bairnsdale Within region
($/yr/hh) ($/yr/hh) ($/yr/hh)  

Attribute  

Healthy RRGs /1,000 ha 1.45*** 3.29** 0.0677
(0.46) (1.29) (0.47)  

Parrots /100 pairs 4.39*** 8.39*** 3.96***
(1.04) (2.76) (1.04)  

Cod /1% increase 1.02*** 1.37*** 1.09***
(0.17) (0.44) (0.17)

Recreation /campsite -0.11 -0.85 -0.24
(0.62) (1.53) (0.66)

Notes: Significance levels indicated by:  * 0.1, ** 0.05, *** 0.01.   
Standard Errors in parentheses.

The non-significance of the recreation/campsite attribute may be due to a conflict of preferences
between those seeing positive outcomes (eg. more facilities providing a better camping experience)
and those seeing negative outcomes (eg. more facilities leading to more congestion). 

�

�
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Application to Benefit Cost Analysis

The implicit prices estimated from the choice data are directly applicable to the consideration of
alternative forest management options.  Specifically, they are compatible with the principles of BCA.
The process of employing implicit prices in the BCA involves four basic stages.

1) Predicting the impact of a management change on the attributes used in the choice modelling
exercise relative to the predicted continuation of the •status quo•.

2) Multiplying the implicit prices by the respective predicted attribute change to estimate the per
respondent household willingness to pay for each attribute change.

3) Aggregating the per respondent household willingness to pay across all attribute changes.

4) Extrapolating across the relevant population, using the survey response rate, to estimate the
societal willingness to pay for the management change.

Assumptions for Environmental Outcomes

The assumptions for environmental outcomes were specified by VEAC and are summarised below.  It
is emphasised that these assumptions will be revisited in light of the flood modelling recently
commissioned by VEAC.

Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3 Scenario 4

Healthy RRGs (•000 ha) 54 60 65 80

Threatened parrots (•00 pairs) 9 10 14 16

Murray Cod & other 10 10 20 30
threatened native fish

Non-market issues that are not addressed in this analysis include implications for Indigenous cultural
heritage, and the cultural heritage value of the Barmah muster and other RRG related heritage
issues.  The environmental benefits of excluding grazing from riparian areas have not been explicitly
calculated.  The implications of different forest management regimes for emissions of greenhouse
gases have not been considered.

VEAC has indicated that there will be no net recreation and tourism benefits or costs associated with
their recommendations over the next 20 years or so.

The VEAC draft recommendations will have positive environmental impacts outside Victoria and
these are considered later.

It was assumed that additional management costs for the public land areas, including new national
parks, would be $3 m per year. 

In addition to the above environmental outcomes, VEAC draft recommendations involve increased
protection of about 7475 ha of wetlands and restrictions affecting approximately 3950 duck hunters.
A recent study in South Australia puts the economic value (measured as consumer surplus) of duck
hunting at about $48 per trip, with 95% confidence limits of about $30 and $120.  These values are
consistent with the economic values estimated for other recreational pursuits such as fishing.

Conservative estimates put the value of wetland protection at about $1,000 per hectare.  However,
the wetlands in the study area already benefit from protection … eg. by being located within a wildlife
reserve.  Based on somewhat arbitrary assumptions concerning the percentage of duck hunters who
could find alternative sites (75%) and the degree to which moderate increases in the level of wetland
protection is reflected in environmental value (50%), it was calculated that the net economic loss for
Scenarios 2 through 4 is $0.082 m per year, compared with the base case.  



81Draft Proposals Paper for public comment

Demographic data

Demographic data (approximate for 2006) and survey response rates relevant to estimating the
environmental values are summarised in the table below.  Victorian rural areas outside rural cities
and towns are not included due to the low survey response rate for these areas.

Number of households (m) Survey response rate

Melbourne 1.3 50
Murray region cities and towns 0.1 80
Out of region cities and towns 0.3 70

An Assessment of VEAC Draft Recommendations

A summary of undiscounted annual benefits and costs for each scenario relative to the base case is
shown in the table below.  The benefits include the non-marketed environmental protection values,
including wetlands.  The costs include the foregone value of timber and grazing production and duck
hunting.

Scenario Benefits ($m/year) Costs ($m/year)

Low Average High Average

Scenario 2 (no additional water) 9.07 14.73 24.06 5.80

Scenario 3 (2,000GL every 5 years) 23.36 53.01 82.66 5.73

Scenario 4 (4,000GL every 5 years) 41.86 97.75 153.65 5.57

The Low, Average and High results reflect the 95 percent confidence limits placed on the estimates of the
environmental values.

It is apparent from the above table that the environmental benefits of the VEAC draft
recommendations dominate the costs in terms of lost timber, grazing and duck hunting opportunities.
However, it is important to note that the costs do not include the costs of provision or storage of water
for Scenarios 3 and 4.

Assuming a planning horizon of 20 years and a real discount rate of 6 percent and in the absence of
water costs, annuities and Net Present Values for all three scenarios are strongly positive.

However, this result must be considered in the light of the cost of water under Scenarios 3 and 4.
This is achieved by estimating the break-even water prices which would set the Net Present Values
equal to zero.  In other words, these prices would represent the upper limits to the prices that could
be paid for water before the costs of the draft recommendations outweighed the benefits.  The results
of these calculations are shown in the table below.

Break-even water prices ($/ML/yr)
Low Average High

Scenario 3 (2,000GL/5 years) $44 $118 $192
Scenario 4 (4,000GL/5 years) $45 $115 $185

NPVs for water value ($/ML/20 years)
Scenario 3 (2,000GL/5 years) $505 $1,356 $2,206
Scenario 4 (4,000GL/5 years) $520 $1,322 $2,123

NPVs for water value (in perpetuity)
Scenario 3 (2,000GL/5 years) $734 $1,970 $3,205
Scenario 4 (4,000GL/5 years) $756 $1,921 $3,085

NPVs for water value (in perpetuity @ 4% discount rate*)
Scenario 3 (2,000GL/5 years) $1,102 $2,955 $4,808
Scenario 4 (4,000GL/5 years) $1,134 $2,881 $4,628
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The first sub-table shows break-even prices in the range of $44 to $185 per ML per year and fall
approximately within the range paid by irrigation farmers for annual charges (assuming that their
water entitlements are delivered).  They are also comparable with the prices paid in water markets for
temporary water, except in times of severe drought where prices can be higher.

The second sub-table shows the break-even prices that might be paid for a once-off purchase of
water needed over the next 20 years and ranges from $505 per ML to $2,123 per ML.  These ranges
are comparable with market prices for permanent trade of entitlements for irrigation water in •average•
years.

There are economic arguments for accepting lower discount rates and longer planning horizons for
some environmental projects, for example as discussed in the Stern report on climate change.  Sub-
tables 3 and 4 present the results for considering net benefits in perpetuity rather than over 20 years,
and for a discount rate of 4 percent (compared with Stern•s 2.5 percent) in the fourth sub-table.

A number of important qualifiers must be attached to these observations.

First, to our knowledge, there have been no transactions over 20 GL in the past and VEAC
recommendations involve acquiring 40 times that amount each year.  There is no analysis which
informs us of the likely impacts on water prices of these quantities being withdrawn from irrigation.

Second, none of the 500 GL per year of water under the Living Murray agreement has been
recovered to date and only about half of it has appeared on the Eligible Measures Register.  The
political economy of acquiring the equivalent of up to an additional 800 GL pr year would require
extensive analysis and negotiation between three State governments and the Commonwealth.

Third, while the quantities involved represent only about 7 percent of the average annual total inflows
to the Murray River below Darling River (about 11,200 GL), they represent 30 percent of Victoria•s
2004/05 total allocation (although the benefits of overbank flows would accrue to all three States).

Fourth, the implications for storage of the environmental water have not been addressed … the
requirements of the draft VEAC recommendations represent about 40 percent of the total storage
available in the system.

Fifth, the logistics of storing and delivering the quantities of water suggested will require extensive
analysis of a complex system.

Sixth, any re-allocations of water in the Murray Darling Basin will need to take account of forecasts
made about the effects of global warming.

Seventh, the social and economic impacts of withdrawing large quantities of water from irrigation
have not been assessed.  Approximately 60 percent of the benefits of VEAC•s draft recommendations
are enjoyed by people in Melbourne while only about 5 percent accrue to those in the study area.  In
contrast, most of the costs of the draft recommendations are incurred by those living in the study
area.

In summary, the figures that we present should be seen as part of a pre-feasibility analysis which
suggests that further work is warranted before making decisions on the allocation of water in the
Murray Darling Basin.

It should be noted that the benefits of VEAC•s draft recommendations considered in this analysis are
only those enjoyed by Victorians.  The management regimes considered will inevitably also benefit
ecosystems in NSW and SA with consequent environmental benefits to people in those States. In the
above analysis all costs (in terms of water) are effectively debited to Victorians.  Present estimates of
the extent of this •cross-subsidisation• is that only about 60 percent of the environmental water
required under the VEAC draft recommendations will flood Victorian ecosystems.

A possible source of over-estimation of both the benefits and costs of the VEAC draft
recommendations is associated with the annual 500 GL Living Murray allocation and the annual 125
GL (approximately) already allocated to the Barmah Forest.  Applied once in 5 years these flows
would provide a maximum of 3125 GL towards flooding regimes, yet in the BCA we have ignored
their possible contribution.  Clearly they will need to be considered in conjunction with the VEAC draft
recommendations once the flooding analyses commissioned by VEAC have been completed.
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Conclusions

It is apparent from the BCA that two items dominate the analysis … the environmental benefits and
assumptions made about those and the water costs and their assumptions.  The other benefits and
costs assessed are small in comparison with these two items.

It is generally accepted that the waters of Murray Darling system are over-allocated and most
economists agree that the most efficient way of dealing with this problem and at the same time
making more water available to the environment is by buying back irrigation water entitlements. 

This is probably the first study of its kind which attempts to provide a guide to the economic values
associated with the two main competing uses of water in the Murray Darling Basin.  It shows that the
draft VEAC recommendations provide significant environmental benefits that may be competitive with
other uses of water.

2. Regional and Social Impacts

VEAC draft recommendations are likely to have impacts on regional economic activity in terms of
output, employment and incomes.  It is important to recall that while the recommendations generate
substantial economic benefits as shown in the Benefit Costs Analysis, few of these benefits and most
of the costs are captured in the study area.

It is also important to note that the following impact analysis only applies to the scenario where
additional areas of River Red Gum forests are protected but no additional water is made available
(Scenario 2).  The regional impacts of diverting 2,000 or 4,000 GL every five or so years for
environmental flows would be substantial in terms of irrigated agriculture and horticulture but the
quantification of these effects was beyond the scope of this study.

Timber industry

The River Red Gum timber industry is estimated to contribute less than 0.1% of regional economic
activity.

The estimated loss of 80% of the River Red Gum timber industry is estimated to result in a loss in
annual regional economic activity in the order of:
€ $11.3 m to $13.0 m in output;
€ $2.6 m to $3.1 m in income; 
€ $5.8 m to $6.5 m in value-added; and
€ 77 direct jobs up to 90 jobs in total (including flow-on jobs).

These represent an upper estimate of the impacts of the draft VEAC recommendations because they
assume that current harvest levels can be maintained into the future.  VEAC advice is that future
harvest levels may be only about 30 percent of current levels (that is, a 70 percent reduction as a
result of reduced forest flooding), even if restrictions were not placed on the areas available for
harvest.

Apart from the direct impacts on the mills and forestry and logging, flow-on output, value-added and
income effects are likely to be mainly in the forestry and logging sector; wholesale trade sector; retail
trade sector; road transport sector; other repairs sector and other machinery and equipment
manufacturing sector. 

The direct employment effects would be felt in the timber milling sector and forestry and logging
sectors.  Production-induced employment impacts would occur across a range of sectors including
the primary sector, manufacturing sectors, wholesale and retail trade sectors, repairs sectors, and
transport sector, while consumption induced employment impacts would be felt primarily in the
wholesale and retail trade sectors and services sectors. 

Duck hunting

In the order of 3,950 duck hunters would potentially be affected by VEAC draft recommendations
resulting in impacts of:



84 River Red Gum Forests Investigation July 2007

€ $2.4 m to $2.8 m in output;
€ $0.5 m to $0.6 m in income; 
€ $0.9 m to $1.1 m in value-added; and
€ 17 to 19 jobs.

This is a worse case scenario because it assumes that all hunting sites in the study area are at
capacity and there are no substitute sites within the region for these displaced duck hunters.
However, there may be sites that are below capacity and VEAC•s recommended increased
environmental flooding should increase opportunities for hunting at wetlands that would not otherwise
have water and support ducks.  The impacts are linear and hence if it is assumed that 50% of duck
hunters can be accommodated in substitute sites within the region then the impacts will be 50% of
those identified above.

Impacts of reduced duck hunting for output, value-added and income effects are likely to be mainly in
the retail trade sector; wholesale trade sector; fabricated metal products sector; other food products
sector; petroleum and coal products manufacturing sector; accommodation, cafes and restaurants;
health services sector; and road transport sector.

The main employment impacts are direct impacts in the wholesale and retail trade sectors.

Grazing

The restriction of cattle grazing in the Barmah forest would result in a reduction in up to 2,000 head in
the summer term and 800 head in the winter term resulting in the following potential regional
economic impacts:

€ $200,000 to $240,000 in output;
€ $71,000 to $83,000 in income; 
€ $102,000 to $122,000 in value-added; and
€ 2 jobs.

The restriction of cattle grazing in the proposed 55,000 ha of riverside reserves and other public land
would have the following regional economic impacts:

€ $1,095,000 to $1,343,000 in output;
€ $391,000 to $455,000 in income; 
€ $558,000 to $668,000 in value-added; and
€ 12 to 14 jobs.

Flow-on impacts of cattle grazing for output, value-added and income effects are likely to be mainly in
the wholesale trade sector; grains sector retail trade sector; road transport sector; services to
agriculture sector; health services; legal and accounting sector.

Overall impacts of restrictions on timber harvestin g, duck hunting and grazing

From a regional perspective these impacts are not large.  However, some areas and towns are likely
to be more directly impacted, particularly from timber industry impacts, for instance Echuca, Picola,
Koondrook, Cohuna and Shepparton.  The sensitivity of towns to loss of employment can be gauged
from simple indicators of regional economic health such as population growth, employment growth
and economic diversity.

Gannawarra SLA (Statistical Local Area used by the Australian Bureau of Statistics) which contains
Cohuna and Koondrook has been experiencing population and employment decline.  Losses of
employment at Cohuna and Koondrook while likely to be modest would occur in a declining rural
economy and declining towns.

Campaspe (S) … Echuca (SLA) which contains Echuca has been experiencing population and
employment growth.  Loss of employment in Echuca is likely to be larger but would be occurring in a
growing rural economy.

Moira (S) West (SLA) which contains towns of Barmah, Nathalia and Picola has also been
experiencing population and employment growth over time.  However, Nathalia (the largest of the
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three towns and the only one with readily available ABS statistics) has been experiencing population
decline (likely to also be the case for Picola and Barmah).  This is likely to result from •backwashŽ
effects of growth of surrounding larger towns including Shepparton and Echuca.  So loss of even a
modest number of jobs across Nathalia and Picola would be occurring in declining rural towns.

Greater Shepparton City Part A is a large, diversified regional economy with growing employment and
population.  It is therefore likely to be resilient to loss of a modest number of jobs. 

Overall the towns of Cohuna, Koondrook, Nathalia and Picola are likely to be the most sensitive to
any job losses (and potential population losses).

At an individual level there are also a range of potential impacts of the loss of employment for
individuals and their families including poverty and financial hardship, reduced future work
opportunities, reduced participation in mainstream community life, strains in family relationships, and
intergenerational welfare dependency.
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APPENDIX 2: Advisory Groups: Community Reference
Group, Government Contact Agencies and
Indigenous Steering Committee

Member Organisation

Barmah Forest CattlemenÕs Association Kelvin Trickey

Barmah Forest Preservation League Stan Vale

Birds Australia Euan Moore

Shire of Campaspe Cr Neil Repacholi

Confederation of Australian Motor Sport, Victoria Ian Cook

Country Fire Authority Rachel Rogers

Environment Victoria Rod Orr

Federation of Victorian Walking Clubs (VicWalk) Steve Robertson

Four Wheel Drive Victoria Zac Powell

Friends of Nyah Vinifera Forest Joe Blake

Gannawarra Shire Council Cr Neville Goulding

Goulburn Valley Environment Group Louise Anderson

Horse Riding Clubs Association of Victoria Debbie Warne

Mildura Shire Council Cr Tom Crouch 

Minerals Councils of Australia (Victorian Division) Trevor Shard

Moira Shire Council Cr David McKenzie

Murray Lower Darling Rivers Indigenous Nations Wayne Webster

Sporting ShootersÕ Association of Victoria Colin Wood

Timber Communities Australia Faye Ashwin

Tourism Alliance, Victoria Nicholas Hunt

Victorian Association of Forest Industries Paul Madden

Victorian FarmersÕ Federation Ian Lobban

Victorian National Parks Association Nick Roberts

VRFish John Corbett

River Red Gum Forests Investigation Community Refer ence Group



Aboriginal Affairs Victoria, Department for Victorian Communities

Coliban Water

Department for Water, Land & Biodiversity (South Australia)

Department of Environment & Conservation (New South Wales)

Department of Environment & Heritage (South Australia)

Department of Environment and Heritage (Commonwealth)

Department of Infrastructure Planning & Natural Resources (New South Wales)

Department of Primary Industries

Department of Sustainability & Environment (Victoria)

Goulburn Murray Rural Water

Goulburn Valley Water

Goulburn-Broken Catchment Management Authority

Grampians Wimmera Mallee Water Authority

Lower Murray Urban & Rural Water Authority

Mallee Catchment Management Authority

Murray Darling Basin Commission (Commonwealth)

North Central Catchment Management Authority

North East Water

North-East Catchment Management Authority

Parks Victoria

Regional Development Victoria, (Department of Innovation, Industry & Regional Development)

Tourism Victoria

VicForests

VicRoads

River Red Gum Forests Investigation Government Cont act Agencies
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Members*

Henry Atkinson

John (Sandy) Atkinson 

Rex Harradine

Rose Kirby

Sam Morgan 

Gary Murray

Bobby Nicholls

Darren Perry

Sissy Pettit-Havea

Ken Stewart

Wayne Webster (Co-Chairperson)

Victorian Environmental Assessment Council 

Duncan Malcolm (Co-Chairperson)

William Glenbar (consultant)

Karen Milward (consultant)

Mel Mitchell 

Paul Peake 

Additional people involved

Brett Ahmat (DSE)

*Additionally, meetings have also been attended by other Indigenous community members and other guests.

River Red Gum Forests Investigation Indigenous Stee ring Committee
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Ph: 03) 8503 7590 Ph: 03) 9841 9497
Mobile: 0407 048 631 Fax: 03) 9841 6442

wglenbar@optusnet.com.au Mobile: 0407 867 863

kmilward@optusnet.com.au
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Executive Summary

Indigenous Community Consultation Workshops were arranged as part of the VEAC River Red Gum
Forests Investigation to give Indigenous people a process where they could provide comments about
opportunities to involve Indigenous people more fully in the planning, management and decision-
making processes on public land.

It was clear that workshop participants were keen to find out more about what was involved in public
land management processes. This information could then be used to assist with capacity building and
economic opportunities for themselves and other Indigenous people living in communities in the study
area.  It was also clear that there are opportunities to build a stronger knowledge base about various
operational processes undertaken by the natural resource management agencies that have prime
responsibility for managing public land in the study area.  This includes Catchment Management
Authorities (CMAs), Parks Victoria, the Department of Primary Industry (DPI) and the Department of
Sustainability and Environment (DSE) who may have individual and/or joint management
responsibilities for specific public land areas.

Workshop participants confirmed that Indigenous Traditional Owner (TO) groups have an important
role to play in providing advice to staff of public land management agencies. Consideration must also
be given to establishing clear processes to ensure public land areas are aligned with areas claimed
by TO groups.  The following key points were made in relation to this issue.

1) There is a need to confirm which Indigenous people and groups (including TO groups) are to be
involved in public land management processes.
a) Confirmation of which TO group has authority and responsibility to speak for specific areas

needs to be undertaken via a separate process which is outside the responsibility of staff of the
various government agencies.  That is, there needs to be an independent process.

b) TO groups and other agreed Indigenous stakeholders are to have responsibility for
identifying/nominating who their consultants, contractors and other representatives are.

c) Cross-border issues with NSW and SA Indigenous people need to be taken into account.

2) Traditional Owner boundaries needed to be agreed upon between each of the TO groups.
a) Responsibility for involvement in planning, management and decision-making for specific public

land areas must be based on the boundary areas agreed to by TO groups.
b) Public land on/near boundaries where there was no agreement needed to involve all TO

parties in the planning, management and decision-making process (where applicable).

3) A majority of Indigenous and TO groups who may potentially be involved or have a role in planning,
management and decision-making processes of public land within the River Red Gum Forests
Investigation study area do not currently:
a) have an effective and financially viable administrative infrastructure in place to support,

manage or co-ordinate their activities; or
b) receive any agreed payment for time they provide to staff of government agencies when they

are •consulted• about issues on public land; or

c) receive any regular funds to enable members of their group to undertake or participate in any
•informed consent• processes about public land or natural resource management issues.

Comments made during workshops strongly indicate that capacity building is an important and key
aspect of any approach taken to actively involve Indigenous people in any future opportunities to
participate equally and more fully in planning, management and decision-making processes on public
land within the investigation area.  The following suggestions were made in relation to this issue.

4) Indigenous people and TO group representatives would like to have formal agreements in place with
public land management agencies including professional development/training options, work
placements, scholarships, traineeships, jobs, service contracts and consulting fees as part of the
agreement process.



91Draft Proposals Paper for public comment

Access to public land areas within the River Red Gum Forests Investigation area was also raised as
a key issue given that connection to country was still a very strong factor in the lives of many
workshop participants.  It was strongly indicated that local knowledge about water flows, flora and
fauna biodiversity, and traditional Indigenous land management practices on specific pieces of public
land would be a key contribution that Indigenous stakeholders could make as part of any future
involvement in public land management, planning and decision-making processes.

The following suggestions were made in relation to this issue.

5) Indigenous people want legislative changes to allow them permanent access to public land so they
can undertake •Traditional Cultural Practices• and, where possible, for agencies to issue Indigenous
people with permits for •recreational fishing• etc at no cost … ie for free.

6) That information workshops be organised so Indigenous people living in the study area could gain
a better understanding about the roles and responsibilities of management agencies in relation to
public land areas.

Finally, it was clear that some workshop participants would like to see the Victorian government make
arrangements for some public land areas within the River Red Gum Forests Investigation area to be
changed into different categories where they had a more formal •hands-on• involvement in direct
management.  A number of examples were raised where other State and Territory governments had
actively pursued and taken action to support arrangements to work more closely with Indigenous
people as part of their public land management strategies.

It is obvious that more consultation is required with each Traditional Owner group in the River Red
Gum Forests Investigation area before a clearer picture can be formed about how best to approach
this issue from a Victorian perspective.  To this end, the following suggestions were made.

7) Hand-back lease-back arrangements would be an ideal outcome for most Indigenous groups,
however, the creation of more co-operative management agreement type arrangements would also
be welcome.  If this were to occur:
a) Support needs to be provided by government for Indigenous and TO groups to undertake

consultation processes so they can identify specific public land areas which may form part of any
future hand-back lease-back or co-operative management agreement process.

b) A business case may need to be developed (and funded) as part of this process which includes
information about the financial options and opportunities that may result under any new
arrangement that is put in place.

c) Legislative changes will need to occur for each piece of public land where a hand-back lease-
back or co-operative management agreement is put in place.

d) Support may also need to be provided for dispute resolution processes to occur where there are
differences of opinion between and amongst Indigenous people who are part of any hand-back
lease-back, co-operative management agreement or any other such processes where a financial
or other benefit is likely to occur.
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Introduction

The Victorian Environment Assessment Council (VEAC) engaged external independent consultants
(William Glenbar and Karen Milward) to organise and conduct a series of Indigenous community
consultation workshops in various locations within the River Red Gum Forests Investigation area.
Where possible, neutral venues were organised in each location.

An information flyer describing the purpose, dates, locations and start/end times of the workshops
was prepared and circulated to Indigenous people using the Native Title Services Victoria (NTSV)
mail list.  The NTSV mail list provided, in the first instance, a comprehensive contact list of
Indigenous people who may be interested in attending the VEAC workshops. Public land in the River
Red Gum Forests Investigation area includes land that a number of Traditional Owner Groups have
expressed an interest in.

Information about the workshops was also emailed to staff of public land management agencies for
them to circulate to Indigenous people in their communities who may not be on the NTSV list.
Information was also emailed to departmental staff in South Australia to circulate to people in their
areas who may have an interest in attending the Berri workshop or others being convened in Victoria.

Table 1 Ð VEAC Indigenous Community Consultation Workshops
(by Date, Location and No. of Participants)

Date Location                            No. Participants Other Comments

10 March 2007 Echuca 16 Yorta Yorta Workshop
14 March 2007 Wodonga 3
15 March 2007 Bendigo 2
16 March 2007 Echuca 5
17 March 2007 Swan Hill 6
18 March 2007 Barham (NSW) 6 + 2 other guests
18 March 2007 Deniliquin (NSW) 6
19 March 2007 Robinvale 3
20 March 2007 Mildura 4
21 March 2007 Berri (SA) 9
22 March 2007 Shepparton 7
25 March 2007 Thornton 11

Total No. of Participants 78 persons

It should be noted that NTSV also convened a workshop in Bendigo on the 17th and 18th of March
2007, at which members of the North West Nations were provided with an update about the status of
their native title claim.  A number of participants at the VEAC workshops held that weekend confirmed
that they knew of participants at the Bendigo workshop who would have attended the VEAC
workshop, however, they felt that the NTSV workshop was more relevant to them at that point in time.

The purpose of this report is to provide a summary of the issues raised by participants attending
these workshops.  This information will be considered by VEAC Councillors when developing
recommendations about how to include Indigenous people in planning, management and decision-
making processes on public land which in the River Red Gum Forests Investigation area.  A summary
of the key points and issues raised at each workshop appears in the full report (Appendices 1 to 11).

A separate workshop was requested by and convened for members of the Yorta Yorta Nations
Aboriginal Corporation (YYNAC) on 10 March 2007.  This workshop was to provide input into the
consultation process and specifically comments to VEAC about the Yorta Yorta Co-operative
Management Agreement signed with the Victorian Government on 30 April 2004.  Subsequent to the
workshop in early May 2007, the Corporation indicated that comments on the Yorta Yorta Co-
operative Management Agreement would not be addressed to VEAC.
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Workshop program and presentations

To ensure consistency in the issues discussed, a workshop program was prepared and used at each
session. At each workshop participants were provided with a copy of the following documents (see
resource documents provided in Appendix 12-15):

€ VEAC River Red Gum Forests Investigation … Submissions Invited brochure (October 2006)
€ VEAC Resource Document 1: Indigenous Land Management Framework Discussion Paper
€ VEAC Resource Document 2: Models of Indigenous Involvement in Land Management
€ VEAC Resource Document 3: Views from the Community … Indigenous Issues
€ VEAC Resource Document 4: VEAC Angahook-Otway Investigation Recommendation R12 … 

Enhancing Indigenous Involvement
€ Permitted Uses and Activities in Major Public Land Use Categories handout
€ River Red Gum Forests Investigation … Discussion Paper (October 2006)

Large-scale public land use maps of selected areas of the River Red Gum Forests Investigation area
were also organised and displayed at each workshop.  The maps provided participants with a
detailed view of the public lands in and around towns where the workshops were held.

The first part of each workshop focused on providing background information including the VEAC
process as well as a broad overview of public land use categories and examples of Indigenous
involvement in public land planning, management and decision-making.  The second part of the
workshop involved gathering comments and information from participants relating to how best to
create opportunities for involving Indigenous people in public land planning, management and
decision-making.

Table 2 Ð VEAC Indigenous Community Consultations Workshop Program

Session 1 Ð Intr oduction
€ Overview of the VEAC River Red Gums Investigation process

… Consultation Timelines (Round 1 and Round 2)
€ Why we are here today and what we would like to find out from you

Session 2 Ð Pub lic Land Use Ca tegories
€ A description of the various public land use categories in Victoria
€ Overview of the public land use categories in this area

… Different land categories in this area
… Who is responsible for what (DSE, DPI, Parks Victoria, etc)

€ Cultural Heritage Issues and Public Land Use Categories

Session 3 Ð Indig enous In volv ement in Pub lic Land Mana gement (Examples)
€ Current initiatives being implemented in Victoria

… Yorta Yorta Co-operative Management Agreement
… Heritage Act 2006 and Registered Aboriginal Parties
… Aboriginal Land Economic Development Workshops (AAV)

€ Examples of interstate and international models

Session 4 Ð Recommenda tions fr om Indig enous stak eholder s
€ What involvement do you currently have in management of public land issues?

… What is working now?  What could be improved?
… What issues you think need to be considered by VEAC?

€ What type of involvement would you like to have in relation to the public land which forms part of the River Red
Gums Study Area?
… Short term and Longer term

€ What are the critical issues that need to be considered by Government?
… Current Issues and Future Issues (eg. Economic Development, Employment, Planning, Decision-making,

etc)
€ Recommendations from workshop participants about public land in the study area

… General recommendations about Indigenous involvement in management of public land in the
investigation area

… Recommendations about Indigenous involvement in management in specific areas of land as identified
by workshop participants
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Key Findings from VEAC Indigenous Community Consultations

Awareness of public land use categories

Participants at each workshop were provided with a copy of the •Permitted uses and activities in
major public land use categoriesŽ information sheet prepared by VEAC.  It was obvious from
questions raised that access to this information proved useful in informing workshop participants
about the types of issues they needed to be aware of and consider if Aboriginal people to be more
pro-actively involved in public land planning, management and decision-making processes in the
future.

•Can a workshop about public land administration and public land categories etc be organised so we can find
out what this all means?Ž

It is suggested that VEAC or staff of other relevant agencies organise and conduct a series of Public
Land Use Information Sessions for Aboriginal people within the study area so they have an opportunity
to better understand how current public land administration and management systems operate.

Awareness of options for Indigenous involvement in public land management

Session 3 of the workshops focused on providing participants with background information about how
Aboriginal people in other states/territories were involved in public land planning, management and
decision-making processes.  Workshop participants were asked to refer to •Resource Document No.
2 … Models of Indigenous Involvement in Land ManagementŽ during this session so they could
reference existing models of Indigenous involvement in public land planning, management and
decision-making processes … using examples from Victoria and interstate.

Discussions during this session focused on •Figure 6.2 … Current arrangements for Indigenous
involvement in public land managementŽ with examples sited to show opportunities they may wish to
pursue as part of the VEAC River Red Gum Forests Investigation process.

Figure 6.2 Current arrangements for Indigenous involvement in public land management (from
VEAC River Red Gum Forests Investigation Discussion Paper, October 2006).

Source: modified after Borrini-Feyerabend (1996)
.

It was clear from comments made during this session at almost all workshops that most participants
had little information about the mechanics involved in progressing towards a co-management or joint
management arrangement for public lands in Victoria.  The primary focus of many participants over
the past 20 years or so appears to have been on pursing Native Title outcomes rather than other
types of arrangements which may prove more financially beneficial to them or members of their
Traditional Owner groups … in the short, medium or longer term.

A high level of interest was expressed in putting in place joint management arrangements for public
land areas where a •hand-back lease-back• arrangement was put in place.  However, it is not clear at
this point in time which public land areas would be possible opportunities for hand-back lease-back
arrangements in the study area.

Examples of approaches taken in the Northern Territory and Queensland were also presented at each
workshop so participants could gain an insight into the various areas that needed to be considered if
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they were to be involved in a similar arrangement in Victoria.
Information from the •Table of Contents•page in the Queensland Government•s Currawinya National
Park Management plan (February 2001) document was presented at each workshop.  The purpose of
this approach was to provide workshop participants with an example of the type of issues that
needed to be considered, from an Aboriginal perspective, if arrangements were made for them to be
more actively involved in public land planning, management and decision-making processes.  Topics
listed in •Section 3 Management strategies• was raised as a talking point at each workshop.  This
section of the Currawinya National Park Management plan covered the following:

3 Management strategies
3.1 Management of natural resources

Native plants and plant community management
Native animals: management
Landscapes, soil, wetland and catchment protection
Weed management
Feral animal management
Fire management
Research and scientific values

3.2 Management of cultural resources
Aboriginal interests
Post-European heritage

3.3 Management of recreation and tourism
Recreational opportunities and facilities
Education and interpretation
Safety

3.4 Park administration and management
Infrastructure and administration
Resource harvesting
Zoning

Topics listed in the Currawinya National Park Management plan provided participants with an
opportunity to reflect on how they and members of their group could benefit from direct involvement
in service contracts, employment and skills development opportunities and in the planning,
management and decision-making process.  Training or information sessions could be arranged for
Aboriginal people who want to learn more about similar documents that exist in Victoria for each
public land area so they have an opportunity to understand more fully how public land management
agencies in Victoria operate.

Another example shown to workshop participants was the •Northern Territory Parks & Conservation
masterplan … summary paper (September 2005)• published by the Northern Territory Department of
Natural Resources, Environment and the Arts.  Information contained in this document was raised at
each workshop to provide workshop participants with another example showing how Aboriginal
interests in public land planning, management and decision-making processes could also extend to a
more broader definition of Natural Resource Management from a •bio-diversity• perspective.  This
fitted in more closely with participants cultural perspective or views on connection to country being
more about the whole of the environment not just about flora and fauna, water, minerals or timber as
separate resources.

One issue of interest to workshop participants was the possibility of a •Stewardship Payment• system
for areas of high conservation value.  Workshop participants expressed an interest in having a similar
arrangement in place in Victoria as a means of actively involving and providing a financial base for
employing Aboriginal people in public land planning, management and decision-making processes.  If
this option is explored, additional funding and resourcing is required for both public land management
agencies and Aboriginal representative bodies.
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Current involvement in public land management

What is working now

A majority or workshop participants indicated that, from their perspective, there did not appear to be
anything in place at present which was working when it come to involving Aboriginal people in public
land planning, management and decision-making processes.

Having said this, it appears that most workshop participants have limited awareness of other
agreements being implemented in Victoria.  This includes the Wotjobaluk, Jaadwa, Jadawadjali,
Wergaia and Jupagalk Native Title Settlement under which the State Government allocated three
parcels of culturally significant land totalling some 45 ha and funding of $2.6 million over five years to
meet costs associated with land management activities.

One critical issue to be considered is separating the relationship between cultural heritage issues,
native title claims, arrangements reached under Indigenous Land Use Agreements (ILUA) and how
Aboriginal involvement in public land planning, management and decision-making processes may
work.

In 2006, the Victorian Catchment Management Council (VCMC) undertook research which focused
primarily on the following key objectives:

(i) To improve management of natural resources in Victoria;
(ii) To present an overview of the current status of Indigenous engagement in natural resource 

management in Victoria; and
(iii) To provide advice on how Indigenous engagement within the catchment management 

framework in Victorian can be improved.1

Information contained in the Conclusions section of the report A VCMC Position/Perspective Paper
on Indigenous Engagement in Victoria states that:

To be more effective, we need to use a broad mix of mechanisms for engagement and be genuinely committed
to forming long-term relationships, which requires nurturing and persistence on both sides.  Above all,
government and other NRM agencies need to go beyond the rhetoric and act on their promises.  This entails
creating real opportunities for Indigenous people to become empowered as managers of our natural resources
so that they can continue to practice their culture.  Only when Indigenous policy and planning directions become
a core function will be know that we have achieved our joint goal of true involvement.
In order to truly move ahead with Indigenous engagement in Victoria, VCMC advises that Victorian
Government, NRM managers, and Indigenous community efforts be focused/continue to be focussed in the
following areas as a matter of urgency:

€ Engage with Traditional Owners first and foremost without excluding the broader Indigenous community.

€ Encourage employees involved in NRM across whole-of-government to undertake cultural awareness
training .

€ Provide pathways to Indigenous people to prepare them for entering the workforce and offer a mix of
employment opportunities across all levels and occupational groups.

€ Provide on-the-job training to build the capacity of Indigenous employees and put structures/mentors in
place to support and encourage Indigenous employees.

€ Be an NRM funding conduit (particularly CMAs) for Indigenous communities and build awareness and
capacity within Indigenous communities of funding programs.

€ Ensure that statewide and regional Indigenous strategies are owned by the community and backed-up by
funding to carry out on-ground projects.

€ Develop/tailor Indigenous Advisory Groups across all regions where existing networks do not already
exist.

€ Work with Indigenous Nations to develop a process for coordination and exchange of Indigenous
knowledge as part of the VCMC Catchment Knowledge Exchange Project.

€ Establish robust monitoring, evaluation, reporting and learning frameworks regarding Indigenous
involvement in NRM.2Ž

1 •A VCMC Position/Perspective Paper on Indigenous Engagement in VictoriaŽ, State of Victoria, Victorian Catchment Management Council 
2006, page 6.

2 •A VCMC Position/Perspective Paper on Indigenous Engagement in VictoriaŽ, State of Victoria, Victorian Catchment Management Council 
2006, page 29.
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Section 4 of the report •Demystifying the Meaning of •Indigenous EngagementŽŽ stated the following:
•Engaging• or •communicating• or •developing partnerships• with Indigenous individuals and communities is

intrinsic to the process of involving Indigenous communities in natural resource management.  Engagement is
about earning trust and gaining respect on both sides and requires honest, sensitivity and an ongoing

commitment over time.Ž3

Administr ative capacity and inf or med consent pr ocesses

A majority of workshop participants raised the issue of administrative capacity or lack thereof as an
impediment which impacts on their ability to participate in both natural resource management and
public land planning, management and decision-making processes.  Most Traditional Owner groups
who have an interest in public land within the study area do not receive regular or ongoing income
(grants or otherwise) to have in place staff and/or a basic administrative structure to manage their
interactions with government agencies.

This particular issue was also raised in the context of the Registered Aboriginal Party arrangements
under the new Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 which come into effect on 29 May 2007.  Most workshop
participants expressed an expectation that they would receive funds under the new arrangements to
address this issue.  Their views were changed somewhat when they were advised that it is highly
unlikely that AAV or the Heritage Council would be provide specific funds for this purpose.

This will be a critical issue that will need further consideration by VEAC if opportunities are to be
created for Aboriginal groups to participate in both natural resource management and/or public land
planning, management, planning and decision-making processes.  It may be necessary to undertake
a more detailed investigation into the likely options and cost implications associated with building the
capacity of Aboriginal groups in this particular area.

•We need resources to undertake consultation (phone, equipment, petrol, accommodation etc). … by default
people in other organisations are doing this work or it doesn•t get done.Ž

•We need funding to cover our •informed consent• processes … perhaps an annual fee paid to each group.Ž

Specifically, costs associated with undertaking informed consent processes needs to be considered
by all government agencies.  It is possible to identify likely cost implications based on matching
individual pieces of public land with a Traditional Owner group … as outlined in the Register of Public
Land Areas concept.  Further discussion between agency staff and Traditional Owner groups will,
however, need to occur before this option is pursued.

In terms of costs associated with informed consent process, it may be possible to identify what the
cost implications are based on a set number of informed consent processes being undertaken each
year by each Traditional Owner group. Agencies could then put in place processes that merge
planning, management and decision-making requirements so that informed consent processes deal
with multiple issues at the same time.  This approach would result in cost savings for public land
management agencies and provide certainty to Traditional Owner groups that these costs will be met
each year.

•Economic benefits need to overcome capacity constraints and offer additional opportunities.Ž

3 •A VCMC Position/Perspective Paper on Indigenous Engagement in VictoriaŽ, State of Victoria, Victorian Catchment Management Council 
2006, page 8.
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What can be improved

Many workshop participants indicated that they and other people they knew had been contacted on
numerous occasions by staff public land management agencies and asked to provide information,
advice and feedback about a range of issues in relation to specific sites, areas or items located on
public land.  In most cases, Aboriginal people participating in these processes are not being paid for
their time, knowledge or expertise.

•In this area (in particular) there is confusion over the appropriate Indigenous people to deal with.Ž

At the same time, workshop participants indicated that many agency staff did not follow well-established
Aboriginal protocols in relation to who to contact from each group about specific issues.  Participants
indicated that this was one area where a majority of public land management agencies could improve.

Specifically, workshop participants suggested
that agencies could remedy this situation by
putting in place an Indigenous Consultant
Contact Register or similar which could be
accessed by all agency staff when they wanted
to interact with Aboriginal people.  It was further
suggested that procedures should be put in place
for Traditional Owner groups and other key
Indigenous people in the community to be given
primary responsibility for nominating who should
be placed on the register.  This would ensure
that Aboriginal people with appropriate cultural
knowledge would be consulted as opposed to
persons who may not be able to provide the
•correct• information required.

At the same time, it was suggested that all public
land management agencies should make funds
available to pay consultant fees to Aboriginal
people on the Register in addition to other costs

that may be incurred during any consultation process.  This would ensure that Aboriginal people who
gave their time and expertise were properly compensated and/or reimbursed.

Government agencies and statutory authorities responsible for public land in North West Victoria
commenced discussions and negotiations with Traditional Owners in the North West region in 2005 to
negotiate a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) document.  The purpose of the MOU is to outline
how members of each group would work together in the region.  Figure 2 below provides an overview
of the MOU document.  Once agreement is reached, it is anticipated that all government agencies
and Traditional Owner groups will have an agreed process in place confirming the working
relationship between each group for planning, management and decision-making issues on public
land.

Figure 1 - Current Perception about how NRM
Agencies Interact with Aboriginal People
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Figure 2
Current Options being Pursued by Government Land Management Agencies in North West Victoria with Indigenous

Traditional Owner (TO) Groups

Figure 3 - Adding Another Aspect to Strengthen Proposed MOU Options currently being negotiated

There are, however, some elements missing from the current process.  One element raised and
explored at most workshops was the creation of a •register of public land areas• containing the
following elements:

a) a list of the public land areas which would be subject to the MOU process;
b) a list of the government agencies who have responsibility for these area of public land; and
c) a list of the Traditional Owner groups who have responsibilities for these area of public land. 

The Register would confirm which Aboriginal group and/or person public land management agency
staff should contact when consultation was required.

•RecognisedŽ traditional owners have recently become more prominent, but non-traditional owners Aboriginal
people are the ones with expertise, contacts, partnerships, resources and identify as custodians (•newŽ

traditional owner groups often not turning up to meetings etc.)

At the same time, workshop participants indicated that Indigenous employment opportunities should
be more clearly identified as part of any future MOU arrangement.  This included existing
employment and skills development opportunities within each agency as well as any self-employment
options that could result form service contracts and other activities on public land.  For example -
contracts for feral animal or weed management; landscape, soil, wetland and catchment protec-
tion/re-vegetation; education and interpretation services (including cultural awareness training), etc.
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Figure 4 - Adding More Detail to the Proposed MOU Engagement Arrangements/Processes

Some workshop participants did not agree with this type of model and did not see this as a way of
providing them with greater access to public land management, decision-making or planning

processes.

Issues to be considered

Participation in planning and decision-making

The •Case Studies in Indigenous Engagement in Natural Resource Management in AustraliaŽ report
published in May 2004 by the Commonwealth Department of Environment and Heritage contained a
section titled •Attributes of Good Indigenous engagement in NRMŽ.  Information from this section of
the report was shown to VEAC workshop participants to clarify if these comments accurately reflected
those they had already made, particularly those relating to opportunities for involving Indigenous
people in public land planning, management and decision-making processes in Victoria.  The major
areas covered include:
€ Attributes of Good Indigenous engagement in NRM
€ Time and Timing
€ Dedicated resources
€ Support for Indigenous processes
€ Effective leadership
€ Recognition
€ Capacity building
€ Indigenous diversity
€ Scale- i.e. more than one Traditional Owners Country
€ Complimenting social and economic objectives
€ Effective and on-going communication

The report concluded:
Indigenous groups involved in the case studies remain committed to working with regional NRM structures,
partly because they see benefit in the approach but mostly because this is currently their best option for
regaining a voice in the management and use of their country. They remain hopeful (and watchful), but not
confident that their views and aspirations will be incorporated into regional NRM management. It will be the
long-term commitment to engagement and the measurement of the practical outcomes that will show any real
change, not what is spent on a round of consultations for the purpose of accreditation of a regional NRM plan.4

Most workshop participants agreed that comments made in this report reflected views similar to their
own.
4Smyth, D., Szabo, S., George, M., •Case Studies in Indigenous Engagement in Natural Resource Management in AustraliaŽ, May 2004, pages 

17 to 22.
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Participation in management of public land

Confir ming w ho should par ticipa te

A majority of workshop participants indicated that it was important that all public land management
agencies have an agreed process in place to identify who they will contact and work with in each
area of public land.  At the same time, the role and responsibilities of agency staff was raised as an
issue, particularly in those agencies which already employ Indigenous specific positions to interact
with Aboriginal people.

•Validity of •newŽ groups is crucial to the legitimacy and success of any agreements.Ž

Whilst it is possible to eventually reach agreement about which Traditional Owner group will have the
responsibility for planning, management and decision-making processes, how this occurs in the first
instance is critical.  It was confirmed on numerous occasions during the workshops that it is not
appropriate for public land agency staff to be put in a position where they have to make the decision
about who will/will not be contacted in relation to these issues.

At the same time, many workshop participants agreed that members of the Traditional Owner groups
needed to have agreed processes in place for dealing with this specific issue and, where disputes
arose, that these processes also provided a dispute resolution mechanism or process to resolve any
difference of opinion.  It is not clear how this process should be administered.  There may be a role
for Native Title Services Victoria, the new Cultural Heritage Council or an independent body in
relation to this issue. Consultation with Traditional Owner groups should be undertaken before a final
decision is made.

Need to have support provided so that Traditional Owner groups can sort out who is who and assistance where
there are disputes or disagreements amongst or between groups.

We would also like to participate in joint management arrangements but the government only seems to
recognise the •Yorta Yorta• but not other Indigenous groups.

There is also a need to consider Aboriginal people who are not part of a Traditional Owner group but
who may still have an important contribution to make based on their personal and/or professional
knowledge and expertise.  How this fits in with existing arrangements is unclear and it may, therefore,
be necessary to include this issue in any process which is put in place to create a framework for
involving Aboriginal people in public land planning, management and decision-making processes.

Discussions with existing Traditional Owner groups may confirm that there are some individuals in
their community who they would trust and turn to for support in this area.  If this is the case, whatever
processes are eventually put in place will need to accommodate these arrangements.

Another point raised by participants in relation to •who should participate• was about how to be
included in processes when other members of your group marginalise you and/or members of your
family or group.  This situation can occur within many groups for a number of reasons including:

€ a lack of lack of capacity on the part of the group to put in place effective administrative structures
and processes which enable the group to keep members informed about what is happening;

€ a change in leadership within the group which results in the exclusion of individual group members
in internal discussion and decision-making processes;

€ differences of opinion about who should/should not participate in processes combined with •gate-
keeping• situations where information is withheld deliberately and on a regular basis;

€ a split in the group/s about who is/is not entitled to be a member resulting in factions or splinter
groups being set up which are separate from but still a part of the whole group;  and

€ exclusion by default because individual members and families live off-country and do not have the
financial capacity to regularly participate in group meetings or decision-making processes.

Another consideration impacting particularly on Aboriginal groups is who benefits financially from any
employment opportunities or contract work that is forthcoming.  In these situations, family members
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may, for whatever reason, be given opportunities ahead of other group members who may be more
skilled, experienced or knowledgeable.  The challenge will be to ensure that there are transparent
processes put in place which provide opportunities for all Aboriginal people to participate in and
benefit from any changes implemented.

Economic de velopment oppor tunities

A majority of workshop participants confirmed that economic development opportunities were an
essential component of any future involvement for Indigenous people in public land planning,
management and decision-making processes.  Given that the River Red Gum Forests Investigation
area is quite large, it may be necessary to make arrangements to undertake more focused
consultation activities with representatives of each Traditional Owner group and members of the local
Indigenous communities.

Aboriginal Affairs Victoria have run a series of economic development workshops in locations within
the River Red Gum Forests study area, however, it may be beneficial to arrange for focused
workshops with Aboriginal people who may not have had the opportunity to participate in these
sessions.  If possible, arrangements should be made to include public land management agency staff
in the process to identify specific business opportunities to be incorporated into agreements or work
contracts on public lands within the study area.

At the same time, it is worth considering how to tie in current permitted uses and activities in major
public land use categories so that Aboriginal people on or near country have an opportunity to identify
how their skills, knowledge and experiences can be utilised as part of any future arrangements.

•We need jobs and confirmed pathways from training positions to full-time jobs.  Set up a business incubator
structure to facilitate this process so people can •task the worker• as well as receive access to support

structures.Ž

A number of workshop participants raised the issue of direct economic opportunities in resource
industries, recreation or tourism activities.  However, in many instances an injection of start-up funds
may be required to facilitate this process.  It was clear from comments made by workshop
participants that opportunities could be provided which build on an existing skills and knowledge
base.  The challenge will be to identify how best to approach this issue taking into account existing
processes as well as using these to create new employment opportunities at a local level.

Emplo yment oppor tunities

Most workshop participants indicated that they were familiar with the requirements that government
agencies have in place for Indigenous recruitment and employment. However, many did not know
what opportunities currently exist in public land management agencies or how to find out more
information or access these positions.

It was agreed by many workshop participants that scholarships, traineeships and work placements
were an important access point to gaining meaningful full-time employment opportunities in their local
area.  It was further suggested that public land managers could do more at a local or regional level to
actively promote and create a greater awareness about these opportunities in the study area.

Parks Victoria is undertaking to create more employment and career path opportunities for
Indigenous people.  A number of opportunities do already exist in Parks Victoria, however, a greater
level of awareness could be achieved within the study area.

The Department of Primary Industries, Catchment Management Authorities and the Department of
Sustainability and Environment also have similar employment and career opportunities for Indigenous
people.  It may be useful to consider the merits of all these agencies working more closely with each
other to clearly present information to Indigenous people on what career options exist within and
between agencies.

At the same time, it may also be useful for these agencies to work more closely together to identify



103Draft Proposals Paper for public comment

opportunities where •service contracts• can be combined or streamlined to facilitate on-going or more
substantial employment opportunities.

It is suggested that further discussions occur in relation to this issue so that a streamlined strategy is
put in place which adds value to the opportunities of all agencies and, where possible, to identify cost
savings that can occur as a result of undertaking joint- activities in the study area.

Indigenous Biodiversity and Natural Resource Management Agency

One of the ideas to evolve from comments made by some workshop participants was that of
establishing an independent Indigenous Biodiversity and Natural Resource Management Agency as a
vehicle for those Aboriginal groups who do not have an administrative or financial infrastructure in
place.  The main idea behind this concept was to explore with workshop participants key elements
and tasks that may be provided by the agency if it were to be set up.

It was confirmed that Traditional Owner groups and groups with existing agreements in place would
continue to have separate organisational entities to undertake work associated with Cultural Heritage
and Native Title issues as well as other informed consent processes.

Figure 5 of this report provides an overview of the core elements of the agency.  A number of
workshop participants indicated that they thought there was some merit in the concept, however, a
few felt that the proposed agency arrangement would not be a good idea or that more work needs to
be undertaken before supporting the concept.

•We agree in principle with the model proposed and will await the next round of VEAC consultations.Ž

•Set up an independent Land Management Agency.  Vision Statement … repairing the land for the future
generations and stewardship.Ž

Most workshop participants agreed that the Register of Public Land Areas and the Consultant and
Contractors Register were a good idea and should be implemented even in the agency did not
proceed.  They also supported the idea of having MOUs in place which were underpinned by
biodiversity and stewardship contracts arrangements or similar.  It was suggested that these elements
would go some way towards providing more certainty about financial and employment opportunities.
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What we would like to see happen

A majority of workshop participants expressed the view that •hand-back lease-back• options for some
of the public land within the River Red Gum Forests study area would be welcome.  It was suggested
that, where this does occur, the beneficiaries of these arrangements needed to be Traditional Owner
groups in the first instance.

Having said this, there will obviously be a need to ensure that processes are put in place that allow
for full participation and benefits to occur for all Aboriginal people who are part of these groups.  The
main barrier to this at the moment is that a number of Traditional Owner groups do not appear to
have the capacity or processes in place to clearly identify who is/is not a member of their group …
particularly where a number of their members live •off-country•.

At the same time, it is clear that support needs to be provided to Aboriginal groups so they have the
resources to undertake these internal discussions and decision-making processes for themselves in
the longer term.

•We worked on the strategic plan for DSE and Parks Victoria for them but did not get paid for it.Ž

•Lack of involvement in NRM planning processes - e.g. Fire management and participation in
delivery/understanding in NRM processes (fire management and tracks not being surveyed)Ž

•With the fires and natural disasters they are not getting traditional owners involved.  Parks Victoria and DSE in
the North East in particular.  As soon as a fire is declared safe they need to get the traditional owners in there

immediately to do the survey work.Ž

In some locations it was obvious that Aboriginal groups were frustrated at the inability of agency staff
to include them in local planning, management and decision-making processes.  The issue of fire
responses was raise at a number of workshops as something to be addressed by DSE.  Some
workshop participants also mentioned examples of good practice, but these were generally outside
their regions. 

There were a number of positive ideas raised by workshop participants.  It is suggested that public
land management agencies be encouraged to conduct regular information sessions with Aboriginal
groups in their regions as part of an ongoing capacity building for future increased levels of
involvement in planning, management and decision-making process.  Information gathered in these
sessions could then be incorporated into agency •action plans•.

Specific issues raised include the following:

€ A general lack of information about public land management and a need for more interpretation
signage and consultations with all government bodies, information about local land administration,
who manages each area of public land, community assistance or workshops to find out more about
public land administration and public land categories.  This also needs to reach Aboriginal people
in remote areas.

€ Some groups have put various land management proposals to government agencies and received
mostly no response, while other have had no interaction with public land managers.  More
partnerships with government were promoted (working within existing frameworks).

€ For effective Indigenous participation there is a need to over-ride state borders as these are
political constructs and have little to do with Indigenous and natural resource management
objectives (cross border issues).  Governments in NSW and Victoria need to consider and look at
region as one River (Murray).  Any cross border issues need to be negotiated and agreed to by all
stakeholders.

€ A need to educate Aboriginal kids in primary school first about their culture.  Resources like the
internet connected, laptops and printers to do assignments are important.

€ A need to look at the bigger global picture to make sure something is left for the children, Traditional
owners and other Indigenous groups to sign up to agreements all the time.  •If we want to do
something to the land we have to put something back so there is something left to do on the landŽ.

€ Local and regional employment strategies … DSE facilitators need to come out and meeting with
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Traditional Owners to discuss the employment strategies and professional development
opportunities so we fully understand and know about it.

€ More employment opportunities should be provided in government departments and agencies and
local mob preferred for jobs rather than Aboriginal people who are not involved in community or
who don•t have local knowledge.

€ Employ on a contract basis local Aboriginal people who are keen and have local knowledge and
then give them the right training, support and skills. Some workshop participants wanted this to be
negotiated with Traditional Owners only.  A register can be established of people that want to
provide a service e.g. consultant and contractors register.  Establish scholarships, traineeships and
a career path.  Training for on-ground works (chain saw, chemical use and 4 WD etc.) or hands on
involvement in management tasks.  Aboriginal controlled training facilities should be supported to
establish skills training for land management

€ Service Contracts between government agencies and Traditional Owner groups is a good idea.
These could include a payment for a set number of hours of consultation each year.  This would
provide an income source to support Aboriginal community participation.

€ If you do cultural work they should be getting paid for their time and expertise (e.g. professionals
such as archaeologists).  For example Aboriginal people involved in cultural heritage assessment
processes (e.g. assessment of logging coups) have not received payment or re-imbursement for
participation costs or expert knowledge and time provided to the land manager.  In other places
public land managers haven•t consulted Aboriginal people and will not have the cultural knowledge
to know if these areas are sensitive (i.e. scarred or birthing trees).

€ Funding and resourcing are needed for government meetings, elders meetings and administration,
informed consent etc for involvement in public land management.  Community engagement … think
about as part of the negotiation process.  Indigenous peoples participation in government
processes is restricted due to the low socio-economic situation.  Participation in planning and
decision-making processes would be improved if costs and expenses are covered.

€ Need to have support provided so that Traditional Owner groups can sort out who is who and
assistance where there are disputes or disagreements amongst or between groups.  Funds are
required for administrative support, as there is no capacity to do this currently.  Those groups that
are receiving government support are much better placed to participate.

€ Government agencies should not negotiate with just one person from a clan or tribal group as a
short cut…negotiations and meeting should be with all Traditional Owner group members.

€ A need for Aboriginal people to share knowledge and the workload.  There currently exists a range
of specialist knowledge and expertise.  Funding is needed to allow the time and women with young
children to undertake the study and the training required to actively and effectively participate in
public land and resource management.

€ Intellectual property rights and dispute resolution need to be included … secured and protected if
Traditional Owners are to participate in public land planning and decision-making.

€ A need to get consent with the registered parties for any agreements that have cultural sensitivity.

€ Greater focus should be given to water as this system provides the fabric for communities and
environmental connections.  Aboriginal people in the study area are interested in environmental
flows and use of water by industry and would like more transparency in these arrangements.  There
were many problems described with the health of the river including salinity and the system is being
poisoned.

€ Senior Management needs to do their homework first and change their policies and vision
statements at the top level.  There needs to be a reporting mechanism to measure what needs to
be achieved. This is also reflected in inconsistencies between public land management agencies
and different offices operational practices.  They have to be trained and there must be
repercussions in place if policies or agreements are not implemented or followed.

€ Need access to resources for cultural practices and artefacts e.g. making boomerangs, stone tools
and potential for business enterprises such has highly specialised cottage industries with high
value add.  Its not just about scarred trees, artefacts, weed and pest control.  It is also about bush
tucker access and traditional hunting and gathering rights in all public land including parks.

€ Indigenous groups to receive a percentage of revenue from activities on public land (e.g. timber industry).
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Last word - Aboriginal cultural heritage

Almost all Aboriginal people consulted were aware of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006, the role of the
Aboriginal Heritage Council and the process for becoming a Registered Aboriginal Party under the
Act.  Participants at the VEAC workshops were advised that Aboriginal Cultural Heritage issues were
not within the scope of the VEAC River Red Gum Forests Investigation and were to be dealt with
separately by the Aboriginal Heritage Council and Aboriginal Affairs Victoria.

A number of participants attending the VEAC workshops indicated that they had attended one of the
information workshops convened by Aboriginal Affairs Victoria about the new arrangements under the
Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006, however, there appeared to be some confusion about what the financial
arrangements will be under the new system.  Where questions about this specific issue were raised,
the consultants advised workshop participants to make contact with the Aboriginal Heritage Council
and/or Aboriginal Affairs Victoria to seek clarification about issues raised.

Those members that went to the AAV workshops found it very interesting and that the processes haven•t really
changed over the years.

How will the AAV Heritage Act work in with VEAC•s process when it comes into place in May 2007?

Cultural heritage and Aboriginal perspectives on land management

A number of workshop participants indicated quite strongly that it was difficult to separate Aboriginal
cultural heritage values from land management, planning and decision-making processes.  The main
reason was that decisions about land management were inter-related with Aboriginal cultural
practices, lifestyles and seasonal cycles - which still exist today.

It was confirmed that spiritual connections with country were still quite strong, even where people
lived off-country.  Access to specific sites within public land areas was seen as under-pinning
Aboriginal identity and expression.  The connection with Aboriginal cultural heritage sites on public
and private lands remains a prime goal of many Aboriginal people … particularly those within the
boundaries of the River Red Gum Forests study area.

A number of stories were told at the VEAC workshops about the importance and inter-relationship of
Aboriginal cultural heritage and land management practices.  The issue of biodiversity was raised on
a number of occasions as this was seen as critical to understanding the relationship and connection
with Aboriginal cultural values, environmental practices and environmental health.

•There are issues with the Red Gums needing to survive as they are being used for firewood.  They are cut to
the stumps and just left there.  This needs to be repaired too in the context of biodiversity.Ž

•Big interest in the environmental flows … end of the river and the problems with salinity and now its building
up and poisoning the system.  Pumping in environmental flows in one area and then for other areas.  They are

robbing the river system and robbing it of the Murray cods.Ž

At the same time, a number of workshop participants raised the issue of cultural practices being an
important issue today and that cultural heritage was not something that only exists from a historical or
archaeological perspective.

•Cultural practices on country, particularly in national parks; we need continued access for hunting rights and
traditional foods.Ž

A majority of workshop participants would like to see arrangements put in place where Aboriginal
people can have access to areas on public land so they can continue with their cultural practices.  If
this occurs, it was suggested that an Aboriginal Cultural Practices Permit System or similar be put in
place to monitor who is accessing and using resources on public land.  Whilst it was not clear how
this system should operate, it was suggested that representatives of Traditional Owner groups should
have some authority to vet and approve permit applications which relate to public land areas where
they are acknowledged as the custodians.

For this to occur, legislative and regulatory changes need to occur, where appropriate, so the issue of
Aboriginal cultural practices is embedded in the policies and procedures of agencies with
responsibility for planning, management and decision-making on public land areas.
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The following tables list the organisations and individuals that made submissions in response to the Notice of
Investigation (Sub. Period No. 1) or the Discussion Paper (Sub. Period No. 2), and their submission numbers.

Organisation Contact                                           Sub. Period No.
1 2

Arbuthnot Sawmills Mr Paul Madden 271 1132

Archard Laser & Hydraulics 41

Arnold Bloch Leibler Mr Peter Seidel 655

Australian Conservation Foundation Dr Arlene Buchan; Mr Lindsay 
Hesketh; Mr Matt Ruchel 44 557

Australian Motorcycle Trail Riders Association Mr Peter Ellard 3

Bangerang Cultural Centre Co-operative Ltd Mr Kevin Atkinson 415

Barham Koondrook Garden Club Ms Lyn Smith 503

Barham Koondrook Historical Society Ms Rhonda Frankling 544

Barham Progress Association Inc Ms Joy Eagle 15

Barmah Forest Cattlemen's Association Inc Mr Kelvin Trickey 364 349

Barmah Forest Preservation League Mr Stan Vale; Mr Peter Newman 404 830

Bayside Reconciliation Group Mr Ken Blackman 327

Benalla District Environment Group Ms Christine Holmes; 
Ms Kate Stothers 98 460

Bird Observers Club of Australia Mr Richard Hunter 508

Bird Observers Club of Australia, 
Murray-Goulburn Branch Mr Gary Deayton 339

Birds Australia, Victorian Regional Group Mr Euan Moore 13 480

Bush Users Group, Indigo Region Ms Win Morgan 384

Bush Users Group Victoria Inc Mr Bob Richardson 373

Central Murray Apiaries Mr Peter Pigdon 14

Central Murray Regional Waste Management Group Ms Karen Fazzani 1358

Central Victorian Apiarists Association Mr Rodney Gell 166

Coalition Against Duck Shooting Ms Lynn Trakell 292

Cohuna & District Progress Association Inc Mr Greg Peace 526

Cohuna Joinery & Building Supplies Mr Alan Fletcher 177

Cohuna Trail Riding Club Ms Audrey Dickins; 
Ms Sandra Basile 81 259

Cohuna Uniting Church Shared Ministry Team M- & M- L. & H. Radley 541

Confederation of Australian Motor Sport, Victoria Mr Gary Grant 523

Conservation Council of South Australia Mr Peter Owen 200

Construction Material Processors' Association Mr Grant Phillips; 
Ms Sarah Andrew 454 627

Country Fire Authority, Headquarters Mr Neil Bibby 414

Cross Campus Indigenous Solidarity Network (CCISN) Mr Liam Neame 617

Dandenong Valley Bushwalking club Inc Mr John Freeman 256

Daylesford Anglers Club Mr Dale Whitehouse 524

Department for Victorian Communities, 
Aboriginal Affairs Victoria Ms Joy Elley 159

Department of Agriculture Fisheries and Forestry Mr Tony Bartlett 246

Department of Infrastructure Mr John Robinson 170

Department of Primary Industries, Melbourne Mr Ross Garsden, 
Mr Richard Bolt 446

Echuca Moama Triathlon Club Mr Mark Wight 314

Ecosurveys Pty Ltd Mr Rick Webster 95

Environment Defenders' Office Mr Brendan Sydes 464

Environment Victoria Inc Ms Sue Phillips; 
Ms Juliet Le Feuvre 432 463

APPENDIX 4: Submissions received in response to the 
Notice of Investigation and Discussion Paper



Organisation Contact                                           Sub. Period No.
1 2

Environmental Farmers Network Mr John Pettigrew 136

Federation of Victorian Walking Clubs (VicWalk) Inc Mr Steve Robertson 391 56

Field & Game Australia Inc Mr Rod Drew 456

Forest Action Trust Ms Lauren Caulfield 428

Four Wheel Drive Victoria Mr Barry Chare 460

Friends of Nyah-Vinifera Forest Inc Mr John O'Bree 434 629

Friends of Otway National Park Ms Margaret MacDonald 237

Friends of the Box-Ironbark Forests, 
Mount Alexander Region Mr Bernard Slattery 340

Friends of the Earth Mr Jonathon La Nauze 261 625

Gannawarra Shire Council Mr Des Bilske; 
Ms Rebecca Roesler 525 304

Geelong Environment Council Inc Ms Joan Lindros 478

Goldfields Honey Ms & Mr Marie & Colin Murley 402

Gondwana Canoe Hire Pty Ltd Ms Lyn O'Brien 267 245

Goulburn Broken Catchment Management Authority Mr Bill O'Kane; Mr Tim Barlow 366 276

Goulburn Murray Water Mr Pat Feehan 305

Goulburn Valley 4WD Club Mr Dallas Rundle 174

Goulburn Valley Environment Group Dr Doug Robinson 199 621

Goulburn Valley Regional Waste Management Mr Nicholas Nagle 540

Greater Shepparton City Council Mr Greg McKenzie 518

Gunbower Island State Forest Users Group Ms Audrey Dickins 248

Happy Horses Hoofcare Ms Audrey Dickins 82

Hodgeson House Mr & Ms Allen & Anne Perry 106

Institute of Foresters of Australia Mr Ross Penny 398

Institute of Foresters of Australia, Victorian Division Mr Gary Featherston 484

IUCN World Commission on Protected Areas Ms Penelope Figgis 261

J. & G. Coulter Pty Ltd Ms Jeanette Coulter 389

The Jewish Ecological Coalition Ms Rosemary Cowen 533

Kerang & District Assembly of God Church Inc Ps Allan Jakobi 70

Kerang Environment Study Centre Mr George Hardwick 537

Kingston Conservation & Environment Coalition Inc Mr Bill Hampel 310

Kyabram Field and Game Mr Graham Jamison 399

Lakes and Craters Environment Group Ms Jennette Lambell 404

Latrobe University, Bendigo Ms Deidre Slattery 521

Leitchville Bunyip Sporting Club M- L.J. Taylor 362

Lower Murray Water Authority Mr Ron Leamon; 
Mr Owen Russell 441

Mallee Catchment Management Authority Mr Trent Wallis; Ms Joan Burns 435 443

Melbourne Bushwalkers Inc Mr Rod Novak 358

Mid Murray Landcare Network Mr David Ellemor 57

Mid Northern Association of Angling Clubs Inc Mr Rob Loats 54 477

Mid-Murray Field Naturalists Inc Mr Neil Macfarlane 457

Mildura Campus, La Trobe University Mr Geoffrey Brown 1351

Mildura Rural City Council Mr Phil Pearce 506

Mildura Tourism Inc Ms Dani Harvey 598

Minerals Council of Australia, Victorian Division Mr Chris Fraser 314 1324

Minister for Aboriginal Affairs The Honourable Gavin 
Jennings MLC 79

Moira Shire Ms Jane Visser 286

Monash Indigenous Solidarity Collective Mr Giles Bray 624
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Organisation Contact                                           Sub. Period No.
1 2

Monash Student Association Mr Robin Hannigan 725

Moser and Hinks, Apiarists Mr Philip Moser; Mr David Hinks 405

Murrabit Advancement Association Inc Mr Stephen O'Donoghue 505 511

Murrabit Riding Club Inc Ms Jeanette Coulter 388 486

Murray Darling Association Inc Mr Adrian Wells; 
Mr Damien Hientze 19 228

Murray Lower Darling Rivers Indigenous Nations Mr Steven Ross 431 615

Murray River Councils of North Central Victoria Ms Katrina Tehan 972

Murray River Horse Trails Mr & Ms Graeme & 
Debbie Padget & Jackson 216 434

The Myer Foundation Ms Christine Fraser; 
Mr Carrillo Gantner 430 528

Nathalia Fire Brigades Group Mr Phil Hawkey 85

Nathalia Wildflower Group Ms Joan Harding 416

National Parks Association of New South Wales Ms Jacquie Kelly; 
Mr Andrew Cox 421 542

National Parks Australia Council Inc Ms Anne Reeves 642

Native Title Services Victoria Ltd Dr Mark Brett 597

Nature Conservation Council of New South Wales Ms Madeline Hourihan 169

Nillumbik Reconciliation Group Ms Jan Aitken 383

Nillumbik Shire Council Mr Dominique Pomeroy 1352

North Central Catchment Management Authority Mr Gavin Hanlon; 
Ms Jennifer Alexander 439 553

North East Catchment Management Authority Mr John Riddiford 445

North East Victorian Firewood Strategy 
Implementation Community Reference Group Ms Greta Quinliven 455

North-Eastern Apiarists' Association Ms Elwyne Papworth 474

Parklands Albury Wodonga Mr Ben Berry 410

Parks Victoria Mr Brian Doolan 465

Pax Christi Australia Mr Michael Henry 652

Peregrine Club Ms Ruth Glare 291

Plantations North East Incorporated Mr Bernard Young 443 546

Polperro Dolphin Swims Pty Ltd Ms Judith Muir 15

Prospectors & Miners Association of Victoria Ms Rita Bentley 319

Redgum Timber Producers (Australia) Mr Ron Sharples 311

Regeneration Solutions Pty Ltd Mr Ian Davidson 104

Right Angles Consulting Pty Ltd Dr Kathy Lacey 14

River Country Adventours Mr Rob Asplin 74

River Redgum Furniture Mr & Mr Dean & 
Wayne Attwell & Hall 370

Ryan & McNulty Sawmills Mr Greg McNulty 313 317

Shepparton Adult Riding Club Mr Chris Flynn 392

Shepparton Field & Game Mr David Moore 355

Shepparton Irrigation Region Implementation 
Committee (Goulburn Broken Catchment Mr Peter Gibson; 
Management Authority) Mr Ken Sampson 244

Shepparton Region Reconciliation Group 312

Shire of Campaspe Mr Wayne Harvey 365

Shire of Campaspe Cr Judi Lawler 420

Sporting Shooters' Association of Australia (Vic) Ltd Mr Philip Brown 320

St James-Devenish Branch VFF Incorporating Broken 
Boosey Landholders Group Ms Kathy Beattie 381
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Organisation Contact                                           Sub. Period No.
1 2

Sunraysia Apiarists' Association Mr Trevor Monson 487

Sunraysia Bird Observers' Club Ms Pauline Bartels; 
Mr Barrie Mac Millian 181 350

Sunraysia Mallee Economic Development Board Mr Andrew Millen 609

Surveyor-General Victoria Mr David Boyle 24

Swan Hill Rural City Council Cr Bruce Jones; Mr Ian Couper 348 1255

Threatened Ecosystems Network Mr Ray Maino 151

The Timber Benders Ms Sue Ewart 419

Timber Communities Australia, Central Murray 
Red Gum Branch Ms Faye Ashwin 322 296

Timber Communities Australia, 
Mid Murray Redgum Branch Mr Ray Hill 180 297

Timber Communities Australia, Victorian State Office Mr Scott Gentle 285

Tourism Alliance Victoria Limited Mr Nicholas Hunt 403

Tourism Victoria Mr Sean Daugherty 10

Trust For Nature (Victoria) Dr Chris Williams 385 616

Trust for Nature (Victoria), North Central Region Mr Tim Read 541

Victorian Apiarists' Association Mr Linton Briggs 309

Victorian Association of Forest Industries Mr Pat Wilson; Ms Tricia Caswell 471 375

Victorian Association of Forest Industries, 
Red Gum Division Mr Paul Madden 86

Victorian Catchment Management Council Ms Patricia Geraghty 295

Victorian Farmers Federation Mr Simon Ramsay 290

Victorian Farmers Federation, Nathalia Picola Branch Mr Tom Tinkler 344 430

Victorian Forest Health Advisory Committee Mr Ian Smith 451

Victorian National Parks Association Mr Nick Roberts 311 527

Victorian Piscatorial Council Inc Mr George Hardwick 217

VRFish Mr John Corbett 552

Wangaratta Rural City Council Ms Karen Jones 472 503

Wangaratta Urban Landcare Group Ms Helen Curtis 16

Waterkeepers Australia Mr Greg Hunt 120

The Wilderness Society Inc Mr Richard Hughes 604

Wildlife Profiles Mr Peter Robertson 4

Yalca-Yielima Rural Fire Brigade 407 630

Yarrawonga and Mulwala Tourism Inc Dr John Charles 160

Yielima Graziers Association Mr Frank Mannion 826

Yorta Yorta Nation Aboriginal Corporation Ms Monica Morgan; 
Mr Henry Atkinson 450 263
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Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Mr Kevin Abbot 54
Ms Leyla Acaroglu 807
Mr Henry James Achert 451
Mr Chris Adams 774
Mr Ian Adams 436
Mr Mark Adams 808
Mr Matt Addison 809
Mr Michael Adler 198
Ms Anne-lise Ah-fat 810
Mr James Ahern 811
Mr Leigh Ahern 134 205
M- Zane Alcorn 812
Ms Jennifer Alden 623
Mr Ben Aldrige 473
Mr Gabrielle Alexander 461
Ms Karen Alexander 550
Mr Robert Alexander 665
Ms Liz Allan 813
Ms Jane Allardice 814
M- Chris Allen 420
Ms Siobhan Allen 815
Ms Amanda Allen-Toland 816
Ms Margaret Ambrose 360
Mr Anthony Amis 793
Ms Esther Anatolitis 817
Mr Ian Anderson 278
Ms Louise Anderson 428
Ms Meg Anderson 124
Mr Mervyn Anderson 247
Mr Tim Anderson 1304
Ms Kathy Andison 715
Mr Andrew Apostola 818
M- Takashige Arai 819
Mr Alex Arbuthnot 545
Ms Nellie Arbuthnot 506
Mr Aaron Archer 820
Mr David Archer 437
Mr Ben Ardley 821
Ms Juliet Armatolos 1305
Mr & Mrs Ron & Margaret Armstrong 130
Ms Inge Arnold 1306
M- P. Arrien 227
Ms Fairlie Arthur 492
Ms Lyndall Ash 208 468
Mrs M.E. Ash 547
Mr Roger Ashburner 466 469
Mr Terry Ashton 148
Ms Faye Ashwin 455
M- A. Ata 822
Ms Amy Atkinson 670
Ms Gabrielle Atkinson 823
Dr Wayne Atkinson 168 824

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Dr Chris Atmore 373
M- J. Augello 84
Ms Jay Ayerson 825
M- Neylan Aykut 445
Ms Janet Bachsinar 719
Mr Andrew Bailey 755
Mr Brian Bainbridge 520
Assoc Prof John R. Baird 150
Mr Max Baker 543
Mr & Mrs Max & Belinda Baker 520
Mr Seamus Balkin 635
Mr Richie Ball 827
Ms Jillian Bambach 394
Mr Leon Bannister 828
Mr Adam Barber 1307
Ms Sarah Barber 324
Ms Jennie Barnes 663
Mr David Barnett 599
Ms Jenny Barnett 532
Ms Phoebe Barton 1308
M- & M- J. & L. Bartram 176
Mr Graeme Barwick 425
Mr John Bat 78 42
Mr Tony Bates 829
Mr Damian Bateson 831
Ms Carmen Batson 1347
Ms Beth Batt 350
Mr Matt Batten 467
M- Edan Baxter 834
Ms Jade Baxter 833
M- M.L. Baxter 349
Mr Tom Baxter 832
Ms Vica Bayley 835
Ms Shoshanna Beale 1309
Mr Daniel Beard 836
Ms Cherie Beaton 837
Mr Darren Beattie 542
M- S. Beattie 592
Dr John Beaumont 582
Ms Asha Bec 838
M- Jecs Beckaling 839
Mr Rod Beckam 840
Ms Fran Begley 841
Mr Robert Bekke 842
Mr Peter Belgrave 768
Mr Ian Bell 843
Ms Julie Bell 141
Ms Lisa Belleas 844
Ms Helen Bennett 548
M- Ollie Bennett 845
Mr John Bentley 202 626
Mr Paul Bentley 846



Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Mr R. Berbling 424
M- E. Bergmeier 299
Mr Per Bernard 179
Mr Geoff Berry 77 522
Ms Linda Bester 437
Mr J.W. Beveridge 381
Mr David Beyer 441
Ms Julia Bielak 107
Ms Kitty Billings 215
Ms Laura Billings 263
Ms Deanne Bird 111
Ms Penny Bissett 745
Ms Christene Blair 847
Ms Beryl Blake 362
Mr Joe Blake 628
Ms Shelley Blake 848
Ms Debbie Blakeney 11
Ms Sylivia Blegg 449
Ms Sieglinde Bleichredt 849
Ms Mackenzie Bock 850
Ms Melinda Bock 851
Mr Jopie Bodegraven 57
Ms Rhiannon Bogaert 240
Ms Nicole Boldt 761
Ms Annie Bolitho 429
Mr Frank Bolton 6 16
Mrs Eleanor Bolza 39 572
Ms Mara Bonacci 326
Mr Jason Bond 852
Mr Andrew Booth 639
Ms Katherine Booth 853
Mr Michael Boothby 45
Ms Annette Borchard 3
Mr Graham Borrell 269
Mr Darcy Botterill 382
M- & M- Greg & Kathleen Botterill 461
Ms Laura Botterill 383
Mr Mark Boulet 75
Ms Monique Bouma 855
Ms Yvette Bouma 854
Mr James Bourchier 171
Mr Phil Bourne 782
Mr John Bowen 94
Ms Robin Bowen 17
Mr Alexander Bowles 38
Ms Lisa Bowring 856
Mr Geoff Bradbury 348
Ms Cara Bramich 136
Ms Anne Bray 549
Ms Tresa Breeze 857
Ms Edwina Breitzke 30
Mr Elliot Brennan 858

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

M- O., S., E. & D. Brew 336
Mr Roy Brew 502
Mr Tim Briedi 859
Ms Belinda Briggs 685
Mr & Ms Darren & Margie Briggs 63
Ms Hazel Brimley 718
Ms Sue Brink 122
Ms Melanie Brint 860
Mr John Brissett 112
Ms Jeanne Brit 118
Ms Diane Brodie 861
Mr William Broen 298
Dr Andrew Brookes 634
Ms Jane Brookes 633
Ms Nola Brooks 862
Mr & Mrs Robert & Beverly Brooks 586
Ms Tara Brooks 863
M- D. Brown 192
M- E.S. Brown 193
Mr Gus Brown 864
Ms Lucy Brown 865
M- M.E. Brown 190
M- P.J. Brown 189
Mr Phillip Brown 614
Mr & Mrs Robert & Dorothy Brown 453
Mr Stanley Brown 191 74
M- V. Brown 194
Mr John Browning 866
Messrs Terry & Jerry Browning 380
Ms Jenny Bruce 77
Ms Carolyn Brush 867
Ms Penelope Brussen 701
Mr David Bryan 279
Ms Christy Bryar 868
Ms Danya Bryx 1311
Mr Dylan Buckee 869
Ms Melissa Buckely 764
Ms Ann Buik 55
Mr Tony Buiu 246
Ms Erin Bulleur 870
Mr Paul Bullock 871
Mr Ben Burdett 872
Ms Kerryn Burgess 48
Ms Anna Burggraaff 873
Ms Millicent Burke 874
Ms Val Burke 512
Ms Virgina Burns 266
Ms Georgie Burns-Williamson 377
Ms Suzanne Burris 1085
M- A.B. Burtchell 99
Ms Sallie Burton 570
Mr Andrew Butcher 253
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Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Sophie Butcher 251
Ms Dorothy Button 682
Ms Marion Byass 534
Ms Rosalind Byass 499
Ms Penny Byrne 368
Ms Stephanie Cahalan 875
Mr Bruce Calder 530
Mrs Gwen Calder 521
Mr Brad Caldwell 369 554
Mr David Caldwell 729
Ms Helen Caldwell 393 555
Ms Julie Caldwell 112
Mr Pierre Call 417
Ms Beth Cameron 877
Mr John Cameron 26
Ms Karri Cameron 876
Mr & Mrs Douglas & Joan Campbell 376
Mr Joseph Campbell 878
Mr Loki Campbell Type 316
Ms Gemma Candy 562
Ms Kate Canny 879
M- Loki Carbis 684
Mr Joanna Carr 746
Ms Anne Carroll 560
Mr Anthony Carroll 214 435
Ms Judith Carstens 881
Ms Melissa Carstens 880
Mr Andrew Carter 882
Mr Ivan Carter 31
Ms Lisa Carter 515
Mr Brendan Casey 185
Ms Elly Cashmore 4
Ms Tricia Caswell 117
Mr Joel Catchlove 883
Ms Lauren Caulfield 884
Mr & Mrs John & Barbara Caven 329
Mr Michael Cebon 51
Mr Mark Ceff 885
M- J. Chalmers 534
Mr Luke Chamberlain 187 165
Mr Graeme Chapman 24
Ms Emily Chauvel 886
M- Del Chessell 648
Ms Charmaine Chew 887
Mr Michael Chew 295
M- Childs 148
Ms Rachel Chiodo 267
M- Shahrear Chowdhury 888
Ms Ann Christy 331
Mr Wayne Church 514
Mr Mathew Churchill 33
Mr Matthew Churchill 889

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Mary Cilli 418
M- Olaf Ciolek 281
Ms Holly Clark 890
Ms Barbara Clarke 891
Ms Barbary Clarke 390
Mr Chris Clarke 92
Mr John Cleary 892
Ms Nicole Cleary 236
Mr & Mrs Craig & Andrea Cleave 546
Ms Adrianne Cleaver 893
Ms Debbie Clemson 306
Mr Paul Clift 726
Ms Megan Clinton 894
Ms Rachel Close 337
Mr Brian Coffey 799
Mr Nicholas  Coleman 896
Mr Oliver Coleman 895
Mr Steve Collett 491
Ms Nina Collins 374
Ms Sally Collins 673
Mr Tim Collins 1312
Mrs E.M. Colman 528
Ms Joanne Colosimo 240
Mr Gareth Coming 897
Ms Helen Conaglen 900
Mr Paul Conaglen 899
M- V. Conaglen 898
Mr Michael Condon 714
Ms Christine Connelly 901
Mr Michael Connors 393
M- Gabrielle Conroy 902
Ms Browyn Cook 517
Ms Elizabeth Cook 301
Ms Cathy Coote 384
M- E. Coppings 414
Ms Georgie Coram 903
Ms Judy Coram 905
Ms Pippa Coram 904
Ms Rleena Cordes 531
Mr Walter Cordes 363
Mr David Corke 510
Ms Tarryn Corkery-Lavender 219
Ms Jillian Cornelious 906
Mr Daniel Cornellssen 907
Ms Ema Corro 908
Miss Frances Corry 309 249
Miss Joan Corry 318
Mr Adam Cosier 909
Ms Esther Costa 354 88
Ms Lara Coughlan 910
Ms Jeanette Coulter 485
Mr David Coulton 40



Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Claire Counsell 911
Mr & Ms Mike & Pat Coupar 94
Ms Georgette Courtenay 93
M- J. Coutts-Slater 912
Ms Brigid Cowling 532
Ms Lauren Cowling 797
Ms Courtney Cox 37 188
Mr Rob  Cozman 913
Mr Andrew Cramb 496
Mr Richard Cranston 315
Ms Holly Creenaune 1313
Mr Don Crichton 131
Ms Sara Culic 914
Ms Vanessa Culliford 1314
Ms Debbie Culling 915
Mr Toby Cumming 620
Mr Mark Cunningham 371
Ms Shelagh Curmi 450
Ms Aleah Currie 916
Ms Helen Curtis 257
M- M. Curtis 272
Mr Darryl Curwood 164
Ms Mary Cusack 438
Ms Jennifer Dagley 396
Mr Billy Dain 917
Mr Peter Dale 278
Ms Lara Daley 918
Ms Lesley Dalziel 315 143
M- Lai Dancer 919
M- Azadeh Dastayari 920
Mr Geoffrey Davey 495
Ms Rosemary Davidson 1048
Ms Gwyneth Davies 922
Ms Jan Davies 921
Mr Lloyd Davies 201
Ms Margaret Davies 444
Mr Richard Davine 923
Ms Anita Davis 1315
Mr & Ms Barry & Faye Davis 161
Mr T Davis 452
Mr Michael Davison 794
M- Chris Dawson 463
M- J.G. Dawson 233
Ms Sarah Day 1316
Ms Olivia De Dios Conway 924
Ms Judy De Groot 925
Mr Vince de Simone 471
Mr Christiaan de Vreeze 926
Ms Lorraine Dean 928
Ms Nadia Dean 927
Ms Tara Dean 929
Ms Monique Decortis 341

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

M- Chic Dee 508
Ms Julia Dehm 88 378
Mr Jack Delaney 345
Ms Rebecca Dempsey 180
Ms Rachel Dempster 574
Ms Liz Denborough 930
Ms Carrie Deutsch 110
Mr Barrie Dexter 376
Mr Frank Di Mascolo 104 224
Ms Giselle Di Paolo 931
Mr John Dickins 255
Ms Dianne Dies 932
Ms Eleanor Dilley 230
Mr Simon Dimopoulos 933
Ms Victoria Dixon 934
Mr Timothy Dobson 935
Ms Andrea Doling 936
Mr James Donald 283
Ms Caroline Doolan 1317
M- Chris Doran 937
Ms Tanya Doran 139
Ms Nicky Dougherty 938
Mr Bruce Doughty 144
Ms Jessica Douglas 939
Ms Jennifer Doull 940
Mr Malcolm Dow 170
Mr & Ms Malcolm & Elinor Dow & Knappert 197
Mr Jason Doyle 470 287
Ms Eva Draczenko 941
Mr Ray Draper 154
Ms Andrew Duffell 514
Ms Shirley Duffield 400
Ms Julie Duffus 156
Mr Richard Duffy 169
M- Duggan 154
M- Duggan 155
M- J.M. Duggan 144
Ms Jenifer Duke 241 173
Ms Judith Dunn 280
Ms Lorna Dunn 10
Ms Patricia Dunn 943
Ms Samantha Dunn 942
Ms Bernie Durkin 945
Ms Joanne Durst 462
Ms Joanne Dutoit 187
Ms Phillipa Dwyer 547
Mr Neil Eagle 195
Ms Melissa Eastham 80
Mr John Eberbach 427 310
Mr Victor Eddy 101 300
Ms Jan Edwards 948
Ms Julie Edwards 947
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Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Mary Edwards 949
Mr Reginald Edwards 946
Mr & Mrs Rodney & Sandy Edwards 27
Ms Sandra Edwards 47
Ms Marina Eleftheriadis 662
Mr Peter Ellard 317
Mr David Ellemor 510
Ms Janice A. Ellemor 601
Mr Edward Ellis 950
Mr & Mr Kevin & Glenn Emmins 456
Mr & Ms Michael & Lara English 452
Ms Georgia Ensor 952
Ms Marita Ensor 951
Ms Caroline Evans 954
Ms Diane Evans 953
Mr & Mrs Christine & Bert Fabel 49
M- Falahey 185
Ms Cecily Falkingham 339
Mr Robert Fallon 69
Dr Mike Faris 269
M- K.B. Farley 335
Ms Liz Farnsworth 955
Mr Ben Farrall 956
Ms Frances Farrall 488
Mr Shane Farrell 957
Ms Suzanne Farrugia 135
Mr Michael Feller 130
Ms Denise Fenwick 287
Ms Elisabeth Fenwick 958
Mr Peter Ferguson 8
Mr Anthony Fernando 498
Ms Chantelle Fernando 775
Ms Chiamanti Fernando 762
Ms Denise Fernando 126
Mr Darren Ferrier 657
Ms Rosemary Ffrench 959
Ms Richard Fields 960
M- Pat Finegan 584
Mr Rob Fisher 535
Ms Yvonne Fisher 352
Mr Lachlan Fitch 271
Ms Susie Fitch 265
Mr James Fitzsimons 473
Mr & Mrs J. & A. Flack 117
Mr Peter Flanagan 102 55
Mr Marco Flores 961
Mr Chris Flynn 303
Mr Owen Flynn 333 353
M- P.F. Flynn 529
Miss Trikkelle Flynn 337
Mr Michael Fogarty 363
Ms Kathryn Foley 199

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Katie Foley 366
Mr Ray Foley 462 200
Mr Greg Follett 962
Ms Elizabeth Forbes 64
Ms Hannah Ford 963
Mrs Betty Gladys Forster 340
Mr Charles Foster 213 63
Ms Joni Foster 239
Ms Melanie Foster 964
Ms Yanoula Fouras 222
Mr Bernie Fox 140
Ms Heather Frahn 236
Mr Benn Frail 676
Mr Adrian Francis 265
Ms Helen Frania 1051
Ms Hayley Franklin 710
Ms Julianne Fraser 686
Ms & Mr Catherine & Robert Fraser & Blake 446
Mr John Free 385
Ms Catherine French 965
M- Chris French 966
Ms Nicole Frisina 183
Ms Marion Frost 409
Mr & Mrs Graeme & Heather Frostick 361 432
Mr Simon Fuller 6
Ms Dianne Fulton 967
Ms Jane Furze 969
Mrs E.G. Fyfe 970
Ms Bethany Gadd 971
Ms Janet Galbraith 790
Mr Jim Galea 466
Ms Tanya Galvin 42 1344
Mr Roger Gamble 973
Ms Janine Garland 34
Ms Laura Gatti 974
Ms Anita Gazani 976
Mr Edson Gazani 975
Ms Kellie Gee 356
Mr Miles Geldard 9
Mr Ken Gell 515
Mr Rodney Gell 293
M- S. Genziuk 977
Mrs B.M. George 122
Ms Heather Gibbs 84
Ms Margaret Gibson 260
Mr Nicholas Gilbert 184
Ms Katherine Giljohann 675
Ms Glynis Gilkes 426
Ms Brenda Gill 81
Ms Sharon Gill 591
Ms Linden Gillbank 298
Ms Kate Gillespie-Jones 399



Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Louise Gilmore 978
M- D. Gilpin 158
Ms Leanne Girardi 1345
M- Chris Gittins 65
Ms Rosemary Glaisher 1318
Mr Anthony Glass 400 481
Ms Belinda Glass 401 491
Ms Regina Gleeson 650
Mr Thanh-Lan Gluckman 558
Mrs & Mr Fay & George Godden 93
Mr Ronice Goebel 740
Mr Gerard Gomes 224
Mr Andrei Gooderham 979
Mr Hammy Goonan 367
Mr Richard Goonan 563
Dr Ascelin Gordon 5
Ms Claire Gordon 980
Mr Erin Gordon 760
M- J. Goss 256
Mr Simon Goudkamp 981
Cr Neville Goulding 65 1357
Ms Angela Grace 221
Ms Robyn Gradey 982
Ms Elizabeth Graham 765
Ms Margaret Graham 983
Ms Charlene Grainger 219
Mr Vittorio Grando 984
Ms Ann Grant 62
Mr Joe Grant 985
Mr & Mrs Wenda & Mal Grant 50
Mr Michael Gravener 777
Mr Peter Gray 986
Ms Beth Graze 683
Ms Katie Greaves 1349
Mr Jim Green 328
Ms Marion Green 796
Ms Sophie Green 759
Mr Keith Greenham 49
Ms Merilyn Grey 120
Mr Adam Gribb 987
Mr Ben Griffin 988
Ms Caitlin Griffith 989
Mr Ryan Griffith 448
Mr Harry Grinblat 567
Ms Jennifer Grindrod 990
Ms Bridget Grinter 98
Ms Cathy Guiness 991
M- B. Gully 992
Mr & Mrs John & Shirley Gunson 751
Ms Amanda Gunzburg 671
Ms Beverley Hack 993
Mr Hilton Hack 994

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Yvette Hadj 995
Mr William Hahucke 346
Mr Stephen Haley 996
Ms Carolyn Hall 997
Mr David Hall 221
Mr George Hall 321 234
Ms Sarah Halligan 523
Ms June Halls 47
Ms Sarah Hamer 998
Ms Michelle Hamilton 101
Mr Simon Hamilton 999
Mr David Hammerton 307
Mr Bill Hampel 272
Ms Judith Hampton 422
M- B. Hancock 416
Ms Lexie Hancock 481
Ms Amy Hankinson 139
Ms Kylie Hannel 492
Ms Denise Hanson 152
Ms Marie Hapke 776
Mr Jim Happ 196
Mr Richard Harcourt 1000
Mr Brendan Harding 110
Mr Ian Harding 78
Ms Jaye Hardy 182
Mr Peter Hardy 129
Ms Celia Hardy-Smith 477
Mr Jim Harker 198 80
Ms Ruth Harland 735
Mr Gary Harper 692
Ms Marion Harper 737
Ms Susan Harrington 211
Mr Andrew Harris 1001
Mr Ian Harris 328 476
Ms Viola Harris 1339
Ms Virginia Harris 29
M- G.C. Harrisen 302
Ms Stefanie Hartley 1002
Mr & Mrs Barry & Heather Harvey 7 137
Ms Karma Hastwell 113
Mr James Hattam 326
Ms M.G. Hattersley 585
Mr John Hay 173 427
Mr Julian Hay 125
Ms Rachel Hay 1003
Mr Jamie Hayden 1004
Mr Chris Hayes 27
M- Ashley & Linda Hazelman 215
Ms Alica Head 13
Mr & Mrs Gary & Carole Heap 448
Mr & Mrs Jason & Lorelle Heap 447
Mr Matthew Heathwood 1005
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Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Mr Soc Hedditch 91
Mr Brett Hedger 25
Ms Katherine Hellwig 1006
Ms Julia Hempel 296
Ms Caroline Henckels 1007
Ms Sasha Henriss-Anderssen 1008
Mr Greg Henry 356 294
M- P. Hense 183
Mr Kenneth Hercott 669
Mrs Mavis Hester 126
Mr Wayne Hester 119
Mr Stuart Hibberd 30
Ms Jacqueline Hibbert 12
Ms Liz Hickey 754
Mrs Hannah Hicks 83
Mr Ray Hicks 413
Ms Nicole Hilder 1009
Mr George Hill 1010
Ms Juanita Hill 482
Ms DeChantal Hillis 1011
Mr Simon Hinkley 505
Ms Colette Hion 1012
Mr Paul Hiraber 277
Ms Nico Hirzel 1013
Mr Colin Hochery 1014
Mr Geoff Hodgson 109
Ms Isobel Holland 243
Mr & Mrs Keith & Jeanette Holland 343
Ms Mouci Holland 238
Mr Neville Holland 331 401
Ms Rebecca Holland 458
Ms Anne Hollingshead 800
Ms Annette Hollingworth 166
Mr Robert Hollingworth 109
Ms Ann Holmes 497
Ms Christine Holmes 72 786
Mr David Holmes 1015
Ms Kate Holmes 535
Ms Rebecca Holmes 661
Mr Andrew Holt 282
Ms Lucy Holt 284
M- Pippa Holt 283
Mr David Horne 1016
Ms Katie Horner 372
Mr Darren Howard 281
Mr & Mrs Dorothy & Michael Howes 1319
Ms Madeline Hudson 1320
Ms Sarah Hughes 1017
Ms Vera Humennyt 1018
Ms Melissa Humjphries 190
M- Dale Humphrey 1019
M- Yan Hun 1020

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

M- Staumn Hunder 1303
Mr Peter Hunter 201 52
M- C. Hutchinson 1021
Ms Julie Hyndman 564
Mr Tony Iltis 1022
Mr Jack Indge 1023
Ms Justine Indigo-Rose 1024
Mr John Inga 731
Mr Phil Ingamells 500
Ms Liz Ingham 1321
Ms Abbie Ingram 202
M- C. Ingram 1025
Ms Lauren Ireland 1026
Ms Siobhan Isherwood 1027
Ms Danko Istvan 494
M- Mayank Jainou 1348
Mr Alex James 262
Ms Becky James 1028
Mr Colin James 68
Mr Philip James 1029
Ms Libby Jamieson 1030
Ms Jemma Jaram 1031
Ms Cate Jarrett 619
Ms Alison Jean 651
Mr Norman Jeans 618
Ms Val Jeans 622
M- Jeffrey 274
Ms Kate Jeffreys 1032
Mr Peter Jeffs 763
Ms Natalie Jenkins 1340
Mr Paul Jerry 1033
Ms Lisa Jobson 1034
Ms Brita Johanson 1035
Mr Chris Johns 798
Ms Emily Johns 1036
Mr H.R. (Reg) Johnson 59 250
Ms Kathleen Johnson 329
Mr Warren Johnson 1037
Ms Leah Johnston 795
Mr Shane Johnston 1038
Ms Katrina Joiner 5
Ms Antonia Jolic 239
Mr Charles Jones 302
Ms Cybelle Jones 1040
Ms Joan Jones 1039
Mr Bernard Jordan 90
Ms Christene Joy 1041
Ms Anna Just 210
Mr Karl Just 211
Mr Carl Justin 288
Ms Andrea Kalbusch 149
Mr Travis Kane 674



Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Helen Kaptein 442
M- A.E. Kassavetis 301
Mr Shane Kavanagh 1042
Ms Pooya Kazemi 1043
Ms Lisa Keefe 1044
Mr Graham Keen 232
Ms Prue Keenan 1356
Mr Simon Keenan 667
Ms Estelle Kefford 60
Mr Wakeman Kellan 155
Ms Bernadine Kelly 87
Ms Carmel Kelly 1341
Ms Elizabeth Kelly 258
Ms Gerald Kelly 1342
Dr Jacqueline Kelly 595
Mr & Ms Dave & Jane Kelman & Rafe 22
Ms Jessica Kelso 1046
Mr Nick Kelson 1322
Ms Effie Kene 61 71
Mr Andrew Kennedy 479
Ms Wilma Kennedy 413 429
Ms Emma Kenny 203
Ms Amanda Keogh 282
Ms Vanessa Keogh 596
Mr Jonathan Keren-Black 467
Mr Lincoln Kern 152
Ms Lauren Kerr 500
Mr Stewart Kerr 115 241
Mr Barry Kidd 533
Mr Jim Killmister 522
Mr Matt Kiluck 1346
Ms Monica King 1047
Mr & Mrs Raelene & Stuart King 167
Ms Sally Kinglake 216
Ms Rachel Kitchener 386
Ms Jacinta Kleidon 447
Ms Lucy Klem 499 336
M- K.M. Kloe 300
Ms Dawn Kneen 374 207
M- Alex Knight 174
Ms Joy Knight 175
Mr Roger Knight 518
M- L. Koch 143
Mr Matt Koorevellis 1049
Ms Maree Kratzer 36
Ms Cathryn Kriewaldt 516
Mr Richard Kuhlen 568
Ms Camille Kumar 359
Mr Sumit Kumar 1050
Ms Carol Kunert 191
Ms Ana Kuzmanic 494
Ms Mary Kyriakidis 694

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Andrea La Nauze 370
Ms Elizabeth La Nauze 779
Mr Sam La Rocca 789
Mr Ray Laan 732
Dr Geoff Lacey 20 147
Ms Lindy Lahn 1052
Mr John Laing 519
Ms Bervene Lake 538
M- A. Lamaro 1053
Ms Melanie Lambert 444
Ms Margaret Lamerton 111
Mr Gus Lancaster 23
Ms Clare Land 536
Ms Abbie Lane 1054
M- N. Lane 285
Mr Newton Lane 436
Ms Sarah Lane 1350
M- F. Lang 1055
Ms & Mr Jennifer & Paul Lang & Webb 45
Mr F. Langenhurst 571
Mr & Mrs John & Ruth Lavendar 773
Mr Stephen Lavender 38
M- Rhedyn Law 1056
Mr Shaun Lawlor 442
Ms Jan Laws 415
Mr Jeff Lawson 1057
Mr & Mrs James & Mary Lay 607
Ms Merrin Layden 707
Mr Michael Lea-Whyte 188 264
Mr Richard Leadbetter 1058
Ms Karly Learmonth 1060
Mr Steve Learmonth 1059
Ms Josephine Lee 1323
Ms Freja Leonard 636
M- N. Leoy 235
Mr Greg Levy 594
Ms Emma Lewis 1061
Mr Maurice Lewis 531
Mr Peter Lewis 347
Mr Scott Lewis 1063
Ms Sue Lewis 1062
Ms Joyce Li 1064
Ms Deborah Liddelow 1065
M- Janoel Liddy-Morrey 1066
Ms Rachel Liebhaber 469
Mr Drew Liepa 1067
Mr David Lilley 484
Ms Amy Lindell 1068
Mr John Lindner 100
Ms Susan Lintott 1069
Ms Holly Livesey 284
Ms Amanda Lo Cascio 770
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Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Donna Lobartolo 28
Mr Len Lock 121 421
Ms Michelle Lock 706
Mr Alan Lodge 476 488
Mr Stephen Lodge 459 612
Ms Hillari Logan 1070
Mr Graham Long 207
Ms Ruth Long 325
Ms Judy Longbottom 1071
Ms Anne Low 22
Mr Alan Lubke 196
Mr Geoff Lubke 179 41
M- H.L. Lubke 424
Mr Ian Lubke 425 556
Mr Les Lubke 529
Ms Andrew Luke 758
Mr & Ms Andrew & Helen Luke 
& Gargan 35
M- A. Lyndon 1072
Ms Ainslie Macaulay 1073
Ms Louise Macaulay 153
Ms Meg Maclagan 1076
Ms Rhiannon Maclagan 1074
Ms Sarah Maclagan 1075
Ms Isla MacLeod 743
Mrs Lyn Madden 405
Mr Paul Madden 406
Ms Helen Madder 1078
Mr Ian Magee 509
Mr Damian Magner 1079
Mr  Magnusson 172
Mr Bob Maguire 750
Ms Meaghan Maguire 693
Ms Kerry Maher 659
Ms Leticia Maher 18
Ms Andrea Main 1080
Mr Darren Malone 1081
Mr Peter Maloney-Ford 610
Mr Andrew Mande 1082
Ms Kaaren Manley 56 411
Mr Tim Mannion 132 431
Mr Niki Marijancevic 504
Mr & Mrs Joe & Inge Marinac 330
Mr Peter Maroudas 291
Mr Neil Marriot 128
Ms Jane Marriott 204
Mr Dudley Marrows 527
Mr Howie Marshall 1045
Ms Marguerite Marshall 97
Mr Aislinn Martin 660
Ms Anywn Martin 1355
Ms Deborah Martin 1083

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

M- Kiah Martin 133
Ms Fiyona Martyn 1084
Ms Malveena Martyn 688
Mr John Mason 175
Ms Julie Mason 107
Ms Vivienne Massoni 103
M- M. Matan 290
Mr Ken Mawson 92
Mr Mattias Mazza 1086
Mr Fred McAlister 36
Mr Robert McBain 87
Ms Kathy McBrien 1087
Ms Charlotte McCabe 108
Mr Nic McCaffrey 537
Ms Claire McCall 1325
Ms Sarah McCall 1088
Ms Martha McCare 1089
Mr Gary McCarten 1090
Mr James McCaw 29 20
Mr Nick McClean 1091
Ms Anne McCoy 235
Mr Damien McCrohan 644
Mr Brett McDonald 1092
Mr Cameron McDonald 378 784
Mr Ian McDonald 332
Ms & Ms Pam & Lyn McDonald 323
Mr Peter McDonald 449 524
Ms Raelene McFarlane 286 569
Ms Kate McGannon 1093
Mr Phillip McGarry 530
Mr Kevin McGaw 351
Mr Daniel McGrath 480
Ms Patricia McGrath 184
M- S. McGrath 146
Mr Bruce McGregor 1094
Mrs Eileen McKee 512 418
Ms Laura McKenzie 270
Ms Lisa McLachlan 1095
Ms Shelly Mclaren 1326
Ms Catherine McLean 730
Ms Julia McLean 1097
Ms Leanne McLean 734
Ms Sally Mclean 85
Ms Shae McLean 1096
M- J. McLeish 318
M- Azlan McLennan 1098
Ms Claire McLisky 1099
Mr & Mrs Noel & Jean McLoughlin 689
Mr David McMillan 1100
Mr Doug McMillan 664
Mr Colm McNaughton 1101
Mr & Ms John & Margot McNeil 396



Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Bernadette McPherson 741
Ms Anthea McQueen 716
Ms Lindsay McRae 638
Ms Rachael Mead 772
Ms Imogen Melgaard 1102
Mr Adam Menary 1103
Ms Danielle Mengel 681
Mr Max Menyhart 1104
Ms Catherine Menzies 658
Ms Ann Mercer 1106
M- E. Mercer 1105
Ms Louise Merrett 1107
Ms Mary Micallef 1108
Ms Margaret Mikulin 225
M- Kim Milem 1109
Ms Kelly Milikins 654
M- B. Miller 210
Ms Lauren Miller 358
Ms Talie Miller 1110
Mr Ron Milligan 742
Mr Jeff Mills 105 395
Mr George Milosevic 1111
Mr Mark Minett 482
Ms Leanne Minshall 1112
Mrs Bette Mitchell 62
M- C. Mitchell 1113
Ms Kristie Molnar 1115
Ms Johanna Monk 678
Dr Lee-Ann Monk 379
Ms Marlene Moor 342 288
Mr Max Moor 129 408
Mr & Ms Shayne & Deborah Moor 539
Mr Wayne Moore 91
Ms Donna Morabito 388
Ms Natalie Moreira 79
Ms Greta Morgan 791
Ms Genevieve Morley 696
Ms Elle Morrell 1116
M- Chris Morrey 1117
Ms Louise Morris 1118
Mrs Lynne Morris 203 440
Ms Carly Morrison 1119
Mr Michael Morrow 60
Mr Philip Moser 334
Mr Roger Moser 453
Ms Sarah Mount 1327
Ms Katey Moysey 1120
Mr & Mrs Ian & Lois Mues 178
Ms Sarah Mugaun 1121
Ms Loretta Mui 1328
Ms Amy Muir 119
Ms Judith Muir 52

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Stella Mulder 140 576
Ms Kitty Muntz 116
Ms Kerri Murdoch 1122
Ms Annabelle Murphy 19
Ms Maureen Murray 409
Ms Betty Murtagh 371 275
M- & M- C.J. & S.M. Myers 316
M- Alex Nadram 1123
M- Arun Nair 1124
Mr Alistair Nairn 736
Ms Sherilea NapierCollins 1125
Ms Anita Narayan 1127
M- Anjila Narayan 1126
Ms Catherine Narayan 1129
Ms Indira Narayan 1329
Mr Matthew Narayan 1130
Dr R.R Narayan 1128
Ms Beth Nathan 1131
Ms Alexandra Naunton 1133
Ms Anne Neame 724
Mr David Neame 723
Mr Liam Neame 608
Ms Anna Negri 1330
Ms Marg Newham 1134
Mr Peter Newman 394 944
Ms Linda Nicholls 395
Ms Marilyne Nicholls 602
Mr Paul Nicholls 75
Ms Jackie Nicholson 167
Ms Jean Nickels 270
Mr Geoff Nicol 289
Mr Lewis Nicolson 1135
Mrs W. Nikolovski 58
M- Yuki Nishino 1136
Mr Daniel Nitsche 501
Ms Rita Nobes 32
Mr Brodie Noorbergen 1137
Ms Maree Nordberg 178
Mr Stefan Nott 1138
Mr Rod Novak 206 35
Ms Jenna Nutty 1139
Mr Anne O'Brien 1331
Ms Joanna O'Brien 464
Mr Ken O'Brien 516
Ms Kylie O'Brien 275
Ms Loretta O'Brien 1140
Mr Martin O'Brien 360
Ms Catherine O'Bryan 1141
M- J.M. O'Callaghan 145
M- W.F. O'Callaghan 156
Mr & Mrs Harry & Margaret O'Connor 86
M- T.H. O'Donoghue 352
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Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

M- Mack O'Dousil 1142
Ms Maureen O'Flaherty 593
Ms Alison O'Gorman 279 220
Ms Bernice O'Leary 739
Mr Chris O'Neill 305
Ms Margaret O'Neill 48
Mr Patrick O'Neill 171
Ms Tracy O'Sullivan 1143
Mr Chris Oakshott 379
Mr Rod Oaten 192
Ms Jo Occhipinti 1144
Mr Neville Oddie 708
Ms Georgine Ogilvie 389
Mr Harold Ogilvie 73
Ms Jo Oldland 1145
Ms Gay Olney 1147
Mr Peter Olney 1146
Ms Kristina Olsen 233
Ms Caroline Ondracek 691
Mr Glenn Opitz 1148
Ms Jane Orme 606
Ms Joyclyn Orme 722
Mr Rod Orr 1354
Mr Pepe Ortega 1149
Ms Vivienne Ortege 1150
Mr Glenn Osboldstone 21
Mr Tim Osborn 493
Ms Gayle Osborne 1151
Mr Grant Osbourne 1152
Ms Louise Osland 1153
Mr Graeme Padgett 412
Ms Louise Pain 1154
M- A. Palamountain 1155
M- J. Palamountain 1156
Ms Amanda Palmer 1114
Mr Doug Palmer 132
Mr Grant Palmer 408 345
Ms Lucille Palmer 422
M- D.H. Panton 186
Ms Jan Parkinson 580
Ms Linda Parlane 1157
Ms Shirley Parnaby 1077
Ms Ange Parrish 1332
Mr Sebastian Neo Pasche 1158
Mr Rodney Pascoe 517
Mr James Pashley 390
Mr Wolf Passauer 2
Mr Nick Pastalatzis 365
Ms Sharon Patridge 788
Ms Adrienne Patterson 713
Ms Claire Patterson 1159
Mr Howard Patterson 417

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Mr Barry Patton 344
Mr Ric Pawsey 66 37
Mr & Mrs Leon & Brooke Peace 327
Mr Matt Peacock 1160
Ms Kathryn Pegiel 1161
Mr & Ms Stanislaw & Barbara Pelczynski 
& Pelczynsk 108 346
Mr & Mrs Michael Pellegrino 519
Mr Stephen Pennells 590
Mr Ricky Perez 1162
M- Miki Perkins 90
Ms Kiera Perrott 100 277
Ms Katherine Perry 423
Mr Maurice Perry 208
Mr John Pettigrew 308
Ms Nissa Phillips 733
Mr & Mrs Craig & Nicola Philp 666
Mr John Philpott 589
Ms Amber Pike 1163
Mr Eric Pilkington 25
M- J. Pine 1164
Ms Catie Pitman 1165
Ms Christine Pitt 114
Mr Lachlan Plain 1166
M- & M- J.M. & D.R. Plattfuss 351
Ms Ellenie Pond 498
Ms Jan Poolsinso 43
Ms Eva Popov 124
Ms Bev Porteous 526
Mr Joel Porter 1167
Mr Fabian Postiglioni 485
Ms Dorothy Powell 153
Ms Jasmine Powell 59
Mr Greg Power 1353
Mr Rod Power 545
Ms Morgaine Presser 1168
Mr David Prest 223
Mr Anthony Price 135
Mr Ian Price 125
Mr Bill Probst 11 102
Ms Caroline Pruscino 1169
Mr Lewis Pugh 649
Ms Sandra Pullman 507 226
Mrs Joy Punton 252
Ms Nathalie Purcel 767
Dr Frank Purcell 118
Mr Neville Quinlan 157
Mr & Ms Pat & Michelle Quinn 50
Mr Peter Quinn 483
Ms Johnathon Rabbi 771
Mr Jim Radford 640
Mr Ray Radford 603



Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

M- & M- L. & H. Radley 540
Mrs Sue Radywonik 402
M- & M- V. & S.M. Radywonik 357
Mr Tony Rae 234
Mr Gavin Ragg 1170
Mr River Rain 324
Ms Tanya Rajapakse 1171
Ms Jan Ramage 232 587
Mr Jose Ramos 1172
Mr Geoffrey Randall 513
Ms Susan Charles Rankin 177
Ms Meagan Rathgeber 738
Ms Stephanie Raubault 1173
Mr Matthew Rawson 1174
Ms Katherine Raymond 229
Ms Gillian Rayner 312 1175
Mr George Read 968
Ms Melanie Read-Wishart 502
Ms Gabrielle Reade 1176
Ms Amanda Rebbechi 1177
Ms Lili Recht 1178
Mr Jack Rees 511
Ms Lucy Rees 1180
Mr Mark Rees 1179
Mrs Ruth Rehfisch 43
Mr David Reid 307
Mr William Reid 176
Ms Pauline Reilly 34
Ms Rachel Reilly 712
Mrs Yan Reiter 342
Ms Patricia Reivers 1181
Ms Danielle Rendall 1182
Ms Margaret Rennie 1183
Mr John Renowden 632
Ms Helen Reynolds 504
Mr Bob Rich 475
Ms Natalie Rich 781
Mr Max Richards 18
Mr Peter W. Richardson 213
Ms Vanessa Richardson 320
Mr & Ms Peter & Helen Richardson 
& Harley 53
Ms Browyn Riddell 369
Mr D. Riis 8
M- E. Riley 1184
Mr & Mrs David & Fay Rimmer 438
Mr David Ring 1185
Mr Daniel Ripper 1186
Ms Peter Robert 780
Mr Ben Roberts 1188
Mr Donald Roberts 253
Ms Fiona Roberts 668

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Mr Grant Roberts 1190
Mr Jack Roberts 753
Mr Kelvin Roberts 1187
Mr Martin Roberts 1189
Mr Morgan Roberts 490
Mr Nick Roberts 106 647
Mr Ray Roberts 123
Mr Bruce Robertson 702
Mr David Robertson 58
Mr Hugh Robertson 440
Mr Allan Robins 89 209
Dr Doug Robinson 605
Ms Helen Robinson 551
Mr Matt Robinson 1191
Mr Sebastian Robinson 1193
Mr Simon Robinson 1192
Mr Chris Robson 244
Ms Jacqui Robson 1194
Ms Jane Robson 242
Mr Cameron Rodda 475 783
Ms Charmaine Rodrigues 1195
Ms Lisa Rodrigues 699
Ms Shirley Roeszler 273
Ms Lynne Rolley 756
Mr Rick Ronnan 39
Ms Lucy Rose 792
Ms Mary Rose 747
Ms Naomi Rose 1196
Ms Simone Rosel 382
Mr Douglas Rosenow 581
Ms Emily Ross 1197
Mr George Ross 766
M- & M- Murray Ross 97
Ms Gita Rotherham 1198
Ms Lyndall Rowley 643
Ms Brenda Roy 181
Mr Dave Roy 228
Ms Sharon Roy 229
Ms Sophie Rudolph 698
Ms Karin Ruff 411
Mr Tilman Ruff 1199
Ms Kristin Rule 1200
Ms Rosemary Rule 217
Ms Josephine Rumsey 151
Mr Miguel Rusett 1201
Ms Holly Russ 539
Ms Jacqueline Russ 543
Ms Catriona Russell 1202
Mr Colin Russell 423 538
Ms Morgana Russell 645
Ms Susie Russell 157
Ms Penni Russon 260
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Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

M- Chris Rust 1203
Mr John Ruyg 778
Ms Geraldine Ryan 1310
Mr Rick Ryan 76
Mr Ricky Ryan 212
Mr Terry Ryder 292
Mr Michael Sabada 1204
Mr Andy Sadri 1205
M- Handan Sahib 1206
Ms Emma Salter 355
Mr Matthew Salter 677
Mr Michael Sanders 1207
Ms Nicole Sanderson 368
Mr Luke Sango 245
Ms Marian Santos 1208
M- Olympia Sarrunkolaou 231
Ms Claudia Sartori 1209
Ms Kim Sauberg 656
Mr Erwin Sauerwein 1 46
Ms Michelle Savona 1333
Ms Margaret Sawyer 1210
M- K. Saxton 294
Mr Mark Sayers 1211
Ms Miliyika Scales 134
Mr Bill Schapp 121
Ms Zoe Schepisi 1212
Ms Julie Schilin 412 387
Mrs Tania Schlemitz-Justin 289
Ms Gillian Schoenborn 419
Mr James Schrieber 262
Mr Brendan Scott 493
Ms Gillian Scott 1213
Ms Lucinda Scott 513
Ms Nina Scott 1334
Ms Trisha Scott 721
Mr Lee Seary 23
Ms Lorraine See 709
M- Rye Sejen 323
Ms Barbara Selby 61
Ms Anne Selmas 293
Mr Bob Semmens 145
Ms Emma Senior 1214
Ms Domenica Settle 1215
Mr Tom Sevil 1216
Ms Anne Seward 479
Ms Melina Shackell 727
Ms Melanie Sharp 1217
Ms Kath Sharpe 254
Mr & Mrs Ken & Ula Sheather 46 583
Mr Alan Shell 71 1
Mr Timonthy Shepherd 72
Ms Fiona Sherar 1218

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Norma Sheridan 330
Ms Meredith Sherlock 1219
Ms Rachel Shulkes 1220
Mr Paul Sijpkes 653
M- Jordy Silverstein 1335
Mr David Simeveks 486
Ms Kerrie Simmonds 631
Ms Joan Simms 335
Mr Michael Simon 544
Ms Anne Simonis 1221
Ms Ruth Singer 1222
M- & Ms Alex & Rhonda Sislov & 
Chrisanthou 28 67
Ms Lizzy Skinner 744
Ms Lyndall Sleep 359
Mr Frank Smit 1223
Ms Pauline Smit 1224
Ms Beth Smith 123
Mr Bruce Smith 338
Ms Celia Smith 454
Mr Colin Smith 172 225
Ms Ellen Smith 237
Ms Emma Smith 1225
Ms Gina Smith 1226
M- Lar Smith 1227
Mr & Mrs Margaret & Eric Smith 138
Mr Michael Smith 115
Mr Mikael Smith 672
Ms Miranda Smith 769
Mr Peter Smith 680
M- R. Smith 303
Mr Terry Smith 182
Ms Zoe Smith 259
Dr Peter Snider 128 223
Mr Jmes Somerville 251
Ms Amy Spencer 1228
Ms Tracee Spiby 403
Mr Paul Spinks 1229
Ms Melita Spooner 1336
Mr  Spowart 161
Ms Annie Sprague 53
Ms Pia Spreen 1230
Mr Peter Stafford 33
Ms Erika Stahr 717
Mr Ross Staley 99 1343
Mr Daniel Roland Stammberger 1231
M- N.K Stanley 757
Ms Jindi Star 1232
Mr Paul Stark 218
Mr Jim Starkey 149
M- P. Starkey 147
Ms Maya Statton 252



Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Mr Peter Statton 577
Mr Bob Steel 113 131
Mr David Stephenis 1233
M- B. Stephens 487
M- Pat Stephens 1234
M- R.R. Stephenson 165
Mr Ross Stephenson 332
Ms Tali Sternfein 1235
Mr Max Stevens 472
Ms Sophie Stevenson 1236
Mr Alistair Stewart 474
Ms Hannah Stewart 230
Ms Amanda Stobbie 728
Mr Keith Stockwell 17 354
Ms Donna Stoddart 1237
Ms Marie-Claire Stoller 297
Mr Douglas & Lois Stone 341
Mr John Stone 1238
Ms Kate Stothers 459
Mr David Strangward 1239
Ms Micheal Strangward 238
Mr Andrew Stretton 1240
Mr Bill Stringer 711
Mr James Struher 1241
Ms Michaela Stubbs 321
Ms Lisa Sulinski 559
Mr Damian Sullivan 1242
M- P.R. Sullivan 304
Ms Jane Sultana 103
Ms Jill Sutherland 26
Ms Rhonda Sutton 44
Ms Tammy-Jo Sutton 1243
Mrs Iris Swan 357
Mr John Swan 1266
Mr Kevin Swan 249 197
Mr Robert Swan 509 333
Mr Trent Swan 250
Ms Amanda Swaney 32
Ms Jill Swanson 361
Mr Dave Sweeney 377
Mr Llywellyn Swift 1244
Ms Vicki Swinbank 700
Ms Jessica Sykes 127
Mr Johnathan Symons 695
Ms Jennifer Talbot 406
Mr Howard Tankey 410 214
Ms Limia Tarr 73
Ms Julie Tarrant 1246
Ms Shelley Tarrant 1245
Ms Sophia Tay 1247
Mr Neale Taylor 142
Mr Rick Taylor 1248

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Mr William Taylor 1249
Dr Catherine Tenni 12
Ms Angela Thelen 258
Mrs Joan Theyers 51 193
Mr Theyers 195
Mr Donald Thomas 787
M- J.R. Thomas 137 2
Mr Mark Thomas 364
Mr Dan Thompson 1250
Mr Geoff Thompson 67
Ms Katie Thompson 1251
Mr Malcolm Thompson 313
Ms Brooke Thomson 387
M- T. Thomson 306
Mr Tim Thorncraft 720
Ms Peta Thornton 1252
Mr Ian Threadgold 69
Mr R.W. Threadgold 319
Ms Robyn Till 168
Mr Adam Tiller 1253
Ms Jay Tilley 242
Ms Amanda Tinworth 1254
M- Belisarius Tolstoshev-Wansbrough 322
Ms Belinda Toohey 397
Ms Tessa Toumbourou 158
Ms Jane Townsend 1256
M- Mez Tozer 1257
Mr Alastair Traill 1337
Mr Domenico Treviso 7
Mr Enoch Trickey 96 162
Mr Kelvin Trickey 205 308
Mr & Mrs Neil & Robyn Trickey 204 146
Mr Stuart Trickey 367 470
Ms Jane Trikojus 1258
Ms Janelle Trotman 1259
Mr Hugh Tunnecliff 1260
Mr Paul Turnbull 433
Ms Ann Turner 222 578
M- B. Turner 142
M- John Turner 257
Mr Ken Turner 264 579
Ms Maureen Turner 478
Ms Michelle Turner 704
Mr Rob Turner 468
Mr Ron Turner 141
Ms Kathryne Turton-Lane 1261
M- N. Twyman 1262
Mr Mark Tyler 1263
Ms Daniela Tymms 495
Mr Chris Tzaros 372
Mr John Unkovich 679
Mr Jake Urlus 1264
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Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Jean Vagg 138
Mr Stan Vale 433
Dr Alyssa Vass 268
Ms Sharne Vate 600
Ms Lorien Vecellio 1265
Ms Natasha Verco 1267
Mr Nick Verginis 497
Ms Eva Vincent 611
Mr Ben Viner 1268
Mr Matt Vines 1269
Ms Sharna Vitols 76
Ms Lynne Waddington 1270
Mr & Mrs Margaret & 
Michael Waddington 561
Mr Peter Wadham 687
Ms Sugita Wahl 1271
Mr Geoff Wakeman 501
Mr A. Walker 299
Mr Cam Walker 391
Ms Cathy Walker 801
Ms Gillian Walker 575
Mr Jim Walker 1272
Ms Linley Walker 114 9
Ms Mary Walker 749
Ms Sue Walker 489
Ms Susie Walker 1273
Ms Tanya Walker 116
Mr Matt Wallace 206
Mr & M- Wallis 343
Ms Hannah Wallis 1274
Mr Adam Walsh 392
Mr Jeffery Walters 748
Mr Angus Ward 1275
Ms Justine Ward 31
Mr Keith Ward 646
Mr & Mrs Albert & Dolly Warild 465
Mr & Ms John & Denise Waterson 231
M- G. Watkins 439
Ms Petra Watson 1276
Mr Steve Watson 525
M- D. Watts 1277
Ms Annie Wearne 380
Mr & Mrs Nancy & Harry Weatherman 160
Ms Nancy Weathermen 83
Mr Hugh Webb 536
Mr & Mrs John & Jan Webb 40
Ms Alison Webster 566
Ms Christina Webster 1278
Mr Shayne Webster 496 565
Mr Udi Weizman 1279
Mr Michael Wells 1280
Ms Natalie Wells 1281

Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Ms Raelene West 375
Ms Rose Lilian West 703
Mr James Westland 247
Ms Teisha Westwood 1282
Mr James Wetter 220
Ms Elizabeth Wheeler 243
Ms Jemi White 398
Mr Keith White 66
Mr Nicholas White 1283
Ms Angela Wichmann 1338
Ms Heidi Wichmann 1284
Mr Jorg Wichmann 1285
Ms Bronte Wicker 226
Ms Monique Wicks 334
M- Nils Wiebkin 64
M- E. Wilkie 1286
Mr Malcolm Wilkie 1287
Mr Alan Wilkinson 690
Ms Giselle Wilkinson 1288
Mr Damon Wilkshire 1289
Mr Tom Willcox 697
Ms Beverley Williams 274
Mr Craig Williams 489
Mr David Williams 490
Mr Guy Williams 163
Mr Lance Williams 613
Ms Matthew Williams 1290
Ms Nicola Williams 386
Mr Paul Williams 1291
Ms Ann Williamson 588
Mr Philip Williamson 353
Mr Troy Williamson 1292
Miss Grace Willoughby 212 507
Ms Michelle Willoughby 164
Mr & Ms James E. & Shirley Wilson 397
Miss Jenna Wilson 68
Mr & Mrs Myra & Kelvin Wilson 407
Mr Ray Wilson 194
Ms Ruth Wilson 483 325
Mr Jeffrey Wiltshire 95
Mr John Wiltshire 347
Mr Aidan Windle 1293
M- Yael Winikoff 1294
Ms Jodie Winnel 105
Ms Anna Wood 1295
Mr Douglas Wood 133
Mr & Ms Stephen & Jennifer 
Wood & Lynch 127
Ms Elizabeth Woodhouse 209 338
Ms Betty Woods 89
Ms Catherine Woods 785
Ms Kay Woodward 82



Name Sub. Period No.
1 2

Mr Zach Worrall 752
Ms Harriet Wynne 1296
Mr Andre Wyrwa 1297
M- Natsuko Yamada 1298
Ms Amelia Young 1301
Ms Fiona Young 705
Ms Helen Young 1299
Mr Luke Young 573
Mr Thomas Young 1300
M- Kim Yugovic 1302
Ms Amanda Zame 280

Name incomplete or illegible:

Sub. period 1: 21, 150, 159, 162, 163, 218, 227, 248, 254, 255,
266, 268, 273, 276, 426, 457.

Sub. period 2: 70, 186, 189, 458, 637, 802, 803, 804, 805, 806.
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APPENDIX 5: Timeframe and community consultation
process for River Red Gum Forests Investigation

19 April 2005
State Government requests VEAC undertake 
River Red Gum Forests Investigation

30 April 2005
Notice of Investigation published in local and statewide papers

65 day formal submission period

October 2006
Publication of Discussion Paper

Minimum 60 day formal submission period

Minimum 60 day formal submission period

July 2007
Release of Draft Proposals Paper

1 February 2008
Final Report given to State Government

State Government considers VEACÕs recommendations
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APPENDIX 6: Species names used in the 
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Fauna

Australian Shelduck Tadorna tadornoides

Barking Marsh Frog Limnodynastes fletcheri

Barking Owl Ninox connivens

Beaked Gecko Rhynchoedura ornata

Blue-billed Duck Oxyura australis

Broad-shelled Tortoise Chelodina expansa

Brolga Grus rubicunda

Brown Treecreeper Climacteris picumnus

Brush-tailed Phascogale Phascogale tapoatafa

Bush Stone-curlew Burhinus grallarius

Carpet Python Morelia spilota metcalfei

Curl Snake Suta suta

Darter Anhinga melanogaster

Diamond Firetail Stagonopleura guttata

Dog Canis familiaris familiaris

Eurasian Coot Fulica atra

Flat-headed Galaxias Galaxias rostratus

Fly-specked Hardyhead Craterocephalus
stercusmuscarum fulvus

Freckled Duck Stictonetta naevosa

Freshwater Catfish Tandanus tandanus

Giant Bullfrog Limnodynastes interioris

Golden Perch Macquaria ambigua

Great Egret Ardea alba

Greater Long-eared Bat Nyctophilus timoriensis

Grey Teal Anas gracilis

Grey-crowned Babbler Pomatostomus temporalis

Growling Grass Frog Litoria raniformis

Hardhead Aythya australis

Hooded Robin Melanodryas cucullata

Hooded Scaly-foot Pygopus schraderi

Intermediate Egret Ardea intermedia

Legless Lizard Delmaspp.

Little Bittern Ixobrychus minutus

Little Egret Egretta garzetta

Mallee Emu-wren Stipiturus mallee

Murray Cod Maccullochella peelii peelii

Murray Hardyhead Craterocephalus fluviatilis

Murray Spiny Cray Euastacus armatus

Musk Duck Biziura lobata

Painted Honeyeater Grantiella picta

Painted Snipe Rostratula benghalensis

Pink-eared Duck Malacorhynchus membranaceus

Plains-wanderer Pedionomus torquatus

Red-naped Snake Furina diadema

Regent Parrot Polytelis anthopeplus

Royal Spoonbill Platalea regia

Silver Perch Bidyanus bidyanus

Southern Myotis Myotis macropus

Squirrel Glider Petaurus norfolcensis

Superb Parrot Polytelis swainsonii

Tree Goanna Varanus varius

Trout Cod Maccullochella macquariensis

White-bellied Sea-Eagle Haliaeetus leucogaster

Flora

Black Box Eucalyptus largiflorens

Bladder Saltbush Atriplex vesicaria

Bluebush Maireanaspp.

Bluish Raspwort Haloragis glauca f. glauca

Branching Groundsel Seneciosp. aff. cunninghamii
(North-west)

Broombush Melaleuca uncinata

Buloke Allocasuarina luehmannii

Buloke Mistletoe Amyema linophyllasubsp.
orientale

Bush Minuria Minuria cunninghamii

Cane Grass Eragrostis australasica

Chariot Wheels Maireana cheelii

Chenopod Chenopodiaceaespp.

Club-hair New Holland Vittadinia condyloides
Daisy

Curly Flat-sedge Cyperus rigidellus

Desert Lantern Abutilon otocarpum

Diuris Diuris spp.

Dwarf Swainson-pea Swainsona phacoides

Eucalypt Eucalyptusspp.

Giant Rush Juncus ingens

Grey Billy-buttons Craspedia canens

Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa

Grey Scurf-pea Cullen discolor

Hairy Tails Ptilotus erubescens

Hoary Scurf-pea Cullen cinereum

Inland Pomaderris Pomaderris paniculosasubsp.
paniculosa

Jericho Wire-grass Aristida jerichoensis var.
subspinulifera

Leafless Bluebush Maireana aphylla

Lignum Muehlenbeckia spp.

Long Eryngium Eryngium paludosum

Mealy Saltbush Atriplex pseudocampanulata

Mueller Daisy Brachyscome muelleroides

Native Couch Cynodon dactylon var. pulchellus

New Holland Daisy Vittadinia spp.

Pale Flax-lily Dianella longifolia s.l.

Pale Spike-sedge Eleocharis pallens
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Purple Diuris Diuris punctata var. punctata
Red Swainson-pea Swainsona plagiotropis
River Bottlebrush Callistemon sieberi
River Swamp Wallaby-grass Amphibromus fluitans
Riverina Bitter-cress Cardamine moirensis
Riverine Flax-lily Dianella porracea
Rough-barked Melaleuca parvistaminea
Honey-myrtle

Rounded Noon-flower Disphyma crassifoliumsubsp.
clavellatum

Saltbush Atriplex spp.

Sand Sida Sida ammophila

Shining Glasswort Halosarcia nitida

Silky Glycine Glycine canescens

Silky Swainson-pea Swainsona sericea

Silky Umbrella-grass Digitaria ammophila

Silver Tails Ptilotus obovatusvar. obovatus

Silver Wattle Acacia dealbata

Slender Darling-pea Swainsona murrayana

Slender Love-grass Eragrostis exigua

Small Scurf-pea Cullen parvum

Smooth Minuria Minuria integerrima

Southern Cane-grass Eragrostis infecunda

Spiny Lignum Muehlenbeckia horridasubsp.
horrida

Spiny Mud-grass Pseudoraphis spinescens
(Moira grass)

Spiny Rice-flower Pimelea spinescens

Spiny-fruit Saltbush Atriplex spinibractea

Spotted Emu-bush Eremophila maculatavar.
maculata

Spreading Emu-bush Eremophila divaricatasubsp.
divaricata

Spreading Scurf-pea Cullen patens

Swamp Buttercup Ranunculus undosus

Swamp Wallaby-grass Amphibromus spp.

Tall Kerosene Grass Aristida holatheravar. holathera

Tangled Lignum Muehlenbeckia florulenta

Three-wing Bluebush Maireana triptera

Tough Scurf-pea Cullen tenax

Twin-leaf Bedstraw Asperula gemella

Umbrella Wattle Acacia oswaldii

Warrego Summer-grass Paspalidium jubiflorum

Waterbush Myoporum montanum

Wedderburn Wattle Acacia euthycarpasubsp.
oblanceolata

Wedge Diuris Diuris dendrobioides

Western Silver Wattle Acacia decora

Western Water-starwort Callitriche cyclocarpa

White Box Eucalyptus albens

Winged New Holland Daisy Vittadinia pterochaeta

Winged Peppercress Lepidium monoplocoides

Woolly Scurf-pea Cullen pallidum

Yakka Grass Sporobolus caroli

Yellow Box Eucalyptus melliodora

Yellow Tails Ptilotus nobilis var. nobilis
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Growth rates (m 3/ha/year)

Barmah High SQ 0.38 0.23 6740 0 2541 1552 0 0

Barmah Low SQ 0.17 0.10 7154 0 1188 720 0 0

Goulburn High SQ 0.27 0.25 35 0 9 8 0 0

Goulburn Low SQ 0.14 0.16 5 0 1 1 0 0

Gunbower High SQ 0.27 0.16 7773 6656 2083 1262 1784 1080

Gunbower Low SQ 0.14 0.08 3457 3448 467 277 466 276

Total 25,164 10,105 6,288 3,820 2,249 1,357

Percent of 2006-07 licence volumes 62% 38% 22% 13%

Percent of 6288 m3/yr 100% 61% 36% 22%

Percent of 3820 m3/yr 100% 59% 36%

Notes

Only River Red Gum Forest within the General Management Zonehas been included in the analysis.

Site Quality data and CFI data were provided by the Department of Sustainability and Environment.

Assumes that growth rates will return to original values if environmental flows as recommended are achieved.

Forest location and 
site quality 

Original
(frequent
flooding)

Recent
(reduced
flooding)

Current Recommended
(by VEAC)

Current area
and original
growth rates

Current area
and recent

growth rates

Recommended
area and
original

growth rates

Recommended
area and
current

growth rates

Available areas (ha) Sustainable timber (sawlog & standard) volumes
(m3/year)
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APPENDIX 8: Recommendations for natural features res erves

G1 Wargan-Mallee Bushland Area 1441.1 P000189, P000182, P000221, P000181, P000180, 
P000223 P000202, and parts of P003436, P000202 
and P000224

G2 Carwarp Bushland Area 6.0 P000321, P000322

G3 Piangil Bushland Area 0.2 P006157, P006156

G4 Nyah Bushland Area 155.3 P003015, P002996, P002994, P372745, P372743, 
P372744

G5 Lake Kelly Bushland Area 3.4 P004347

G6 McMillans Lake Bushland Area 32.5 P120122, P123963

G7 Spences Lake Bushland Area
Note: salt extraction activities can continue in this Area 40.9 P121808, P121807

G8 Cranes Lake Bushland Area
Note: Salt extraction activities can continue in this Area 34.1 P121844

G9 Beauchamp Salt Lake Bushland Area 18.6 P120056

G10 Beauchamp Bushland Area 5.1 P123295, P120020

G11 Lake Lookout Bushland Area 69.5 P120058

G12 Sandhill Lake Bushland Area 165.2 P120053, P120054, P120067, P120068, P368494

G13 Quambatook Bushland Area 9.5 P123487

G14 Narrewillock Bushland Area 1.1 P122211, P123338

G15 Barrakee Bushland Area 15.8 P128295, P128293, P121350, P121351, P128294

G16 Lake Boort Bushland Area 477.8 P120807, P120797, P120800, P120801, P120798

G17 Boort Bushland Area 2.8 P125408, P364867

G18 Dry Lake Bushland Area 144.6 Dry Lake south of Kerang

G19 Salter Bushland Area 3.8 P122156, P122157

G20 Myall Bushland Area 32.1 P134423, P125285, P125286

G21 Murrabit Bushland Area 17.3 P122149, P125270

G22 Cohuna Bushland Area 1.9 P121580

G23 Wee Wee Rup Bushland Area 6.9 P122411, 

G24 Leitchville Bushland Area 9.3 P122420, P122419

G25 Pyramid Hill Bushland Area 3.1 P124729

G26 Blind Creek Bushland Area 3.6 P129452

G27 Mologa Wetland Bushland Area 1.1 P127123

G28 Mologa Triangle Bushland Area 2.6 P132441

G29 Mologa Bushland Area 2.9 P132803

G30 Dingee Bushland Area 10.0 P121911, P121900, P121912

G31 Terrick Terrick North Bushland Area 1.5 P131378, P131379, P131380, P133775

G32 McIntyre Rd Grassland Bushland Area 1.1 P124491, P124492, P124490

G33 Bickford Rd Grassland Bushland Area 0.8 P124487

G34 Dullard Waterhole Bushland Area 0.8 P124457

G35 Elmore-Cohuna Railway Bushland Area 31.7 Section of unused rail reserve between Kotta and 
McColl

G36 Lockington Bushland Area 3.7 P370727, P370725, P370724, P370726, P130029

G37 Turrumberry North Bushland Area 7.0 P124493

G38 Wharparilla Bushland Area 9.8 P131652, P131653, P131654, P131666, P131655, 
P131656, P131657, P131658, P131659, P131660, 
P131661, P131662, P131663, P131664, P131665, 
P125466, P131641, P131642, P131643, P131645, 
P131646, P131647, P131648, P131649, P131650, 
P131651

G39 Echuca West Bushland Area 10.2 P125462

G40 Piper Bushland Area 12.5 P124697

Rec
No.

Area 
(ha)

Name Parcel number list*

Recommendations for natural features reserves Ð bus hland areas



G41 Beattie Depression Bushland Area
Note: This area can continue to be used as a floodway. 
Southern sections of this area should be revegetated. 398.0 Beattie Depression floodway east of Echuca

G42 Nanneella Bushland Area 28.0 P160556, P161253, P161252

G43 Rushworth-Colbinabbin Rail Line Bushland Area 15.6 P125135, P372106 and sections of disused railway line 
near Karook

G44 Moira Bushland Area 8.0 P160557

G45 Lower Moira Bushland Area 3.1 P160558, part road reserve

G46 Narioka Bushland Area 2.2 P160560

G47 Brooms Bushland Area 9.9 P160567

G48 Barwo Bushland Area 6.5 P160568

G49 McLellands Bushland Area 35.5 P160571, P160570

G50 Kotupna Bushland Area 3.6 P160569

G51 Kotupna School Bushland Area 2.6 P368704

G52 St Germains Bushland Area 0.4 P162682

G53 Undera Bushland Area 1.3 P162693

G54 Strathmerton Bushland Area 38.0 P16057, P160579, P160577, P160576 and part 
adjoining rail land

G55 Horseshoe Lagoon Bushland Area 9.5 P204458

G56 Kaluna Park Bushland Area 23.2 P204519, P204488

G57 Ovens Billabong Bushland Area 2.2 P206888

G58 Oxley Bushland Area
Note: This area should be revegetated 7.3 P200133, P200131, P200132, P200124, P200134

G59 Wodonga Bushland Area 4.9 P205761

G60 Bonegilla Wetland Bushland Area 0.4 P200095

* Crown Land areas have in the past been described using a Crown Allotment (CA), Section (Sec) and Parish (P) or Township (T).
More recently Crown land has been attributed a unique identifier known as a Crown parcel (P number). The P number is provided
here for Crown land parcels. Other public land owned by public authorities is given a more general geographic description and is
shown on Map A.

Rec
No.

Area 
(ha)

Name Parcel number list*

Recommendations for natural features reserves Ð bus hland areas continued

G61 Mosquito Creek Streamside Area 179.5 P123484, P123483, P123481

G62 Capels Crossing Streamside Area 292.2 P133045, P125353, P121817, P121836, P123007, and 
parts of P123008, P124683, P125339 P123006 and 
P121816 and adjoining public land

G63 Kinypanial Streamside Area 16.1 P123174

G64 Hayanmi Streamside Area 24.0 P122562, P122564, P122563, P122559, P122560, 
P122561

G65 Strathallan Streamside Area 21.2 P375442

G66 Bandella Streamside Area 21.4 P126735

G67 Bonn Streamside Area 6.7 P120728, P120729

G68 Runnymede Streamside Area 13.7 P123695, P123696

G69 English Bridge Streamside Area 34.4 P120912, P120910, P120908, P120911, P120913, 
P120909, P123450

G70 Wakiti Creek Streamside Area 313.5 P161635, P161636 and part P161634

G71 Deep Creek Streamside Area 5.3 P161614

G72 Skeleton Creek Streamside Area 105.0 P161632, P161637, P161638, P161639, P161640, 
P161598, P161599, P161600, P161601, P161606, 
P161607, P372699, P372700, P372701

Rec
No.

Area 
(ha)

Name Parcel number list*

Recommendations for natural features reserves Ð str eamside areas
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G73 Arcadia Streamside Area 1074.0 P163921, P163905, P163904, P125269, P163900, 
P163899, P163901, P163902, P162806, P162807, 
P162805, P163914, P163925, P164293, P163927, 
P163909, P162804, P163881, P163912, P163913, 
P163880, P163879, P163910, P163923, P163908, 
P163911, P163878, P163877, P163480, P163479, 
P163867, P163922, and parts of P163835, P163921, 
P163924, P363614, P163898, P163903 P161592 and 
P161588

G74 Dargalong Streamside Area 1.3 P163956

G75 Wharing Streamside Area 2.8 P163436

G76 Oxley Streamside Area 1.1 P201780

G77 Tarrawingee Streamside Area 24.7 P203477, P201614, P201613

G78 Whoroughly Streamside Area 12.3 P201892, P203087, P201900

G79 Eurobin Streamside Area 2.0 P202212

G80 Kergunyah Streamside Area 1.8 P204160

G81 Gundowring Streamside Area 4.8 P200890, P204201, P200891

G82 Dederang Streamside Area 7.0 P204637

Rec
No.

Area 
(ha)

Name Parcel number list*

Recommendations for natural features reserves Ð str eamside areas continued

G83 Heywood Lake Wildlife Area 566.6 P007053, P007052, P007054

G84 Lake Mannaor Wildlife Area 86.6 P004284, P366448, P004283

G85 Tutchewop Wildlife Area 514.6 P004298, P004297, P004296, P004295, P131950, 
P131951, P131952

G86 Cullens Lake Wildlife Area 748.7 P134443, P121805, P121850, P120044, P121849, 
P120046

G87 Duck Lake North Wildlife Area 296.2 Part of P121848

G88 Little Lake Charm Wildlife Area 61.3 P370260, P370259

G89 Stevenson Swamp Wildlife Area 92.6 P121811

G90 Lake Murphy Wildlife Area 223.4 P126661, P126664, P126662, P126663

G91 Great Spectacle Lake Complex Wildlife Area 150.8 P123213, P131971, P131972, P126695, P131973, 
P131970 P134448

G92 Lake Lyndger Wildlife Area 331.8 P120790

G93 Two Mile Swamp Wildlife Area 143.6 P124510, P124511

G94 Westblades Swamp Wildlife Area 69.7 P125346, P134667, P134404, P125345

G95 Harts Swamp Wildlife Area 44.9 P125276

G96 McDonald Swamp Wildlife Area 215.2 P122147

G97 Hird Swamp Wildlife Area 456.6 P133719, P134582, P126218, P126219, P133273, 
P133276, P126218, P122136, P126221, P126214 and 
part P126190

G98 Baillieu Lagoon Wildlife Area 191.0 P124468

G99 Murphy Swamp Wildlife Area 84.88 P124486, P133403, P133402

G100 Corop Wildlife Area 12.1 P132828, P132827, P132826, P128705, P128706, 
P128707

G101 Gaynor Swamp Wildlife Area 451.6 P134171, P122129, P134173, P132958, P122137, 
P134172, P122135, P134174

G102 Mansfield Swamp Wildlife Area 490.4 P133706, P133705, P133712, P133713, P133711, 
P133714, P133718, P133717, P133958

G103 Murchison Lagoon Wildlife Area 5.9 P163198

G104 Big Reedy Lagoon Wildlife Area 274.0 P163638, P364151, P371783, P371784

Rec
No.

Area 
(ha)

Name Parcel number list*

Recommendations for natural features reserves Ð wil dlife areas



G105 Avoca River Reserve 1424.4

G106 Loddon River Reserve 1703.1

G107 Campaspe River Reserve 631.93

G108 Ovens River Reserve 1537.9

G109 King River Reserve 621.9

G110 Kiewa River Reserve 1186.1

G111 Various public land water frontage areas as 
indicated on Map A.

Rec
No.

Area 
(ha)

Name

Recommendations for natural features reserves Ð pub lic land water frontage areas
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APPENDIX 9: Uncategorised public land 
parcels recommended for revegetation

P000188 1.93

P000190 2.35

Part of P000202 28

P000222 4.82

P003030 4.33

P004282 9.18

P120019 0.42

P120062 7.96

P120456 2.23

P122448 2.17

P122723 3.77

P122725 1.62

P122803 2.06

P124431 6.7

P124483 7.77

P124549 2.04

P124565 26.04

P124769 5.08

P124858 4.31

P124919 0.69

P124928 1.7

P125133 3.98

P125404 4.77

P125693 1.98

P127127 2.12

P128363 2.22

P128367 3.06

P128368 0.33

Part of P128370 8.55

Part of P131383 14.52

P131384 2.88

P131818 1.04

P132615 2.4

P132616 9.55

P133036 1.94

P369595 5.78

P370261 4.65

P370262 1.59

P370871 6.42

Parcel number Area (ha)
Note: Crown Land areas have in the past been described using
a Crown Allotment (CA), Section (Sec) and Parish (P) or
Township (T). More recently Crown land has been attributed a
unique identifier known as a Crown parcel (Parcel number). The
P number is provided above for Crown land parcels. Maps of
these parcels can be generated by the Catchment Information
Mapper website (http://nremapsc.nre.vic.gov.au/MapShare.v2
/imf.jsp?site=cim or go to the DSE website www.dse.vic.gov.au
and select the following links: ÔProperty, Titles & MapsÕ, then
ÔMaps, Imagery and DataÕ, then ÔMapsÕ, then ÔMapShareÕ, then
ÔCatchment Information MapperÕ) or can be provided by VEAC
upon request.



APPENDIX 10: Reservation status 
of Ecological Vegetation Classes (EVCs)

The following table (overleaf) provides details on the extent of
representation of Ecological Vegetation Classes (EVCs) in the
proposed dedicated reserve system across the investigation area.
The full reservation status of EVCs in each bioregion within the
investigation area is available on the VEAC website
(www.veac.vic.gov.au) or by request from VEAC.
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806 Alluvial Plains Semi-arid Grassland 3,520 3,517 99.9 1,568 3,052 64 86.7 86.8 V V

81 Alluvial Terraces Herb-rich Woodland/Creekline Grassy 
Woodland Mosaic 15 9 61.6 0 0 5 0.0 0.0 V

653 Aquatic Herbland 139 139 100.0 0 139 0 99.8 99.8 D

1043 Aquatic Herbland/Floodplain Grassy Wetland Mosaic 59 59 100.0 0 59 0 100.0 100.0 E

1044 Aquatic Herbland/Floodway Pond Herbland 1 1 100.0 0 1 0 100.0 100.0 D

1045 Aquatic Herbland/Riverine Swamp Forest Mosaic 1 1 100.0 0 1 0 100.0 100.0 D

1047 Aquatic Herbland/Tall Marsh Mosaic 68 68 100.0 0 68 0 100.0 100.0 D

993 Bare Rock/Ground 1,160 1,160 100.0 525 691 356 59.6 59.6 na na na

334 Billabong Wetland Aggregate 1,316 1,096 83.3 17 347 291 26.3 31.6 D V

297 Billabong Wetland Aggregate/Red Gum Swamp Mosaic 21 1 7.1 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 E D

61 Box Ironbark Forest 49 17 34.2 0 1 2 2.4 7.1 V

636 Brackish Lake Aggregate 1,959 1,884 96.2 0 0 1,843 0.0 0.0 E

291 Cane Grass Wetland 46 7 16.3 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 V

829 Chenopod Grassland 107,915 17,461 16.2 279 413 407 0.4 2.4 E E

158 Chenopod Mallee 4,466 2,986 66.9 233 2,014 81 45.1 67.4 V V V V

68 Creekline Grassy Woodland 2,390 938 39.2 4 9 88 0.4 1.0 E E

807 Disused Floodway Shrubby Herbland 23 23 100.0 13 23 0 100.0 100.0 E

1022 Drainage-line Aggregate 116 116 100.0 0 113 0 97.4 97.4 V E

1023 Drainage-line Aggregate/Riverine Swamp Forest Mosaic 23 23 100.0 0 23 0 100.0 100.0 V

1025 Drainage-line Aggregate/Sedgy Riverine Forest Mosaic 3 3 100.0 0 3 0 100.0 100.0 V

168 Drainage-line Aggregate/Tall Marsh Mosaic 3,668 2,522 68.8 25 703 624 19.2 27.9 V

108 Drainage-line Grassy Woodland/Lake Bed Herbland Mosaic 765 0 0.0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 E

809 Floodplain Grassy Wetland 581 577 99.2 0 515 54 88.7 89.4 E E E

1049 Floodplain Grassy Wetland/Floodway Pond Herbland Mosaic 6 6 100.0 0 6 0 100.0 100.0 E

1051 Floodplain Grassy Wetland/Riverine Swamp Forest Mosaic 101 101 100.0 0 101 0 100.0 100.0 E

1052 Floodplain Grassy Wetland/Riverine Swampy Woodland Mosaic 9 5 54.5 0 1 0 16.2 29.7 E

1054 Floodplain Grassy Wetland/Spike-sedge Wetland Mosaic 22 22 100.0 0 22 0 100.0 100.0 E

1055 Floodplain Grassy Wetland/Tall Marsh Mosaic 21 21 100.0 0 21 0 100.0 100.0 E

56 Floodplain Riparian Woodland 22,024 15,593 70.8 57 4,050 4,257 18.4 26.0 D V

1033 Floodplain Riparian Woodland/Floodway Pond Herbland Mosaic 3 3 96.5 0 2 0 82.4 85.4 D

Ecological vegetation classes Pre-1750
extent

Current
extent

Percent
remaining

Proposed
dedicated
reserves as 
% of pre-
1750 extent

Area in hectares

EVC no. Current
dedicated
reserve 

Proposed
dedicated
reserve 

Area in hectares

Proposed
other
public
land

Proposed
dedicated
reserves as 
%of current
extent

Bioregional
conservation status
for main bioregions

MF MSB RP VR



1031 Floodplain Riparian Woodland/Grassy Riverine Forest Mosaic 34 34 100.0 0 6 16 16.3 16.3 D

1032 Floodplain Riparian Woodland/Riverine Grassy Woodland Mosaic 27 18 68.1 0 6 5 21.0 30.9 V

1034 Floodplain Riparian Woodland/Riverine Swamp Forest Mosaic 237 55 23.3 0 2 48 0.7 3.1 D

1035 Floodplain Riparian Woodland/Sedgy Riverine Forest Mosaic 207 205 99.1 0 3 136 1.3 1.3 D

1037 Floodplain Riparian Woodland/Tall Marsh Mosaic 1 1 100.0 0 1 0 100.0 100.0 D

172 Floodplain Wetland Aggregate 1,161 912 78.6 3 171 196 14.8 18.8 D

810 Floodway Pond Herbland 1,166 1,156 99.2 183 627 430 53.8 54.2 D D D

945 Floodway Pond Herbland/Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 2,523 2,523 100.0 0 783 1,735 31.0 31.0 D

1058 Floodway Pond Herbland/Riverine Swamp Forest Mosaic 89 32 36.3 0 1 6 1.1 3.0 D

1060 Floodway Pond Herbland/Tall Marsh Mosaic 7 7 100.0 0 7 0 100.0 100.0 D

718 Freshwater Lake Aggregate 4,220 4,203 99.6 1 170 3,988 4.0 4.0 V

235 Plains Woodland/Herb-rich Gilgai Wetland Mosaic 1,733 186 10.7 0 0 23 0.0 0.0 E

22 Grassy Dry Forest 640 266 41.6 0 0 18 0.0 0.0 D

106 Grassy Riverine Forest 9,458 8,929 94.4 1,725 4,025 4,119 42.6 45.1 D D D D

1015 Grassy Riverine Forest/Drainage-line Aggregate Mosaic 3 3 100.0 0 3 0 100.0 100.0 D

811 Grassy Riverine Forest/Floodway Pond Herbland Complex 1,141 1,127 98.8 268 458 597 40.1 40.6 D D D

1029 Grassy Riverine Forest/Floodway Pond Herbland Mosaic 5 5 100.0 0 5 0 100.0 100.0 D

1017 Grassy Riverine Forest/Riverine Grassy Woodland Mosaic 23 23 100.0 0 23 0 100.0 100.0 V

812 Grassy Riverine Forest/Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 8,323 6,367 76.5 0 2,964 1,584 35.6 46.5 D D

1030 Grassy Riverine Forest/Riverine Swamp Forest Mosaic 67 67 100.0 0 67 0 99.5 99.5 D

1062 Grassy Riverine Forest/Riverine Swampy Woodland Mosaic 1 1 100.0 0 1 0 100.0 100.0 V

1063 Grassy Riverine Forest/Sedgy Riverine Forest Mosaic 344 344 100.0 0 344 0 100.0 100.0 D

1065 Grassy Riverine Forest/Tall Marsh Mosaic 2 2 100.0 0 2 0 100.0 100.0 D

175 Grassy Woodland 4,023 714 17.8 47 67 63 1.7 9.3 E E

251 Grassy Woodland/Valley Grassy Forest Mosaic 64 5 7.6 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 E

20 Heathy Dry Forest 6 5 88.2 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 LC

23 Herb-rich Foothill Forest 195 114 58.6 0 4 12 2.2 3.8 D

813 Intermittent Swampy Woodland 9,204 9,157 99.5 5,750 7,080 1,336 76.9 77.3 D D D E

107 Lake Bed Herbland 3,695 3,649 98.8 1,850 2,908 252 78.7 79.7 V V D E

808 Lignum Shrubland 16,673 16,045 96.2 5,655 9,849 2,097 59.1 61.4 V D D

Area in hectares Area in hectares

MF MSB RP VR
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823 Lignum Swampy Woodland 69,456 41,331 59.5 5,723 13,444 9,494 19.4 32.5 V D D V

942 Lignum Swampy Woodland/Lake Bed Herbland Mosaic 125 64 51.2 0 0 35 0.0 0.0 V

943 Lignum Swampy Woodland/Plains Grassland Mosaic 12,638 1,352 10.7 9 9 20 0.1 0.7 E

104 Lignum Swamp 51,414 17,101 33.3 1,938 2,621 1,473 5.1 15.3 V V V V

91 Loamy Sands Mallee 1,399 1,384 99.0 1,336 1,344 2 96.1 97.1 LC LC

102 Low Chenopod Shrubland 40,848 38,819 95.0 5,972 10,905 510 26.7 28.1 D D D

66 Low Rises Woodland 3,027 716 23.7 54 319 50 10.5 44.6 E E

1038 Low Rises Woodland/Riverine Swampy Woodland Mosaic 2 2 100.0 0 2 0 100.0 100.0 E

652 Lunette Woodland 1,581 131 8.3 0 0 34 0.0 0.0 E E

1048 Mosaic of Aquatic Herbland/Floodway Pond Herbland-Riverine 
Swamp Forest Complex 2 2 100.0 0 2 0 100.0 100.0 D

1046 Mosaic of Aquatic Herbland/Sedgy Riverine Forest-Riverine 
Swamp Forest Complex 0 0 100.0 0 0 0 100.0 100.0 D

1039 Mosaic of Drainage-line Aggregate/Floodway Pond 
Herbland-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 1 1 100.0 0 1 0 100.0 100.0 V

1021 Mosaic of Drainage-line Aggregate/Grassy Riverine 
Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 146 146 100.0 0 146 0 100.0 100.0 V

1024 Mosaic of Drainage-line Aggregate/Sedgy Riverine 
Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 66 67 100.2 0 19 0 28.7 28.7 V

1056 Mosaic of Floodplain Grassy Wetland/Floodway Pond 
Herbland-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 1 1 100.0 0 1 0 100.0 100.0 E

1050 Mosaic of Floodplain Grassy Wetland/Grassy Riverine 
Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 23 23 100.0 0 22 0 97.7 97.7 E

1053 Mosaic of Floodplain Grassy Wetland/Sedgy Riverine 
Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 2 2 100.0 0 2 0 100.0 100.0 E

1036 Mosaic of Floodplain Riparian Woodland/Sedgy Riverine 
Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 0 0 104.1 0 0 0 30.2 29.0 na

1057 Mosaic of Floodway Pond Herbland/Grassy Riverine 
Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 4 4 100.0 0 4 0 100.0 100.0 D

1059 Mosaic of Floodway Pond Herbland/Sedgy Riverine 
Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 8 8 100.0 0 8 0 100.0 100.0 D

1020 Mosaic of Grassy Riverine Forest/Floodway Pond 
Herbland-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 379 379 100.0 0 379 0 100.0 100.0 D
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1016 Mosaic of Grassy Riverine Forest/Plains Grassy 
Woodland-Grassy Woodland Complex 0 0 100.0 0 0 0 100.0 100.0 D

1019 Mosaic of Grassy Riverine Forest/Sedgy Riverine 
Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 76 76 100.0 0 76 0 100.0 100.0 D

1061 Mosaic of Grassy Riverine Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest 
Complex/Riverine Swamp Forest 239 239 100.0 0 238 0 99.8 99.8 D

1042 Mosaic of Riverine Grassy Woodland/Floodway 
Pond Herbland-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 1 1 100.0 0 1 0 100.0 100.0 V

1072 Mosaic of Riverine Swamp Forest/Floodway Pond 
Herbland-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 882 882 100.0 0 881 0 99.9 99.9 D

1074 Mosaic of Riverine Swampy Woodland/Sedgy Riverine 
Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 32 32 100.0 0 32 0 100.0 100.0 V

1078 Mosaic of Sedgy Riverine Forest/Floodway Pond 
Herbland-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 31 31 100.1 0 31 0 99.4 99.3 D

1075 Mosaic of Sedgy Riverine Forest/Sedgy Riverine 
Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 1,253 1,231 98.2 0 1,134 0 90.5 92.1 D

1080 Mosaic of Sedgy Riverine Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest 
Complex/Floodway Pond Herbland-Riverine Swamp Forest 
Complex 65 65 100.0 0 65 0 100.0 100.0 D

1079 Mosaic of Sedgy Riverine Forest-Riverine Swamp Forest 
Complex/Tall Marsh 7 7 100.0 0 7 0 100.0 100.0 D

1083 Mosaic of Tall Marsh/Floodway Pond Herbland-Riverine 
Swamp Forest Complex 83 83 100.5 0 83 0 100.0 99.5 D

1085 Mountain Valley Riparian Woodland 1,325 892 67.3 0 4 553 0.3 0.4

132 Plains Grassland 250,267 37,784 15.1 1,969 2,442 598 1.0 6.5 E E E

267 Plains Grassland/Plains Grassy Woodland/Gilgai Wetland Mosaic 13,066 1,391 10.6 19 37 318 0.3 2.6 E E

125 Plains Grassy Wetland 2,172 645 29.7 121 145 0 6.7 22.5 E E

55 Plains Grassy Woodland 13,455 1,532 11.4 3 6 134 0.0 0.4 E

238 Plains Grassy Woodland/Creekline Grassy Woodland/Floodplain 
Riparian Woodland Mosaic 1,288 80 6.2 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 E

240 Plains Grassy Woodland/Creekline Grassy Woodland/Wetland 
Formation Mosaic 0 0 96.6 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 E

259 Plains Grassy Woodland/Gilgai Wetland Mosaic 6 1 10.7 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 E E

187 Plains Grassy Woodland/Grassy Woodland Complex 95 30 31.2 0 0 6 0.0 0.0 na

188 Plains Grassy Woodland/Valley Grassy Forest Complex 13 1 3.9 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 na

Ecological Vegetation Classes Pre-1750
Extent

Current
Extent

Percent
Remaining

Proposed
Dedicated
Reserves as 
% of Pre-
1750 Extent

Area in hectares

EVC No. Current
Dedicated
Reserve

Proposed
Dedicated
Reserve

Area in hectares

Proposed
other
Public
Land

Proposed
Dedicated
Reserves as 
%of Current
Extent

Bioregional
Conservation Status
for main bioregions

MF MSB RP VR

141
D

raft P
roposals P

aper for public com
m

ent

Ecological vegetation classes Pre-1750
extent

Current
extent

Percent
remaining

Proposed
dedicated
reserves as 
% of pre-
1750 extent

Area in hectares

EVC no. Current
dedicated
reserve 

Proposed
dedicated
reserve 

Area in hectares

Proposed
other
public
land

Proposed
dedicated
reserves as 
%of current
extent

Bioregional
conservation status
for main bioregions

MF MSB RP VR



142
R

iver R
ed G

um
 F

orests Investigation July 2007

190 Plains Grassy Woodland/Valley Grassy Forest/Grassy 
Woodland Complex 194 15 7.6 0 0 4 0.0 0.0 E

888 Plains Saltmarsh 298 266 89.3 3 0 260 0.0 0.0 E

826 Plains Savannah 14,080 2,257 16.0 12 38 43 0.3 1.7 E E

803 Plains Woodland 135,033 22,055 16.3 313 3,569 1,685 2.6 16.2 E E E

855 Plains Woodland/Lignum Swamp Mosaic 1,250 137 11.0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 E

273 Plains Woodland/Plains Grassland/Gilgai Wetland Mosaic 6 2 27.6 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 E

856 Plains Woodland/Red Gum Swamp Mosaic 1,034 169 16.4 0 0 4 0.0 0.0 E

292 Red Gum Swamp 1,706 1,600 93.8 45 831 564 48.7 51.9 V V

333 Red Gum Swamp/Plains Grassy Wetland Mosaic 718 398 55.4 1 79 122 11.1 20.0 E E

96 Ridged Plains Mallee 1,865 463 24.8 112 121 93 6.5 26.1 E E E

18 Riparian Forest 399 319 80.0 0 5 252 1.1 1.4 V

237 Riparian Forest/Swampy Riparian Woodland Mosaic 9 34 384.9 0 0 5 5.5 1.4 D

84 Riparian Forest/Swampy Riparian Woodland/Riparian 
Shrubland/Riverine Escarpment Scrub Mosaic 1 1 100.0 0 0 1 0.0 0.0 na

103 Riverine Chenopod Woodland 140,325 60,556 43.2 13,412 23,879 7,270 17.0 39.4 E D D V

321 Riverine Chenopod Woodland/Lignum Swamp Mosaic 24 13 54.5 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 E V

110 Riverine Chenopod Woodland/Plains Grassland Mosaic 1,113 266 23.9 0 0 15 0.0 0.0 E

975 Riverine Ephemeral Wetland 1 1 100.0 0 1 0 100.0 100.0 V

1088 Riverine Grassland 65 62 95.4 0 61 0 95.0 99.5 E

295 Riverine Grassy Woodland 56,097 28,684 51.1 3,376 11,687 4,972 20.8 40.7 V D V

1027 Riverine Grassy Woodland/Grassy Riverine Forest-Riverine 
Swamp Forest Complex 0 0 100.0 0 0 0 100.0 100.0 V

870 Riverine Grassy Woodland/Plains Woodland Complex 1,355 283 20.9 0 0 42 0.0 0.0 E

871 Riverine Grassy Woodland/Plains Woodland/Gilgai 
Wetland Complex 829 146 17.6 0 5 1 0.6 3.3 E E

872 Riverine Grassy Woodland/Plains Woodland/Riverine Chenopod 
Woodland Complex 1,131 280 24.8 0 0 1 0.0 0.0 E na

873 Riverine Grassy Woodland/Riverine Chenopod 
Woodland/Wetland Mosaic 50 9 18.5 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 V

1028 Riverine Grassy Woodland/Riverine Swamp Forest Mosaic 14 14 100.0 0 14 0 100.0 100.0 V

1040 Riverine Grassy Woodland/Riverine Swampy Woodland Mosaic 13,931 4,250 30.5 12 545 540 3.9 12.8 V
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1041 Riverine Grassy Woodland/Sedgy Riverine Forest Mosaic 594 566 95.3 0 215 319 36.2 37.9 V

814 Riverine Swamp Forest 12,630 12,043 95.4 34 5,274 6,003 41.8 43.8 D D

1067 Riverine Swamp Forest/Riverine Swampy Woodland Mosaic 55 55 100.0 0 30 21 54.9 54.9 V

1068 Riverine Swamp Forest/Sedgy Riverine Forest Mosaic 475 396 83.3 13 57 221 11.9 14.3 D

1069 Riverine Swamp Forest/Sedgy Riverine Forest-Riverine Swamp 
Forest Complex 1,325 1,218 91.9 0 1,127 34 85.0 92.5 D

1070 Riverine Swamp Forest/Spike-sedge Wetland Mosaic 6 6 100.0 0 6 0 100.0 100.0 V

1071 Riverine Swamp Forest/Tall Marsh Mosaic 573 573 100.0 0 573 0 100.0 100.0 D

815 Riverine Swampy Woodland 8,938 6,182 69.2 48 2,807 789 31.4 45.4 V V

946 Riverine Swampy Woodland/Lignum Swamp Mosaic 5,824 2,231 38.3 8 86 132 1.5 3.9 V

1099 Riverine Swampy Woodland/Plains Grassy Wetland Mosaic 308 30 9.7 1 1 0 0.3 3.0 E

1073 Riverine Swampy Woodland/Sedgy Riverine Forest Mosaic 348 345 99.2 0 17 304 4.9 5.0 V

28 Rocky Outcrop Shrubland 141 43 30.4 0 1 0 0.5 1.7 V

804 Rushy Riverine Swamp 293 206 70.4 0 168 25 57.2 81.3 D

717 Saline Lake Aggregate 182 181 99.0 35 176 0 96.4 97.3 LC

101 Samphire Shrubland 1,351 1,266 93.7 307 202 916 15.0 16.0 LC LC

264 Sand Ridge Woodland 1,845 727 39.4 1 96 42 5.2 13.2 E E

694 Sandstone Ridge Shrubland/Low Rises Woodland Mosaic 147 8 5.3 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 E

985 Sandy Beach 73 64 87.7 0 5 28 6.5 7.4 na

816 Sedgy Riverine Forest 17,427 16,534 94.9 203 10,540 3,869 60.5 63.7 D D V

817 Sedgy Riverine Forest/Riverine Swamp Forest Complex 3,875 3,831 98.9 0 3,646 90 94.1 95.2 D

1076 Sedgy Riverine Forest/Spike-sedge Wetland Mosaic 0 0 100.0 0 0 0 100.0 100.0 V

1077 Sedgy Riverine Forest/Tall Marsh Mosaic 2 2 100.0 0 2 0 100.0 100.0 D

98 Semi-arid Chenopod Woodland 33,309 20,148 60.5 1,977 8,557 1,020 25.7 42.5 E D V E

828 Semi-arid Parilla Woodland 1,839 482 26.2 18 166 84 9.0 34.5 V

97 Semi-arid Woodland 18,184 12,337 67.8 7,137 10,117 240 55.6 82.0 V V V E

200 Shallow Freshwater Marsh 619 618 99.9 43 307 308 49.7 49.7 V V V

21 Shrubby Dry Forest 9 8 84.1 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 V

818 Shrubby Riverine Woodland 7,958 7,950 99.9 2,373 5,092 2,267 64.0 64.1 LC LC LC

819 Spike-sedge Wetland 790 726 91.9 78 397 291 50.3 54.7 V V V V

1081 Spike-sedge Wetland/Tall Marsh Mosaic 59 59 100.0 50 59 0 99.8 99.8 V
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820 Sub-saline Depression Shrubland 1,011 932 92.1 113 668 109 66.1 71.7 V D

83 Swampy Riparian Woodland 7 3 47.6 0 0 1 0.0 0.0 E

937 Swampy Woodland 9,881 1,712 17.3 0 8 396 0.1 0.5

821 Tall Marsh 1,435 1,411 98.3 53 913 443 63.7 64.7 LC D D

1087 Tall Marsh/Aquatic Herbland Mosaic 7 7 100.0 0 0 7 0.0 0.0

1084 Tall Marsh/Non-Vegetation Mosaic 16 16 100.0 0 16 0 100.0 100.0 D

1090 Tall Marsh/Open Water Mosaic 185 184 99.7 0 97 60 52.4 52.5 LC

1082 Tall Marsh/Riverine Swamp Forest Mosaic 3 3 100.0 0 3 0 100.0 100.0 D

47 Valley Grassy Forest 1,531 214 14.0 0 2 26 0.2 1.1 V

265 Valley Grassy Forest/Grassy Dry Forest Mosaic 3 1 35.7 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 V

998 Water Body - Natural or man made 5,419 6,646 122.6 307 2,513 2,121 46.4 37.8 na na na

74 Wetland Formation 11,884 3,625 30.5 24 209 74 1.8 5.8 E E

824 Woorinen Mallee 2,442 1,393 57.0 668 1,116 29 45.7 80.1 V V V V

86 Woorinen Sands Mallee 2,662 2,450 92.0 2,265 2,281 25 85.7 93.1 D D D

TOTAL 1,208,430 480,762 39.8 68,388 174,748 74,131 14.5 36.3

KEY

Bioregions Bioregional Conservation Status
MF Ð Murray Fans E Ð Endangered
MSB Ð Murray Scroll Belt  V Ð Vulnerable
RP Ð Robinvale Plain   D Ð Depleted
VR Ð Victorian Riverina  LC Ð Least Concern

na Ð Not Applicable * Bioregional Conservation Status based on latest advice from DSE (June 2007)

In addition to the representation of EVCs in the public land dedicated reserve system shown above, the following EVCs are also represented in Private Protected Areas owned by the Trust for Nature (Vic) and accredited
under the National Reserve System (note: not all these reserves are entirely contained within the study area)Ñ

Alluvial Plains Semi-arid Grassland 291 ha Lignum Swamp 86 ha
Chenopod Grassland 79 ha Lignum Swampy Woodland 497 ha
Chenopod Mallee 161 ha Low Chenopod Shrubland 18,921 ha
Floodplain Grassy Wetland 1 ha Plains Grassland 350 ha
Floodway Pond Herbland 12 ha Riverine Chenopod Woodland 969 ha
Grassy Riverine Forest 0 ha Semi-arid Chenopod Woodland 4,899 ha
Grassy Riverine Forest/Floodway Pond Herbland Complex 13 ha Semi-arid Woodland 69 ha
Intermittent Swampy Woodland 118 ha Shrubby Riverine Woodland 275 ha
Lignum Shrubland 753 ha Total 27,495 ha

The figures given for the total extent of both public land and the conservation reserve system in the investigation area is greater than the figures shown in this table because several thousand hectares of public land that
have been cleared are not included in this table.
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Animals

Barking Marsh Frog d 66 2 (3) 13 15 (23) 13 37

Broad-shelled Tortoise e, L 19 1 (5) 7 8 (42) 5 6

Carpet Python e, L 64 12 (19) 15 27 (42) 7 30

Curl Snake v 22 12 (55) 5 17 (77) 0 5

Grey-crowned Babbler e, L 347 6 (2) 11 17 (5) 21 298

Murray Cod e, L 214 13 (6) 60 73 (34) 72 69

Regent Parrot v, L 94 18 (19) 20 38 (40) 29 27

Silver Perch ce, L 76 1 (1) 24 25 (33) 33 15

Squirrel Glider e, L 62 4 (6) 19 23 (37) 21 18

Superb Parrot e, L 192 0 (0) 113 113 (59) 1 78

Plants

Mueller Daisy e, L 5 0 (0) 2 2 (40) 1 2

Slender Love-grass e 7 0 (0) 5 5 (71) 0 2

Western Water-starwort v 9 0 (0) 3 3 (33) 5 1

Winged Peppercress e, L 28 18 (64) 6 24 (86) 0 4

Small Scurf-pea e, L 42 2 (5) 20 22 (52) 2 18

Spiny Mud-grass (Moira grass) 149 20 (13) 46 66 (44) 44 39

The above data are from the Department of Sustainability and EnvironmentÕs Flora Information System and Atlas of Victorian Wildlife. See the River Red Gum Forests
Investigation Discussion Paper for further details. 
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Key threatened species

International 0* 0 0 0 0 0

National 5 2 (40) 1 3 (60) 2 0

State 16 3 (19) 3 9 (56) 6 1

*Three international and two state significance sites located outside the Investigation area (listed in the Discussion Paper) are not included in the calculation
above.
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