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1 Summary 
The Marine Safety Act 2010 (Vic) (MSA) has provisions for Safe Transport Victoria (ST Vic) to make 
waterway rules for or with respect to regulating or prohibiting the operation of any vessels or classes of 
vessel, regulating the use of State waters by bathers and others, if that use affects any boating activity, and 
regulating other equipment that must be carried on vessels for the purpose of safe navigation and the 
safety of life. 

ST Vic may make a waterway rule at the request of port management bodies, local port managers and 
waterway managers (from herein waterway managers), a police officer or on ST Vic’s initiative for Victorian 
State waters. 

Reasons must be given for making or not making a waterway rule and after addressing the relevant 
considerations and principles of the MSA, ST Vic must publish its decision. This document outlines the 
decision and reasons relating to a proposal by Melbourne Water for making waterway rules for Tarago 
Reservoir. 

1.1 The problem 
The Tarago Reservoir is due to be opened to the public for fishing and recreational boating in late 2026. 
Melbourne Water, the waterway manager, has identified that in opening Tarago Reservoir to recreational 
boating, the existing in-water infrastructure required to manage water quality and distribution has the 
potential to create hazards for waterway users that the introduction of waterway rules will need to address. 

1.2 The proposal 
The proposal submitted by Melbourne Water aims to reduce risks to waterway users through the 
introduction of waterway rules aimed at separating vessels from the existing infrastructure and restricting 
vessel speed on the waterway, whilst also safeguarding water quality.  

1.3 Public consultation and consideration of safety risks 
ST Vic determined that the proposal was within the powers of ST Vic and was of material nature. 

Melbourne Water undertook community consultation between 2 March 2026 and 31 March 2026 through a 
variety of channels, seeking feedback on the proposed waterway rules for vessel operations on Tarago 
Reservoir. Feedback from this engagement was considered by ST Vic, when determining whether the rules 
would be implemented. 

ST Vic has considered the safety risks the proposed rules seek to address, alternatives to making the 
waterway rules, and costs and benefits. These are outlined further in this document. 

1.4 ST Vic’s decision 
ST Vic has decided to make the waterway rules as requested by Melbourne Water for Tarago Reservoir. 
The draft rules are outlined at Appendix 3.  

The decision will require ST Vic to: 

• Publish a notice on its internet site and in the Victorian Government gazette notice to enact the rule.  

Prior to the rules being enacted, Melbourne Water will be required to, so far as is reasonably practicable: 

• Install signs and aids to navigation on the waterway so the rules are visible to waterway users. 

• Undertake a communication and education program to ensure waterway users are informed and 
aware of the waterway rules. 
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2 Background 
2.1 The appointed waterway manager 
The waters of Tarago Reservoir are managed by Melbourne Water. Melbourne Water is the water authority 
appointed under the Water Act 1989 (Vic). 

In accordance with section 6 of the MSA, the relevant Minister, by Order published in the Government 
Gazette, has declared Melbourne Water to be the appointed waterway manager for the waters of the 
Tarago Reservoir, for purposes of the MSA. 

2.2 The nature of the waterway 
Tarago Reservoir is located the Gippsland region of Victoria, near Neerim South, 100 kilometres east of 
Melbourne, within Baw Baw Shire. The long narrow lake is over 3 square kilometres and is used as a water 
catchment connected to the Melbourne water supply system. Tarago Reservoir supplies water to 
southeastern Melbourne, primarily serving the areas from Mornington Peninsula and Westernport and 
Gippsland Water sources drinking water from Tarago Reservoir for the Gippsland region.  

Currently, there is no public access to the waterway. Melbourne Water is working with the Victorian 
Government to open Tarago Reservoir for on-water recreation for non-powered and electric boats. This 
initiative is part of the State Government’s $96 million Go Fishing and Boating Victoria plan to further 
improve recreational fishing, boating, piers and aquaculture. Maintaining safe, clean drinking water supply 
from Tarago Reservoir remains Melbourne Water’s priority.  

2.3 The waterway rules 
At present, there are no waterway rules in place for Tarago Reservoir under the MSA. Entry to Tarago 
Reservoir is prohibited under the Water Act 1989 (Vic). Tarago Reservoir will be determined as a 
Recreational Area under Section 122ZA of the Water Act 1989 prior to opening for on-water recreation. As 
a recreational area the Water (Recreational Area) Regulations 2023 (Vic) will apply to Tarago Reservoir 
providing for the control, management and use of the area. Under the Recreational Area Management Plan 
(RAMP) on-water recreation will be limited to fishing, boating and canoeing, with restrictions on primary 
contact with water, to balance recreational use with the need for maintaining safe water supply. 

Once opened to vessel activity the default Statewide waterway rules apply to Tarago Reservoir. Following 
risk assessments Melbourne Water determined additional rules would be required under the MSA. The 
proposed rules are intended to provide a safe operating environment for users when the waterway is 
opened to the public and align with the RAMP.  

3 Application to make waterway rules 
On 9 July 2025, Melbourne Water submitted a Notice of Intention to Request a Waterway Rule1 to ST Vic.  

The proposal submitted by Melbourne Water is to:  

• Create a 5-knot speed restriction for all the waters (excluding areas prohibited to vessels), 

 

 

 

 

1 MSA section 193 (refer Appendix 1 - 2) 
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• Create four areas prohibited to vessels:  
o approximately 1350m upstream of the retaining wall/spillway (encompassing tower, aerator 

& water quality tester), 
o within 50m around fixed or floating structures (including the pump station and two valves). 

• Prohibit vessels equipped with combustion engines and vessels equipped with electric engines that 
exceed a power output of 40 pounds of thrust, 1 horsepower, or 750 watts for all waters of the 
reservoir. 

• Create prohibitions for specified activities:  
o prohibit the use of personal watercraft, hovercraft, sailboards and other wind powered 

vessels, stand up paddleboards, float tubes, soft inflatable boats (SIBs) and similar on all 
waters, 

o prohibit bathing, wading, swimming or entering the water in any manner except for the 
purpose of launching boats or for an emergency near the boat ramp, 

o prohibit vessels launching from any area other than the launching ramp. 

3.1 ST Vic’s powers 
After assessing the Notice of Intention, ST Vic determined that the proposed rules were: 

• within the powers of ST Vic to make a rule, and 

• of material nature. 

Given the determination that the proposal was within the powers of ST Vic, and was of material nature, 
Melbourne Water was required to undertake public consultation2. 

3.2 Request to make waterway rules from the waterway manager 
The Request for Making a Waterway Rule (Request)3 was received by ST Vic on 6 June 2026. A copy of 
the Request is provided in Appendix 2. 

In making the request for waterway rules Melbourne Water was required to: 

• provide a description of the proposed rule and advise if it was amended following the public 
consultation, 

• provide a statement of the nature and scope of the problem and how the proposed rule addresses it,  

• address the mandatory considerations4, 

• provide a list of submissions and detail matters raised in submissions, and 

• explain how it, as the waterway manager, had taken into account the submissions in addressing the 
mandatory considerations. 

Melbourne Water submitted the Request in writing, with the required information. 

3.3 Description of proposed waterway rule 
Melbourne Water requested the following proposed waterway rules for Tarago Reservoir: 

• A speed restriction of 5 knots applies across all waters of Tarago Reservoir, except in areas where 
vessels are prohibited. 

 

 

 

 
2 MSA section 193(5) (refer Appendix 1 - 2) 

3 MSA section 194 (refer Appendix 1 - 7) 

4 MSA section 183 (refer Appendix 1 - 6) 
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• Vessels are prohibited in the following areas: 
o Waters upstream of the reservoir retaining wall extending approximately 775 metres to an 

imaginary east-west line marked by “Vessels Prohibited” signs and red buoys, 
o Waters within 50 metres of the pump station, 
o Waters within 25 metres of any fixed or floating structure, including two Gippsland Water 

valves. 

• Vessels equipped with combustion engines are prohibited on Tarago Reservoir. 

• Prohibition of specific activities and craft as follows: 
o Personal watercraft (PWCs), hovercraft, sailboards and other wind powered vessels, stand 

up paddleboards, Float Tubes, Soft Inflatable Boats (SIBs) and similar prohibited on all 
waters, 

o Swimming and bathing are prohibited in the area surrounding the boat ramp, extending 10 
metres northwest and 30 metres south of the ramp and 50 metres from the water’s edge, 

o Launching vessels is prohibited except in designated launch and retrieval areas. 

The proposal had changed from the initial intention with Melbourne Water amending the following: 

• Areas prohibited to vessels – the distance from the retaining wall has been reduced from 1350 
metres to approximately 775 metres; and the distance from fixed or floating structures has been 
reduced from 50 metres to 25 metres. 

• Prohibition on vessels equipped with electric engines that exceed a power output of 40 pounds of 
thrust, 1 Hp or 750 Watts has been removed. 

• Changes to wording for prohibition of specific activities:  
o new wording providing for future vessel launching and retrieval areas,  
o removing prohibition on wading and entering the water at the boat ramp, given prohibiting this is 

a water quality requirement and is not based on vessel safety.  

The reason for the changes is due to feedback received during public consultation, and further 
consideration of balancing safety under the MSA and water quality requirements in the RAMP. 

3.4 The problem – the matter/s being addressed 
Melbourne Water identified that as Tarago Reservoir provides drinking water to local communities, the in-
water infrastructure required to manage water quality and distribution, creates hazards for recreational 
boating. In addition, there are also natural hazards (e.g. submerged trees) present in the reservoir. 

The proposed waterway rules for Tarago Reservoir are required to provide clarity for vessel operators and 
ensure that exclusion zones and speed restrictions are adequate to minimise safety risks to waterway 
users. Limiting speed to 5 knots and creating exclusion zones will allow the Tarago Reservoir to be opened 
to recreational fishing and boating while providing adequate safety for a variety of vessels to use the 
waterway, as permitted in the RAMP. 
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4 Mandatory considerations5 
4.1 Safety risk(s) being addressed 
Melbourne Water identified the following safety risks and issues that the proposed waterway rules seek to 
address: 

• Significant infrastructure related to the management and distribution of drinking water on the 
waterway, 

• Natural hazards (e.g. submerged trees). 

Melbourne Water outlined that the proposed rules intend to reduce the risk of collision between waterway 
users and the established infrastructure or natural hazards. 

In addition, the prohibition of combustion engines minimises the risk of waterway users exceeding the 
speed limit and reduces the risk of contamination of the waterway. Whilst water quality is not the primary 
consideration of the waterway rules, retaining the quality of the water is essential. The waterway rules, 
along with the RAMP, can assist to ensure that users have uninterrupted use of the waterway when 
opened. 

4.2 Alternatives 
Melbourne Water sought to balance on water use with safety and the reality of Tarago Reservoir being a 
source of drinking water, and considered the following alternative options to address the safety risk/s 
identified: 

• Different boat ramp locations, 

• Alternative speed limits, and 

• The type of vessels that are permitted to use the waterway.  

Melbourne Water stated that modelling undertaken identified that the proposed rules best managed safety 
on the waterway. 

4.3 Benefits and costs 
Melbourne Water highlighted the significant financial costs of opening Tarago Reservoir to recreational 
fishing and boating as waterway manager, and identified the following expected benefits and costs of the 
proposed waterway rules on those persons likely to be affected: 

• Benefits: 
o Local Community, Landowners & Waterway users: Safe public access to the waterway for 

recreational fishing and boating, 
o Local Community: Potential increase of visitors to the area supporting the local economy, 
o Local Community, Landowners: Restriction on vessel type and speed ensures that 

environment remains serene and that the impact on wildlife (and locals bordering the 
waterway) is minimised. 

• Costs: 

 

 

 

 

5 MSA section 183 (refer Appendix 1 - 6) 
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o Melbourne Water: Financial cost relating to the purchase of new infrastructure (signage, 
buoys etc), need for increased surveillance to ensure compliance with the rules, and 
education initiatives required to promote awareness of the new rules, 

o Local Community: Increased traffic on local roads which may need to be upgraded and 
distance to boat ramp from town limiting commercial benefit, 

o Landowners: Potential negative impact on lifestyle and properties due to increased visitor 
activity, 

o Waterway Users: Prohibiting combustion engines and reducing speed to 5 knots across the 
waterway limits the types of activities and vessels owners who can visit.  

5 Public consultation 
Melbourne Water undertook public consultation from 2 March 2026 to 31 March 2026. The consultation 
which included the rules proposal was conducted via the following channels: 

• Public Notice in Warragul Gazette, 

• Let’s Talk page on the Melbourne Water website, 

• Facebook and Instagram Campaign, 

• Stand at Rokeby Market – 14th March (speaking with over 100 people), 

• Online Information Sessions 11th and 17th March 6.30pm-8pm (approximately 20 attendees). 

Hard copies of the proposed waterway rules and feedback form were made available at: 

• Algie Hall, 213 Main Neerim Road, Neerim South,  

• Neerim South Post Office, 123 Main Neerim Road, Neerim South,  

• IGA Neerim South, 147 Main Road, Nerim South,  

• Neerim South Medical Centre, 85 Main Neerim Road, Neerim South. 

In summary, Melbourne Water received at total of 34 responses to the public consultation. 

Melbourne Water categorised feedback on the proposed waterway rules into the following areas: 

• 7 submissions (5 individual and 2 organisation) related to the proposed electric engine size - 6 of 
which indicated that they felt it was insufficient to propel an average size vessel with more than one 
or two occupants. They requested a significant increase in engine size (e.g. 80lbs thrust) or removal 
of the rule - allowing the 5-knot speed limit to restrict vessels size and output. 

• 1 submission queried the exclusion zone distance from the dam wall, requesting it be reduced to 
allow access to 2 arms of the reservoir. 

• 5 submissions related to vessel type and size – looking to ban drone fishing, allow inflatable (RIB), 
limit boat length and consider allowing ski boats.  

The project to open Tarago Reservoir for recreational fishing and boating created significant interest from 
the communities bordering the waterway and from fishing/boating associations and groups. The feedback 
received was valuable, however, the majority related to broader uses of the Reservoir, the boat ramp 
design and access, parking, security, enforcing the rules and allowing access to bank fishing/walking trails 
etc. This feedback has been considered by Melbourne Water as part of the RAMP and the project plan for 
opening the Reservoir. 

Melbourne Water addressed feedback to the proposed waterway rules by making the following 
amendments: 

• Clause 10 - remove the wording pertaining to the size limit of the electric engines (allowing the 
speed limit to be the primary limiter),  

• Clause 9 - reduce the size of the prohibited area near the retaining wall,  

• Clause 9 - reduce the size of the prohibited area around asset PP042 (Gippsland Water valve),  
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• Clause 12 - alter the wording of prohibition of specific activities part (c) to allow for future vessel 
launch sites. 

6 ST Vic’s conclusions 
In making a decision6 whether to make or not make a waterway rule as a result of a request to make a 
waterway rule, ST Vic must have regard to the following: 

• the mandatory considerations, and 

• the summary of submissions or comments received by the waterway manager. 

6.1 Compliance with MSA waterway rule making process 
Melbourne Water has complied with the requirements of the MSA, including public consultation. 

6.2 Mandatory considerations 
6.2.1 Safety risk the proposed rule is intended to minimise or eliminate 
Melbourne Water has identified safety issues on Tarago Reservoir associated with the introduction of 
recreational boating on the waterway. In particular, the separation of waterway users from Melbourne 
Water infrastructure is a primary safety concern. The other main concern is restrictions on the types of 
boating activity to eliminate primary contact with the water and the types of vessels permitted to access the 
waterway under the RAMP to safeguard water quality. The waterway rules are designed to align with the 
RAMP for consistency. The 5-knot speed restriction will reduce safety risks with any underwater hazards 
and further deter the types of vessels that are prohibited. 

After considering the safety risks and other concerns ST Vic is of the view that the waterway rules 
proposed by Melbourne Water, reinforced by appropriate signage, education, monitoring and enforcement, 
will reduce the safety risks and other concerns identified with boating activity on Tarago Reservoir. 

6.2.2 Alternative ways to address risks and safety issues 
Melbourne Water considered some alternative measures to the proposed rules and believe the proposed 
rules best manage the safety risks identified. The alternative to not make waterway rules under the MSA 
would mean the statewide waterway rules apply when the waterway is opened to boating. However, in this 
instance the statewide rules would not be sufficient to address the safety risks posed by infrastructure and 
without additional rules restricting boating may be perceived to allow unrestricted boating to occur when it is 
restricted under the RAMP. 

After considering the alternatives to the proposed rules ST Vic believes that in this instance, the proposed 
waterway rules are the most appropriate response to the safety risks and issues identified.  

6.2.3 Benefits and costs 
Melbourne Water has identified that the proposed waterway rules are expected to benefit waterway users 
by providing a safe environment through the separation of vessels and water management infrastructure, 
and the limiting of vessel speed on Tarago Reservoir. ST Vic believes another benefit of the proposed rules 

 

 

 

 

6 MSA section 187 (refer Appendix 1 - 5) 



 

 
 
 

 
 
Waterway rule decision 
Tarago reservoir Page 9 

is to help sustain water quality when the reservoir is opened to boating by aligning with the requirements of 
the RAMP. 

The main costs identified by Melbourne Water were financial, associated with the costs to install 
infrastructure and signage, and ongoing costs associated with monitoring, enforcement and education. 
Other costs identified are associated with the limits on the types of boating activity and the potential impact 
on locals with increased visitation. ST Vic believes the highest cost is the ongoing monitoring and 
enforcement of the rules, not primarily for safety risks but to ensure risks to water quality are mitigated. Any 
disruption to water quality would mean the waterway is closed to boating. 

After considering the benefits and costs of the proposed rules, ST Vic is of the view that the potential safety 
benefit of the waterway rules and aligning with the RAMP to safeguard water quality are the primary 
considerations in this instance. 

6.3 Summary of consultation submissions or comments 
In reviewing the public consultation for the proposal, Melbourne Water received 34 submissions. Melbourne 
Water provided a summary of feedback in relation to the waterway rules received in the submissions, which 
has been addressed by Melbourne Water as follows: 

• Melbourne Water has removed the clause pertaining to the size limit of the electric engines 

(allowing the speed limit to be the primary limiter), 

• Melbourne Water has reduced the size of the exclusion zone near the retaining wall, 

• Melbourne Water reduced the size of the exclusion zone around asset PP042, 

• Melbourne Water has altered the wording of Clause 12(c) to allow for future vessel launch sites. 

In reviewing how Melbourne Water has taken into account the submissions received in relation to the 
proposed waterway rules, ST Vic is of the view that the response by Melbourne Water is adequate and 
addressed issues raised in the submissions. 

7 ST Vic’s Reasons/Decision7 
In conclusion, I am satisfied that Melbourne Water has complied with the MSA, undertaken the required 
public consultation and addressed the mandatory considerations (that is, the safety risk, alternative ways of 
addressing the risks, and the associated benefits and costs). Melbourne Water has identified safety risks to 
waterway users and proposed rules to minimise these risks as well as recognising the expected costs and 
benefits associated with the introduction of new waterway rules. 

I, Claire Hayes, Director Safety Operations (Delegate of ST Vic), hereby advise that, after having regard to: 

• the powers to make waterway rules in the Marine Safety Act 2010 (Vic), 

• the mandatory considerations and submissions received in relation to the proposed rules, and 

• having taken into account the Objectives and Principles of the Transport Integration Act 2010 (Vic), 

I have decided to make the waterway rules as requested by Melbourne Water for Tarago Reservoir. A draft 
of the waterway rules to be made is provided at Appendix 3. 

 

 

 

 

7 MSA section 188 (refer Appendix 1 - 4) 
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The final rules will be published by notice in the Government Gazette and on ST Vic’s internet site, in 
conjunction with the installation of appropriate navigational aids and signage by Melbourne Water and will 
come into effect on the date or dates specified in the notice to align with the opening of the waterway. 

 
Claire Hayes  
 
CLAIRE HAYES 
Director Safety Operations 
Delegate of Safe Transport Victoria 

Dated: 07/09/2026  
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Appendix 1 - Marine Safety Act 
requirements for waterway rule making 
The Marine Safety Act 2010 (Vic) (MSA) details the process that must be followed when a port 
management body, local port manager or waterway manager requests that Safe Transport Victoria 
considers making waterway rules. 

1. Section 184 of the MSA details the powers of Safe Transport Victoria in relation to the making of a 
waterway rule, by notice published in the Government Gazette. Specifically, section 184(1A) 
provides that – 

(1A) Safe Transport Victoria may make a rule - 

(a) at the request of a port management body, local port manager, waterway manager or 
police officer under section 194; or 

(b) on Safe Transport Victoria’s own initiative. 

2. Section 193 of the MSA details the process and considerations for assessment of a Notice of 
Intention to Request a Waterway Rule. 

(1) Before making a request for the making of a rule under section 194, a port management body, 
local port manager or waterway manager must notify Safe Transport Victoria of the body's or 
manager's intention to make the request. 

(2) A notification under subsection (1)— 

(a) must be in writing; and 
(b) must contain the following information— 

(i) the name and address of the body or manager; and 
(ii) a description of the rule that the body or manager proposes be made; and 
(iii) a statement of the nature and scope of the matter that is proposed to be addressed 

and an explanation of how the proposed rule would address the matter; and 
(c) may be accompanied by a draft of the proposed rule. 

(3) On receiving a notification under subsection (1), Safe Transport Victoria must— 

(a) consider whether the rule that is proposed to be requested— 
(i) appears to be within the powers conferred on Safe Transport Victoria to make the 

rule; and 
(ii) is of a material nature or a non-material nature; and 

(b) within 2 weeks after receiving a notification under subsection (1)— 
(i) advise, in writing, the port management body, local port manager or waterway 

manager of the matters under subsection (5), (6) or (7), as the case requires; and 
(ii) publish notice of the advice in the Government Gazette. 

(4) An advice under this section must set out the reasons of Safe Transport Victoria as to the 
matters under subsection (5), (6) or (7), as the case requires. 

(5) If Safe Transport Victoria is of the view that the rule that is proposed to be requested appears to 
be within the powers conferred on Safe Transport Victoria to make the rule and is of a material 
nature, Safe Transport Victoria must advise the port management body, local port manager or 
waterway manager— 

(a) of that view; and 
(b) that it must comply with section 196 before making a request for the making of the rule 

under section 194. 
(6) If Safe Transport Victoria is of the view that the rule that is proposed to be requested appears to 

be within the powers conferred on Safe Transport Victoria to make the rule and is of a non-
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material nature, Safe Transport Victoria must advise the port management body, local port 
manager or waterway manager— 

(a) of that view; and 
(b) that it is not required to comply with section 196 before making a request for the making 

of the rule under section 194. 
(7) If Safe Transport Victoria is of the view that the rule that is proposed to be requested does not 

appear to be within the powers conferred on Safe Transport Victoria to make the rule, Safe 
Transport Victoria must advise the port management body, local port manager or waterway 
manager of that view. 

3. ‘non-material’ is defined in section 183 of the MSA and means: 

‘non-material nature’, in relation to a proposed rule, includes correction of a minor error in a rule; 

4. Section 188 of the MSA requires Safe Transport Victoria to publish its decision whether to make or 
not make a rule: 

(1) Safe Transport Victoria must publish its decision whether to make a rule under section 184 on 
Safe Transport Victoria’s Internet site. 

(2) A decision that is published under subsection (1) must contain a statement of the reasons of 
Safe Transport Victoria for making or not making the rule, including— 

(a) a description of the matter that was addressed by the request or proposal for the making 
of the rule; and 

(b) Safe Transport Victoria's conclusions after having regard to the mandatory 
considerations. 

(3) In the case of a decision relating to a request for the making of a rule, Safe Transport Victoria 
must also publish the request as part of his or her decision. 

5. Section 187 of the MSA outlines matters that must be considered in making a rule: 

(1) In making a rule, Safe Transport Victoria must have regard to— 

(a) the mandatory considerations; and  
(b) if the rule is being made following a request from a port management body, local port 

manager or waterway manager, the summary of submissions or comments received by 
that body or manager under section 194; and 

(c) if the rule is being made by Safe Transport Victoria on Safe Transport Victoria's own 
initiative or at the request of a police officer, any submissions or comments made to Safe 
Transport Victoria under section 195 by the date specified in a notice under section 
195(3)(a). 

(2) This section does not apply in the case of the making of— 

(a) an urgent safety rule; or 
(b) a specified amendment rule; or 
(c) a rule that is of a non-material nature. 

6. ‘Mandatory considerations’ are defined in section 183 of the MSA. In relation to a proposed 
waterway rule, mandatory considerations mean: 

(a) the safety risk, or the nature and level of a safety risk, that the proposed rule is intended 
to minimise or eliminate; 

(b) whether there are alternative ways (legislative or otherwise) to address the matter being 
or to be addressed by the proposed rule;  

(c) the expected benefits and costs of the proposed rule on those persons likely to be 
affected by the proposed rule, if made. 
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7. Section 194 of the MSA sets out the process by which requests for waterway rules can be made. 
Sub-section (3) provides: 

(3) A request for the making of a rule— 

(a) must be in writing; and 
(b) must contain the following information— 

(i) the name and address of the body or manager making the request; and 
(ii) a description of the rule that the body or manager proposes be made; and 
(iii) a statement of the nature and scope of the matter that is proposed to be addressed 

and an explanation of how the proposed rule would address the matter; and 
(iv) an explanation of how the proposed rule addresses the mandatory considerations; 

and 
(v) in the case where a port management body, local port manager or waterway 

manager has been advised of the matters under section 193(5)— 
(A) a list of submissions and comments received under section 196; and 
(B) a summary of the matters raised in the submissions and comments received 

under section 196; and 
(C) how the port management body, local port manager or waterway manager has 

taken into account the submissions and comments that address the 
mandatory considerations; and 

(c) must be accompanied by a draft of the proposed rule. 
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Appendix 2 - Copy of the Request to Make a 
Waterway Rule 
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Appendix 3 – Draft Waterway Rule provided 
by Melbourne Water 
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Appendix 4 – Map of proposed Waterway 
Rule provided by Melbourne Water 

 


