
 
 

26 February 2021 

 

Dear Infrastructure Victoria, 

 

Congratulations on the release of the draft 30-year infrastructure plan for Victoria. On the whole, it 

is a very strong document that paints a positive direction for Victoria, with a clear emphasis on 

climate action and sustainability. 

 

In the table on the following pages are responses from Environment Victoria to specific 

recommendations in the report. Beyond the comments below, we broadly support the 

recommendations relating to the development of a circular economy and improvements to public 

and active transport. 

 

The two key recommendations we disagree with are: 

• Recommendation 14, for more funding for irrigation infrastructure – on the grounds that 

this money can be better used to support environmental outcomes in other ways (and 

indeed that the environmental benefits of such infrastructure are unclear) 

• Recommendation 84, for 49 year leases for tourism developments in national parks – on the 

grounds that tourism development can successfully be established outside the boundaries of 

national parks. 

 

Regards, 

 

 

 

Environment Victoria 

 

  



 
 

 
Recommendation Comments 
1. Accelerate the uptake of zero  
emissions vehicles  
  

• We support this recommendation.  

• We support the suggestion in the draft report that the 

Victorian government should set an end date for, firstly, the sale of 

internal combustion engine vehicles, and, later, the registration of 

those vehicles. For example, Norway has a 2025 end-date for sale 

of ICE vehicles. Sub-national jurisdictions in other countries are also 

acting independent of national action: California and Quebec have 

end-dates for ICE vehicles sales.  

2. Augment electricity 

transmission for renewable 

energy and resilience  

• We support this recommendation. The modernisation of the 

electricity grid to accommodate growing levels of renewable 

energy and transmitting it to and from places without old thermal 

generators is essential.  

• Where possible, major transmission projects should be 

accelerated, espcially those identified by AEMO’s Integrated 

System Plan as “actionable projects” (eg. VNI West, Marinus Link).  

• These projects must be undertaken with strong community 

engagement and benefit-sharing initiatives to maximise benefits 

for regional communities.  

3. Identify and coordinate 

priority Renewable Energy 

Zones 

• We support this recommendation, and note that the 

announcements in the November 2020 state budget and the 

recent creation of VicGrid will address this need.  

4. Require 7-star energy-rated 

new homes in 2022, increasing 

towards 8 stars by 2025  
  

• We support this recommendation. Victoria’s homes are 

unacceptably inefficient, and even the current 6-star minimum 

standard for new-builds leaves us paying more on energy bills than 

we should.  

• Where the National Construction Code fails to move fast 

enough, the Victorian government should move ahead unilaterally. 

Our exposure to extreme heat and relatively extreme cold 

(compared to most other states) means we have greater cause to 

improve standards.  

5. Mandate a home energy 

rating disclosure scheme  
  

• We support this recommendation, and note that this could be 

achieved through simple amendments to the Sale of Land Act 

1962.  

• In August 2020 we released a report that demonstrated the 

lack of availability to house-hunters of energy efficiency 

information. Specifically, real estate agents were unable to answer 

basic questions about a home’s energy performance.  

• We note that mandatory disclosure of energy performance in 

rental properties is only part of the equation: this must be 

accompanied by minimum standards for energy efficiency 

performance.  

• We also support the greater use of the Victorian Residential 

Efficiency Scorecard to aid the roll-out of a mandatory disclosure 

scheme.  

6. Make Victorian Government 

buildings more energy efficient  
  

• We support this recommendation.  

7. Reduce peak electricity use 

with demand management 

pricing In the next 10 years, 

optimise use of existing 

electricity infrastructure 

• We support this recommendation.  

• Analysis by Reputex (commissioned by Environment Victoria) 

found that as part of preparing for the retirement of the Yallourn 

power station, an additional 200 MW of demand-side participation 

would be required.  

https://environmentvictoria.org.au/2020/08/14/home-truths/
https://environmentvictoria.org.au/2019/12/16/victorian-market-readiness-to-support-the-retirement-of-yallourn-power-station-by-2023/


 
by encouraging demand 

management pricing  
8. Allow new gas-free housing 

estates and review current gas 

policies  

• While we support allowing new housing estates to be gas-

free, we believe this recommendation should go further and 

recommend either (a) the banning of gas connections in new 

housing developments, or (b) the discouragement of gas 

connections in new housing developments.  

9. Specify climate scenarios 

and carbon value in assessing 

infrastructure  
  

• We support this recommendation.  

10. Strategically review climate  
consequences for 

infrastructure  
  

• We support this recommendation.  

11. Consider all water supply 

sources  
  

• We support this recommendation, and note the importance of 

alternative water sources in addressing mine rehabilitation 

challenges at the Latrobe Valley coalmines. We also support the 

findings of the Latrobe Valley Regional Rehabilitation Strategy that 

water should not be taken from the Latrobe River system to 

convert coal mine voids into pit lakes (with the LVRRS indicating 

that recycled/desalinated/storm water are preferred sources.  

14. Strengthen agricultural 

water security by modernising 

irrigation  
  

• We do not support this recommendation.  

• The goal of these irrigation modernisation projects is to 

improve the proportion of water consumed relative to the water 

applied to crops. By increasing irrigation efficiency, either by 

reducing losses off-farm (seepage and evaporation in channels) or 

on-farm (increasing crop per drop), more water should 

theoretically be available for other uses. This could provide urban 

water security or reconcile the disproportionate impact of climate 

change on the environment’s share. In practice however, irrigation 

modernisation does not generate water savings at scale, partly due 

to the rebound effect on water use. This study also points to a 

survey of 2481 irrigators across a number of years, which found 

that recipients of irrigation infrastructure grants increased their 

water extraction volumes by 21-28 percent relative to other 

irrigators. Because irrigation subsidies tend to encourage a switch 

to permanent crops, much of the new demand would persist 

during drought, impacting the resilience of the river system.  

• Irrigation subsidies are also a more costly approach to 

addressing water sharing problems in the river system, costing at 

least three times more than voluntary buybacks of water.  

• Irrigation modernisation has proven to consolidate wealth in 

the hands of corporate agribusinesses at the expense of family 

farms, it has tended to increase extraction of water, and it has 

tended to disproportionately impact the environment’s share of 

available water.  

  
71. Target 30% tree canopy 

coverage in new growth areas   
• We support this recommendation.  

84. Boost tourism infrastructure 

by allowing more national parks 

to grant long leases   

• We do not support this recommendation  

• Tourism developments should be located outside, possibly 

adjacent to, national parks.  

• For any development inside park boundaries, there is an 

obvious environmental impact, but it also comes with the risk of 

development ‘creep’ - ie. the gradual expansion of the 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S092134492030077X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S092134492030077X


 
development, especially if it proves to be popular/successful. This 

therefore serves to undermine  ecological health.  

• Many successful nature-focused tourism developments are 

located outside national parks, where they will often benefit from 

better access to supporting infrastructure and utilities.  

95. Make social housing 

suitable for changing local 

climates   

• We support this recommendation.  

 




