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1. Renewal of Membership of unChain 
 
 
Fees for the 2014/2015 year are now due. Financial members will be able to 
vote at the AGM towards the end of the year. The annual fee is $20. The 
easiest way to renew your subscription is by direct deposit into the unChain 
account at the ANZ  
BSB - 013 427 
A/C - 278146477 
  
Make sure you put your name in the information box so we know which 
members are renewing is paying. If there are any problems please email the 
unChain Secretary Richard Roberts at Richard@superinvestment.com.au 
 
If you want to join unChain, please email our President Catherine Sharples at 
unchaininc@gmail.com 
 
 
  2. The State Election 
 
 
The next Victorian State election is scheduled for 29 November 2014.   The 
Municipality of Port Phillip covers parts of four state electorates: Albert Park, 



Brighton, Prahran and Caulfield. To help voters decide for whom to vote, 
unChain has asked the candidates in these four electorates about their 
position on important ‘local’ Port Phillip issues. We have posted on our 
website our questions and what we hope the candidates will say. The 
Candidates’ responses are due on 31 October.  
 
We are trying to inform voters about ‘local’ issues such as the Melbourne 
Metro rail proposals, the new Metropolitan Planning Authority and the new 
neighbourhood zones where the parties and the candidates may disagree. 
But we are also trying to get bipartisan support for some worthwhile projects – 
such as repairs to the Palais, funding Elwood College Master Plan, St Kilda 
Rd bike lanes, substantial commitment to Fishermans Bend infrastructure 
(bridge, trams, schools, parks, water, sewerage etc. Such a commitment 
should be a ‘no brainer’ for government on basis that such infrastructure 
would be half the costs of housing a similar number of people on the 
sprawling outer rim of Melbourne). 
 
A word on the candidates and the electorates: 
 
Albert Park is a marginal seat. Election guru Anthony Green estimates that 
the margin is only 0.9%. Labor’s Martin Foley is the sitting member and will be 
opposed by David Collis from the Greens and Shannon Eeles from the 
Liberals. We are hoping that in this marginal seat the candidates will commit 
to issues like substantial funding for the Palais, a re-consideration of the PTV 
proposal for a super-tram stop in Fitzroy St and the early delivery of 
infrastructure at FIshermans Bend. 
 
Prahran is another marginal seat. Part of East St Kilda is in this electorate (the 
rectangle of Inkerman Rd, Orrong Rd, Dandenong Rd and St Kilda Rd and the 
strip between Queens Rd and St Kilda Rd). Prahran is held by Clem Newton-
Brown (Liberals) on a margin of 4.7%. Labor had held the seat from 2002 to 
2010. The Greens have also targeted this seat and they need to take 4% of 
the votes away from Labor to then defeat the Liberals with Labor preferences. 
Labor’s candidate is Neil Pharaoh and the Greens’ candidate is Sam Hibbins. 
As is it a marginal seat we hope that the candidates will commit to proposals 
like the  ‘Copenhagen-style’ bicycle lanes on St Kilda Rd. 
 
Brighton is a safe Liberal seat. Its boundaries now include Elwood, from 
Dickens to Head St, bordered by Brighton Rd/St Kilda Rd and St Kilda St; 
This area was previously in the electorate of Albert Park. The margin in 
Brighton in the 2010 elections was 17.56%. The sitting member is Louise 
Asher from the Liberals. She will be opposed by Margaret Beavis of the 
Greens and Louise Crawford from Labor. Although it is a safe Liberal seat, we 
hope that the Liberals will join Labor in promising to fund the Master Plan for 
Elwood College.  
 
Caulfield is usually a safe Liberal seat. Part of Ripponlea/East St Kilda is in 
this electorate (the triangle bordered by Brighton Rd, Inkerman Rd and 
Hotham St). Caulfield is held by David Southwick on a margin of 11.53%. He 
will be opposed by Tim Baxter from the Greens and Josh Burns from Labor. 



Many families in this area send their children to Elwood College so we hope 
that all candidates will support the Elwood College Master Plan. The future for 
the Carlisle St shopping centre is also important in this area. 
 
 
To ‘incentivize’ the candidates unChain has told them that we will letterbox a 
‘flyer’ to Port Phillip residents in their electorates, listing the questions and 
directing any potential voter to our website to see what the candidates are 
promising. The ‘flyer’ will not rank candidates or make a recommendation. We 
will leave it to the voter to decide who is the best candidate on the particular 
issue or issues that concern him or her. We expect to be able to letterbox the 
flyer early in November.  
 
 
 
3 The St Kilda Triangle 
 
 
The St Kilda Triangle was the original issue that led to the formation of 
unChain. In previous newsletters we have informed readers of the steps that 
the Council is taking for a new development of the Triangle and the lobbying 
that unChain has been undertaking. 
 
Council has set up five working groups and a Steering Group to guide the 
direction of the St Kilda Triangle. The working groups will cover: 
* Statutory considerations 
* Commercial uses and tenants 
* Programming and activity 
* Precinct planning, including Jacka Boulevard and the Catani Slopes 
* Site constraints, including contamination and the Palais Theatre 
 
The working groups will consist of a Councillor, community members, a 
content expert and a Council Officer. There is also a steering Commitee to 
help Council refine a series of parameters for the project. Then Council 
expects to develop, through an enquiry by design process, a design that can 
be funded and delivered. 
 
More information, including the minutes of each group, is available at 
http://stkildatriangle.com/index.htm. There is a member of unChain on each 
group and the Steering Committee so we anticipate giving a detailed 
summary of progress in the next unChain newsletter. 

 
4. The Palais 
 
 
The Palais is Australia’s top theatre concert venue and ranked by Pollstar 
magazine as the 23-rd best venue in the world.  
 



Operator Neil Croker says that its continued success depends on a strategic 
renovation plan with a significant contribution from the government.  
 
The Council commissioned a Palais Theatre Requirements Study in 2012. 
The study assessed three possibilities for the Palais ranging in cost from 
$26.5 million to $130 million. These are longer-term possibilities.  
 
In the short-term, there are over $20 million of repairs that are needed 
immediately for the Palais. This includes repairs to the crumbling façade of 
the building. Sections of concrete render and many of the architectural 
window features have degraded and are no longer securely fastened to the 
building. Other matters that need to be addressed in order to maintain the 
function of the building and provide a fully accessible theatre include 
upgrading the electrical and mechanical systems and addressing accessibility 
issues. 

The current lease for the Palais Theatre expires in September 2015. It is 
Council’s intention to extend the current lease to March 2017 to allow time to 
undertake a timely and transparent process for securing the long term future 
of the Theatre.  
 
The Triangle is of city, state or national significance and is a clear example of 
the need for a partnership between the local community, the Council, state 
and federal governments and private developers. The possibility exists for the 
St Kilda Triangle to be the centre of an Arts cluster, with a refurbished Palais 
and new buildings in accordance with the Council’s vision. 
 
The State government is the owner of the site and should accept significant 
responsibility for the repairs that are needed immediately.  
 
unChain hopes that the parties and the candidates in Port Phillip will support a 
significant funding contribution by the state government for the immediate 
needs of the Palais. 
 
 
 
5 Schools in Port Phillip  
 
 
unChain has asked the candidates in Port Phillip: How can we ensure that our 
growing population in the seat of Albert Park has adequate schools and pre-
schooling? 
 
There have been significant steps taken by both parties. But these are the 
start not the end of the solution. The 2011 census showed that the City of Port 
Phillip had 10,042 children under the age of 15 and 45 per cent of those were 
pre-schoolers, with Elwood-Ripponlea and Port Melbourne experiencing the 
greatest increase since the 2006 census. Those 4500 pre-schoolers from 
2011 are now filling the area's kinders and primary schools and more of the 
older children are flowing on to local secondary schools.  



 
The state government has announced that there will be a new primary school 
in Ferrars St South Melbourne. This will be a ‘vertical school’. 
 
In July 2014 the Labor party promised to spend $11.5 million to turn the 
present Parks Victoria site in Albert Park into a new primary school. 
 
The two secondary schools in Port Phillip are Albert Park College and Elwood 
College.  
 
Albert Park College has successfully opened. However there is a threat that 
its zone boundaries may be reduced. The government has promised to fund 
the purchase and refurbishment of the old Circus Oz site on Bay Rd to 
provide a year 9 campus for Albert Park College so that the school can grow 
by 200 places. 
 
Elwood College has not adequately funded by state governments. The 
Elwood College Masterplan is the result of an extensive consultation process 
with students, teachers and community members that began in 2010.  The 
key features of the Masterplan include:   

• a new VCE Centre;  
• a new gymnasium;  
• a new Arts wing;  
• the creation of ‘learning neighbourhoods’ for the Junior, Middle and 

Senior Schools;  
• technology centres incorporated throughout the college; and  
• improved indoor/outdoor common areas.   

 
Elwood College is now located in the Brighton electorate (it was previously in 
Albert Park). However families from the neighbouring electorates of Albert 
Park, Caulfield and Prahran send their children to the school. In 2010 the 
Labor Party promised to fully fund the project, with the first stage of works 
then costed at $10 million. unChain hopes that in the 2014 campaign all 
candidates and their parties in all four electorates will commit to funding the 
Elwood College Master Plan. 
 
In Prahran, the Minister for Education announced in April 2014 that $20 
million will be available for the Prahran secondary education task force to 
formulate and commence construction of a new secondary school in Prahran.  
 
 
6 Fishermans Bend 
 
 
A major part of the strategy of Plan Melbourne is to transition Melbourne to a 
more compact, sustainable city through urban renewal projects. For us in Port 
Phillip this means the Fishermans Bend Urban Renewal Area.  
 
While supporting the Government’s lofty aims for the Fishermasn Bend, we 
are concerned as to how its objectives will be realised. Put simply, have we 



learned from the significant mistakes in the development of the Docklands 
and Southbank precincts? 
 
The Metropolitan Planning Authority released a Framework Plan for 
Fishermans Bend in July 2014. Back in September 2013 Places Victoria 
released a Draft Vision for the Fishermans Bend Urban Renewal Area. This 
promised that the government had learned from the mistakes made at 
Southbank and Docklands. But the final plan seems to have retreated from 
this vision. 
 
We do not want a developer-driven development of Fishermans Bend’s as a 
dormitory suburb.  We need good design rules, appropriate limits on high-rise 
towers, public open space, public transport, schools and other community 
facilities. What will we get? 
 
The Strategic Framework Plan emphasized jobs, the identification of crucial 
infrastructure needs over the next five years and new design guidelines. 
However there were problems with the Plan. The Port Phillip Council said that 
it was disappointed that several measures it had advocated for on behalf of its 
community were absent from the Strategic Framework Plan. These included: 

• A maximum height in the Montague Precinct of 18 storeys, as opposed 
to 30 storeys in the Plan 

• City of Port Phillip to be the responsible authority for developments of 
up to 25,000 square metres (buildings of approximately 18 storeys) 

• Funding certainty on the purchase of open space and early delivery of 
community infrastructure. 

• Targets for affordable housing and sustainability. 
 
Council has announced 10 ‘non-negotiable’ priorities: 

• Early roll-out of essential community and transport infrastructure such 
as parks, community facilities, the Collins Street tram extension 
(Docklands to Plummer Street) and dedicated cycling corridors  

• Sensible height restrictions on developments  
• Commercial developments to be delivered within walking  
• distance of transport hubs  
• Community infrastructure and open spaces to be funded by developer 

contributions  
• The introduction of sustainable urban development goals  
• Incentives for affordable housing  
• A design review panel to assess applications against the Fishermans 

Bend Design Guidelines  
• Heritage protection on key buildings and laneway character  
• Incentives to retain and grow creative industries  
• City of Port Phillip designated the Responsible Authority for 

developments up to 25,000 square metres.  
 
unChain would like the candidates to comment on whether the Strategic 
Framework Plan is satisfactory. In particular do they support the early building 



of the Yarra Crossing bridge and the inclusion of sustainability standards in 
the Structure Plan? 
 
 
7. Public Transport in Port Phillip 
 
 
Plan Melbourne promises to provide an integrated transport system 
connecting people to jobs and services and goods to market. It says that the 
key transport challenges are to ensure sufficient commuter capacity on public 
transport and road systems. This involves city shaping transport projects such 
as the East West freeway link, the Melbourne Rail Link, improvement of the 
tram network, support for walking and cycling and removal of level crossings. 
 
There has been no major rail extension in Melbourne since the 1930s. At that 
time Melbourne had a population of just 1 million. A city of 6.5 million 
residents needs a world-class public transport system. The government has 
set up Public Transport Victoria to administer trams, buses and trains. This 
gives us the capacity to get a modern public transport system in Melbourne. 
However there are competing proposals on how this should be done. 
 
The Melbourne Metro project involved a 9 km tunnel between South Yarra 
and Kensington. 
 
However in he Liberal government announced an alternative: the Melbourne 
Rail Link would run from South Yarra to Southern Cross station with a new 
underground station at Montague St. 
 
unChain has asked the candidates in the state election to explain the 
advantages and disadvantage of each proposal. 
 
Plan Melbourne involves improvement of the tram network. Construction of 
approximately 300 metres of missing tram track, on Park Street in South 
Melbourne, between Heather Street to Kings Way, will fill a gap in the current 
tram network. This would increase the flexibility of Melbourne’s tram network 
and alleviate congestion along the St Kilda Road-Swanston Street corridor 
which is already highly congested.  We have asked the candidates whether 
they support the Park St linkage. 
 
 
8 Trams on Fitzroy, Acland and Carlisle Streets 

 

Yarra Trams and Public Transport Victoria have plans for the 96 and 16 tram 
route that will have significant impacts on Fitzroy St and Acland St. There are 
also plans for a super stop on Carlisle St (All new tram stops have to have 
disability and disabled access and every tram stop in Melbourne must 
eventually be upgraded to a standard that meets the Disability Discrimination 
Act.) 



 
Public Transport Victoria and Yarra Trams TV’s propose to remove the 
existing stop on Fitzroy St on the beach side of Grey St. This will speed up the 
96 tram which will then stop only at the St Kilda station. The remaining issue 
is what to do about the Route 16 stop? Where should any new stop be built 
between the Park St stop and the Junction to replace the existing one at 
Princes St? 
 
The current PTV proposal has a new Route 16 stop between Grey St and 
Princes St. This allows access to school and Albert Park but it is not a 
significant improvement on the original PTV proposal. There is still concern 
about safety and the impact on traffic with the platforms narrowing Fitzroy St 
in this section. This proposal requires a Planning permit and unChain will be 
opposing this. 
 
It is possible to ‘do nothing’ at Fitzroy St at this stage and use the existing 
stop at Princes St. This allows us to explore better alternatives. There is an 
alternative design proposed by traders and some residents, and supported by 
unChain. This is to put the new stop between Princes St and the Junction. 
This will have significantly less impact on traffic, on the primary school and on 
traders. 
 
One thing that is noticeably lacking is an overall plan for the 16 route.  

• We need a long term plan about the whole of the route – especially 
with the re-development of the Junction stop in the future. 

• Other cities like Berlin have much longer distances between stops than 
the 400 m that PTV wants. 

• We need to acknowledge that work three years ago in Fitzroy Street 
has caused massive problems for residents and traders and was done 
with inadequate consultation. 

• We need to acknowledge that some of the other stops on the 16/96 
Route between Barkly St and the Junction have been inappropriately 
located or not well designed 

• We need to acknowledge that the re-development of the Junction Oval 
may mean that it is more appropriate to locate any new Route 16 tram 
stop opposite it. 

• We also need to note that there are different types of DDA compliant 
stops. A pair of experimental tram stops on Bridge Road in Richmond 
have been given an emphatic thumbs up in a VicRoads-commissioned 
study, paving the way for hundreds more to eventually be built 
throughout Melbourne. The stops are designed to provide easy access 
for the elderly, people with disabilities and parents with prams without 
building platforms that cut off traffic lanes. This may be the way forward 
for the 16 stop on Fitzroy St. 

 
For Acland St it is proposed to have a new terminus located near Acland 
Court. Acland Street would be closed to motor traffic between Belford St and 
Barkly Street with a pedestrian Plaza between the terminus and the 
intersection with Barkly Street. There would also be a significant expansion of 
footpath trading and plantings. Trams and traffic would share the tram tracks 



between Shakespeare Grove and Belford streets. This is a significant 
improvement on the original proposals. The question is whether there will now 
be genuine consultation with the Council, traders and residents on exploring 
different combinations of this general concept to get a win-win-win result. For 
example should Shakespeare St remain two-way? Should the plaza be 
bigger? Should the terminus and the plaza be constructed so as to allow one-
way traffic all the way along Acland St to Barkly Street? 
 
For Carlisle St the proposal is for a ‘super stop’ at the Balaclava Railway 
station. Traders are concerned about the impact on trade and traffic 
management.  
 
unChain believes that the candidates and their parties should commit to 
exploring alternative options for the 16 Route on Fitzroy St and on consulting 
on the details of the Acland St terminus and the Carlisle St superstop. The 
next state government should insist that PTV and Yarra Trams plan properly 
for the 96 and the 16 tram routes. This should take account of traffic 
management, impacts on local traders and residential amenity. 
 
 
9 The Grand Prix in Albert Park 
 
 
unChain, the Port Phillip Council and the majority of the residents are 
opposed to the use of Albert Park by the Grand Prix. Our largest park is not 
the appropriate site for a Grand Prix. The original contract was entered into by 
the Kennett government and subsequently extended by the Bracks and 
Brumby governments until 2015. In July 2014 the Napthine government 
signed a five-year contract extension in a deal expected to cost taxpayers 
about $250 million. What should be done now? 
 
The Grand Prix has a significant impact on local residents, schools and 
traders. There is disruption for months to park users, especially with respect 
to community sporting facilities. This disruption gets worse every year as 
more and more park users are displaced.  
 
There is also a significant financial cost to the Victorian taxpayer. There have 
been conflicting opinions on whether the Grand Prix delivers value for money 
when economic and tourism benefits are considered. This debate has now 
been put to rest. The Victorian Auditor-General’s peer reviewed cost benefit 
analysis found the GP is a net loser for Victoria and his office found there is 
no evidence of extra tourists coming to Melbourne. The Grand Prix has over 
$250 million of accumulated losses. Furthermore the claimed global TV 
audience figures, the value of the ‘Melbourne brand’ and the attendance 
figures all appear to be greatly exaggerated.  
 
Are there not better ways for the State government to spend over $50 million 
dollars each year? There is a need for Melbourne to invest massively in new 
infrastructure. How many schools, hospitals, aged care facilities, train-lines 
etc could be built with this money? 



 
Events like the Grand Prix at Albert Park should only be allowed if they satisfy 
an open, honest and comprehensive cost benefit study. However, unlike other 
major events, the Grand Prix Corporation has even refused to set up a system 
to accurately record attendances. 
 
unChain has asked the candidates in Port Phillip to state whether they 
support the continuation of the Grand Prix at Albert Park. unChain would also 
like to know whether they believe that the Grand Prix Corporation should be 
required to accurately record attendance numbers in the remaining 5 years of 
its contract. 
 
 
10. St Kilda Rd Bicycle Lanes 
 
 
The City of Port Phillip has proposed that Melbourne’s grand St Kilda Road 
boulevard should be the next major commuter route into the city to benefit 
from separated bike lanes. 
 
Council is seeking State Government funding of $12 million to provide greater 
safety and comfort for bike riders, who make 1.2 million bike trips annually 
along St Kilda Road. 
 
St Kilda Road is one of the widest streets in Australia and has been ear-
marked for Copenhagen style-lanes for many years. Under the plan, a 2m-
wide bike lane would be built in each of the service roads in the space 
currently used for parking. The bike lanes would run from Southbank, to 
Carlisle St, St Kilda. 
 
The RACV has announced its support for the proposal. VicRoads manages 
the boulevard and the proposed changes are in accord with agency policy for 
the corridor. The Council says that traffic capacity would not be affected. Off 
peak there would be three lanes of traffic each way, but during peak there 
would be four lanes of traffic.  
 
The City of Port Phillip proposal is based on a cost benefit analysis which 
found: 

• A positive benefit cost ratio – each $1 spent on the project would 
deliver a $1.134 return. The benefit cost ratio considered travel costs or 
savings; savings in crash costs, health benefits from increased use of 
active transport; environmental benefits, vehicle operating costs, 
construction and operating costs. 

• A reduction in collisions of up to 28 per cent. The annual economic 
value of these avoided crashes per annum is between $1.2 million (in 
2018) and $2.1 million (in 2035). 

• An expected 25 per cent increase in bike riding on St Kilda Road in the 
first year after installation. As well as reducing congestion, this increase 
in bike riding contributes to a range of health benefits, estimated to be 
$1.05 per kilometre cycled per person. 



 
unChain has asked the candidates in the state election and their parties to 
declare their support for the St Kilda Rd bicycle proposal.  
 
 
11. The St Kilda Festival 
 
 
The Festival is a nine-day fiesta and the Festival Sunday involves over 60 
musical acts. It attracts between 300,000 to 400,000 people. Independent 
market research indicates that 80% of attendees come from outside the City 
of Port Phillip.  
 
unChain made a detailed submission on the future of the festival in 2010. 
 
Funding is a major problem. The Festival was cancelled in 2006 but 
relaunched in 2007 with private sponsorship and a significant contribution 
from the state government. However, the Festival was almost cancelled in 
2013 after losing its main sponsors.  
 
In July 2014 the Council resolved to host the 2015 St Kilda Festival for a total 
net cost to ratepayers limited to $1.4 million. It resolved to raise some funding 
by affordably priced ticketing of main stage on festival Sunday and renting of 
space that is set up in the week prior to festival Sunday (O'Donnell Gardens).  
It also aimed to maintain sponsorship at least at 2014 levels and continue to 
seek alternative sources of Government funding in recognition of St Kilda 
Festival’s iconic status as a key element of Melbourne and Victoria’s cultural 
and events calendar.  It will receive a further report in October 2014 to 
propose a long term plan. 
 
unChain believes that it is appropriate for the state government make a 
significant contribution in order to maintain an event of state significance. In 
2014 the state government contributed $100,000. unChain has asked the 
candidates in the state election and the parties to promise to raise this to 
$500,000 for the future. 
 
 
12 Neighbourhood Zones 
 
 
In August 2014 the Council finalised the new Neighbourhood Zones.  
 
The state government has introduced the biggest changes to planning zones 
in 30 years. This was intended to enable Councils to identify the areas that 
are appropriate for more intensive development and those that are not.  The 
new system has three residential zones: General Residential Zone (GRZ), 
Neighbourhood Residential Zone (NRZ) and Residential Growth Zone (RGZ).  
 
The Port Phillip Council prepared a draft zoning in February 2014. unChain 
and CAPP jointly made 4 submissions on this important matter.  



 
Our submissions raised significant concerns that the proposed zones were 
too restrictive. In particular we feared that there would be an adverse impact 
on housing affordability and housing choice. This was the outcome of the 
extensive use of the Neighbourhood Residential Zone. We believed that the 
proposed zoning was in conflict with the Council’s own housing policy and the 
state government’s metropolitan planning strategy.  
 
Council decided on a 2 Stage process that took into account our concerns to 
a significant extent.  
 
Stage 1 had significant changes to the original proposal. In particular there 
were more generous density limits in the Neighbourhood Residential Zones 
(NRZ), special provision for social housing and a reduction to 2,500 sq m. for 
large sites to be zoned RGZ. 
 
Stage 2 included additional sites and precincts in the General Residential 
Zone (GRZ) and Residential Growth Zone (RGZ) and special provision for 
housing for the aged. 
 
 
The result of these considerations is that the NRZs in Port Phillip would be 
reduced from 80% of our residential land to 70% and the NRZs are more 
generous than in other municipalities. While our preferred position was to 
have less use of the very restrictive NRZ, (as has the Melbourne City 
Council), we think that the Council has eventually struck an acceptable 
balance between protection of heritage and neighbourhood character and 
affordable housing and good housing design. 
 
 
13 Local Government Electoral Review 
 
 
In August 2014 the Local Government Review Panel  reported to the Minister 
for Local Government. (see http://www.dpcd.vic.gov.au/localgovernment/local-
government-reform/local-government-electoral-review). This was a 
comprehensive review of Victoria’s local government electoral system. The 
panel made various recommendations for reform. The panel was chaired by 
Petro Georgiou, the former Federal Member for Kooyong and Chair of the 
Joint Standing Committee on Electoral Matters. 
 
The recommendations involve a significant change in the system for electing 
local Councillors in Port Phillip. The state government is now seeking 
feedback on the proposals which is due by 3 November 2014.  
 
The recommendations that would have the most significance for us in Port 
Phillip are: 

• All local government elections would be by postal voting. (At present in 
Port Phillip we have attendance voting) 

• A change in the voter franchise for local government elections 



• Candidates have to be nominated by 6 enrolled voters 
• Each candidate would answer a standard set of questions that would 

then be available to voters in the form of a candidate information pack 
posted to voters by the Victorian Electoral Commission 

• A limit on the amount that each candidate may receive as a campaign 
donation from any individual or organisation of $1000  

• Candidates’ how-to-vote recommendations not be contained in the 
postal packs circulated by the VEC  

• An increase in the number of Councillors to 12 
• A review of councillor remuneration arrangements 

 
 
Should we support the move to postal voting? The problem with attendance 
voting is that it is difficult for good independent candidates. They have to fund 
one or two ‘flyers’, get them into letterboxes, fund a ‘how-to-vote’ card, and 
arrange for volunteers to hand out the how to vote cards at 3 early voting 
centres for 2 weeks and the voting centres on election day. The result is that 
in the 2010 Council elections, only one person nominated who was not a 
member of a political party or the two resident groups, CAPP and unChain. 
Another problem is that the Councils that have attendance voting have a 
higher number of people who do not vote than the Councils that have postal 
voting. 
 
But postal voting also has problems. One is the possibility of fraud. The 
second is the fact that the system of postal voting in other municipalities has 
seen a huge number of candidates, many of them dummy candidates. 
Another problem is that the voters in these municipalities have received much 
less information about the candidates than the voters in Port Phillip. In 
addition it may be argued that it is good for democracy for the candidates to 
meet the voters in person, either through door-knocking etc in the campaign 
or at the voting centres on election day. 
 
There is the possibility of a combination of postal and attendance voting. But 
this may combine the worst of each system rather than the best of each. 
 
unChain will make a submission on the Panel’s recommendations. If you have 
an opinion you can email us on unchaininc@gmail.com	  or	  make	  a	  submission	  
directly	  to	  the	  state	  government. 
 
 
Feedback on the newsletter 
 
 
For feedback on this newsletter please email us at unchaininc@gmail.com 
 
 
 
 


