Aireys Inlet & District Association Inc.

NEWSLETTER JUNE 1991

Included in this newsletter -

The Great Ocean Road Appeal; what we learned from the guestionnaire;
the Painkalac Creek Study and the Aireys Inlet to Eastern View
Structure Plan; the proposal being mooted for amalgamation of nine
Geelong region municipal councils (including Barrabool); the Water
Board and the Sewerage Scheme.

Enclosed with this newsletter -

Victorian Conservation Trust leaflet: "Keep the Ocean Road Great".

KEEPING OUR FAVOURITE ROAD A GREAT OCEAN ROAD

APPEAL TO BE LAUNCHED ON SUNDAY 9 JUNE 1991 (MIDDLE OF THE LONG WEEKEND)

The appeal is for funds to purchase privately held coastal heathland along
the Great ocean Road between Anglesea and Aireys Inlet. Land will be
purchased as it becomes available and will then be added to the Angahook-
Lorne State Park. The appeal has the backing of ANGAIR, AIDA, and
numerous state and national organisations.

The launch will get under way in Anglesea at the Senior Citizens Hall,
McMillan Street, and will conclude with lunch in the Aireys Inlet Hall.

PROGRAM: SUNDAY 9 JUNE: PLEASE SPREAD THE WORD

At the Anglesea Senior Citizens Hall

10.00 a.m. Display opens. Recent and historical photographs.
The Shire's plans for upgrading the Ocean Road through
Anglesea.
On sale will be books, cards, photos, paintings and
indigenous plants.
On hand will be people who can explain our plans with
the aid of maps and photos.

11.00 a.m. The launch by Neil Douglas. Also taking part will be
Simon Molesworth, Commissioner, Australian Heritage
Commission, Warrick Forge from the Victorian Conserv-
ation Trust, and various other people well known in
the field of conservation.

12.00 noon Proceed to Urquharts Bluff viewing site.

At the Aireys Inlet Hall

12.30 p.m. Lunch - and a chance to meet with other friends of the
Great Ocean Road.
Charge for lunch: Adults $5, Children $3.

ALL WELCOME. Free and easy atmosphere. Come to both
venues if you can, or either one.

After lunch, if the weather is suitable, a walk will
be held for those that way inclined.
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WHY THE APPEAL IS BEING HELD

AIDA members, like thousands of others, have long shared, and continue to share,
a most enjoyable common experience. On our way through to the coast, as we leave
Anglesea behind, perhaps after a busy or stressful week, we have felt a wonderful
lifting of the spirits. Driving along that stretch of the Great Ocean Road
between Point Roadknight and Urquharts Bluff, whether in daylight or on a moon-
lit night, it's as though the cares of the week have magically fallen away from
our shoulders. You can choose for yourself a complex or a simple explanation

for this relaxing shared experience, but one thing is clear: where else can you
find a stretch of road like that so close to the urban centres of Melbourne and
Geelong? Other contries have their own kinds of scenic attraction, but the
haunting and subtle beauty of this coastal area has a special appeal for Australians.
And most of us just assumed it was part of our national heritage that could never
be disturbed. Not so. The land above the road, on the inland side, where

the wind-pruned heathland rises to the skyline, is freehold land zoned "rural
natural features". It can be sold at any time. Some is already up for sale,

and unless we act quickly it could be under considerable threat with the sudden
appearance of buildings, fences, SEC poles for residential power lines, and all
the other man-made intrusions that will mar the special landscape value of that
stretch of road.

To make these few comments about the landscape is to touch on only one aspect

of the land in question. Read the gquotation from Dr. Jim Willis, on the back of
the accompanying leaflet, to catch a glimpse of the view held by botanists who
know this area. The list of bodies supporting the appeal, shown on the front

of the leaflet, gives some indication of the wide concern which is felt about
the need to preserve this land in something close to its natural state. As the
privately held lots can be acquired they will be added to the Angahook-Lorne
State Park, providing an unbroken sweep of land, reserved for native flora and
fauna, from the ocean beach through to the existing State Park.

This appeal is being run by the Great Ocean Road Committee which is made up of
representatives from a number of organisations already mentioned. All donations
will be received by the Victorian Conservation Trust which sets up a trust fund
for the purpose. Donations over $2 are tax deductible. Many people have already
given the drive a great deal of support in time and effort. For example, officers
of the Department of Conservation and Environment have given us much useful advice
and help. AIDA has pledged its support. Please tell your friends about the
appeal and do what you feel you can to push it along. All donations, great or
small, will lead to our final goal. The leaflet with this newsletter is an
advanced copy that we managed to get hold of. A more finished version in colour
will be available for distribution soon.

THE AIDA QUESTIONNAIRE

The results of the questionnaire we conducted towards the end of last year were
presented to the Annual General Meeting in January. The sheets showing the results,
which we distributed at the meeting, were later placed on the notice board near

the post office and extra copies were available in the post office. We hoped that
in this way most of our members would have seen them. But in case there are
members who have not, we can give a brief summary here of some of the conclusions
to be drawn from the exercise. We sent results sheets to the Barrabool Shire
Council (who included them in the Council papers they bring out each month) and

to the Geelong Regional Commission. The G.R.C. people were at that time preparing
the revised structure plan for Aireys Inlet to Eastern View, so we trust that they
studied closely the information we sent them. We should know soon, when the
structure plan draft is released for public discussion. Incidentally, at the end
of the explanatory sheet we sent out with the questionnaire forms, we invited those
who were not AIDA members, but who would like to join, to send a note to our

secretary. Some did, but a few simply wrote at the foot of the form that they would
like to join, or would like more information about the association, without giving
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us a name or address. Since most of the responses were anonymous, as we
expected, that left us with nowhere to go. If you know of anyone still
wondering why they have not heard from us that may be the reason.

One major conclusion to be drawn from the responses was that there is an over-
whelming majority view: an almost unanimous desire to retain the special rural-
coastal character of our settlements and their environs. Over and over again,
in the spaces for comments, people wrote that it was this special tranquil
character that brought them to the district in the first place. A few sample
results follow.

In response to the question, "Do you think residential development should be
limited to the existing approved residential zones?" 90% said Yes, 5% said No,

and 5% Don't know. "Should the area be conserved for its natural beauty and
serenity as an alternative to big city living?" Entirely 80%, Some areas set
aside 19%, No need for conservation 1%. "Should the area be promoted for more

tourist development?" Strongly 3%, Only low key 46%, Not at all 51%.

It is rather difficult to give adequate samples of responses to the more specific
questions without reproducing the whole sheet, which we can do, perhaps, for a
future newsletter. A few bits and pieces here will give some indication.

In response to the question "Which recreational developments would you favour?"
the Yes votes, in descending order were: Walking tracks 88%, Bicycle tracks 67%,
Tennis 59%, Hourse riding 53%, Sports oval 45%, Bowling Green 38%, Indoor sports
facility 30%, Golf Course 28% and Defined trail bike tracks 15%. Some of the
comments from the 74% who did not favour defined trail bike tracks were rather terse.
One more sample of responses will have to suffice, for the time being. Those who
indicated by a Yes vote that they supported the development of conservation zones,
in a variety of areas, responded in this way: Coastal sand dunes 91%, Native
forests 91%, Coastal heathlands 89%, Wetlands and natural waterways 89%, Marine
rock platforms and beach zones 87%, Rural conservation zones restricting develop-
ment on private rural land 69% and Urban conservation zones with restrictive con-
trols on allowable activity on private urban land 65%.

Further use of the questionnaire results will be made by us when planning issues
are under discussion with local authorities, and in particular when we have a
chance to see the draft of the new structure plan. We aim to do more work on
the responses when we can, and to give them further publicity. We'll keep you
posted.

AFTER MONTHS AND MONTHS ......

The environmental study of the valley, the wetlands and floodplains of the
Painkalac Creek, has at last been released. It was being held pending the
release, for discussion, of the G.R.C.'s structure plan - but that took too
long. The Painkalac Creek study was carried out in late 1989 and early 1990,
commissioned jointly by the G.R.C., Shire of Barrabool, Department of Conserv-
ation and Environment and AIDA. Aspects investigated included geomorphology,
soils, hydrology and water quality, flora, fauna, visual landscape, land use,
planning and development issues.

The Study finds the Painkalac Creek wetlands and floodplain to be, in parts,

of State significance, and overall of high regional significance. Several
plant species and indigenous vegetation communities are significant also

some bird and mammal species are of high State or regional significance. Parts
of the study area are under threat from erosion, weed invasion, inappropriate
slashing, motorized craft on Creek, stock grazing and run off from adjacent
roads and the carpark in Lorne Angahook State Park. A reticulated sewerage
scheme is supported to maintain water quality of the creek.
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As well as measures recommended to stop further degradation of the study area,
proposals for future development of the area are examined. It is recommended
that Mellors Swamp be protected from any future development. The development,
on the river flats,of a sporting oval, walking tracks and residential sub-
division are not supported. Tourism development of the Painkalac Valley should
be strictly limited.

The findings of this Study have been examined by the G.R,C. who are due to
release the Revised Aireys Inlet to Eastern View Structure Plan in the very
near future. We understand that the G.R.C. Commissioners have endorsed the
structure plan at their last meeting, and that it now goes before the Barrabool
Shire Council at their June meeting. With any luck we may see it in July,

but don't hold your breath.

In the meantime, anyone who would like a closer look at the Painkalac Study
should send a note to the President or the Secretary of AIDA, c/o P.O.
Aireys Inlet 3221.

THE PROPOSAL TO AMALGAMATE 9 COUNCILS

This proposal emanates from the central Geelong area. It is being strongly

opposed by our Barrabool Shire Council and many residents of the outlying districts
like ours. If it were accepted there would be one council to cover the present
municipalities of Geelong, Geelong West, Newtown, South Barwon, Bellarine,
Queenscliffe, Bannockburn, Barrabool and Corio. There could be only one council
member to represent the area covered by the Barrabool Shire rather than the 9

from the 3 wards of the existing shire council. Arguments put forward in favour

of the proposal have to do with economies of scale and alleged greater efficiency.
Those who oppose the scheme claim that these arguments are invalid because although
there would be some savings they would be offset by other increased costs.

They maintain that there would the loss of an effective voice or representation

for local residents, and that access to the new mega-council would be much more
difficult, if not impossible, for ordinary rate-payers.

The Minister for Ethnic, Municipal and Community Affairs has appointed an inquiry
panel to examine and report on the proposal. It consists of Mr. Russell Badham
(Chairman), Mr. Ian Marsden, and Mr. Ian James. They will receive written
submissions from any person likely to be affected by the proposals until 4.00 p.m.
on Monday 24 June, 1991. Those intending to make written submissions are requested
to forward two copies, if possible. All written submissions will be made available
for public inspection at the office of the Local Government Commission and the nine
municipal offices as of Wednesday 26 June, 1991.

A public hearing will be held in the Board Room, 5th Floor, State Public Offices,
cnr. Fenwick and Little Malop Streets, Geelong commencing on Monday 1 July 1991, at
2.00 p.m. Any interested party wishing to personally present a submission to the
hearing should notify his or her intention no later than 4.00 p.m. on Monday

24 June, 1991 to David Turner, Secretary, Local Government Commission, 6th Floor,
500 Bourke Street, Melbourne 3000.

Since time is short an effort will be made by the AIDA Committee to provide further
information as soon as possible. We may be able to have a table set up near the
post office at the weekend. No promises, but we are working on it!

THE WATER BOARD AND THE SEWERAGE SCHEME

The Water Board Chairman, Ian Noble, tells us that a working party consisting of
four officers from the Department of Conservation and Environment, officers from
the Planning and Health departments, together with the Board's own consulting
engineers, are looking into the gquestion of the most suitable disposal site for
the proposed sewerage scheme. The Board is expecting a letter or a ‘'phone call
soon to say that they can proceed with the major part of their planning.



