
19th April 2020


To: Strategic Planning Department


Bass Coast Shire Council

PO Box 118

Wonthaggi VIC 3995

strategic.planningadmin@basscoast.vic.gov.au


From: Loloma Kannava & George Kannavas

107 Whistler Lane

Bass VIC 3991

auntypaxos@gmail.com


OBJECTION re Submission - Bass Coast Planning Application 190142: 
Use and Development of an Airfield at 79 Netherwood Lane, Bass 

INTRODUCTION: 
My husband and I are residents of the Bass Coast since 2004 and both had family holiday 
properties prior to that since the early 1980s.

We bought our current Bass address in 2008 after both selling our local individual properties and 
assets to take on the labour of love that is now our home and 2/3rds of our total livelihood.


My husband and I sought to live here at Reef Island and contribute to the areas natural values.

Our planning application to live here entailed much research, work and cost to then be allowed to 
turn a barren clear felled, weed infested 20+ acres into a flora and fauna conservation property 
with revegetated local indigenous habitat for local and migratory land and sea birds and other 
local Australian wildlife.

Over time we have liaised with organisations such as Landcare, Parks VIC and individual local 
icons such as Tim Ealy, Moragh Mackay and the late John Clarke to gather knowledge and 
advice.

Then there has been the work and cost of actually creating what we applied for over 12 years.


We also built by hand a sympathetic, unobtrusive and  bespoke dwelling suitable for such an 
important site which adjoins the environmentally sensitive Reef Island Conservation Area and 
surrounds and includes rare salt marsh which are all important parts of the UNESCO Biosphere 
and Westernport Ramsar Site. The guidelines of the Westernport Ramsar Site Management 
Plan are utterly relevant to our objection so no need for me to outline it all here as Council must 
already have it and be aware of the criteria to be adhered to.


The efforts to create our contribution to, and blend seamlessly with, these highly sensitive 
conservation areas are ongoing and we have greatly improved our little corner of the shire for 
local wildlife and the enjoyment of local and visiting birdwatchers, walkers and our paying guests.


In 2015 we started our business in association with high profile ‘Dufflebird’ doing short term 
holidays for lovers of nature to experience our unique hideaway which showcases some of the 
best Westernport views, bird life and other fauna that the Bass Shire has to offer.

The business is based on a shared love and respect for nature, peace, quiet and seclusion for 
small and select numbers of Australian and international guests from November to May each year. 

We have a 5 star rating and have more requests to stay here than we allow.

This business venture has been all the more important to me, Loloma, personally as it allowed me 
to work at my own pace thus creating suitable employment that allowed me to no longer require 
disability support and contribute more than I previously could to the local natural environment. 


As well as the potential this proposal has to ruin our livelihood and amenity we are advised it will 
also severely impact our market value and that of our neighbours. 

The Westernport Ramsar Site Management Plan plus many aspects of the environmental overlays 
and conditions of our planning permit will be made irrelevant.

And who, be they guest or resident, would want to be awoken at 6.30am by aircraft that then 
continue operating throughout the day?


mailto:strategic.planningadmin@basscoast.vic.gov.au
http://gmail.com


Currently only birds are seen overhead and the only sound above is the flapping of wings, 
whistles, honks and hootings.

That is what this area is all about.


10 MAIN POINTS OF OBJECTION: 

1. The proximity to Reef Island & Bass River Mouth Nature Conservation Reserve and adjoining 
areas frequented by wild creatures make the proposal highly unsuitable given that it is  
internationally and scientifically documented as a highly sensitive habitat that is an important 
part of the International Ramsar Treaty and UNESCO Biosphere - crucial for migratory and 
other bird life.


2. All visitors to Reef Island are informed of the following: ‘Shorebirds should never be 
disturbed. They need to build their reserves for the gruelling 12,000 kilometre flight to 
their Arctic breeding grounds. You can help them survive. Obey regulations. Avoid 
disturbing shorebirds’. 

3. To then allow aircraft to disturb the shorebirds plus the myriad other bird species who fly to, 
from and over the area is contrary to all common sense and all previous efforts of all parties 
involved (including Council) to ensure their protection. 


4. As per item 3 many other bird species require the conservation area and as much private land 
as possible for survival. We personally have spent over a decade planting trees, shrubs and 
grasslands for them and other wildlife. The proposal would be extremely detrimental for a vast 
number of birds from tiny wrens to the huge raptors such as wedge tail and sea eagles and 
everything in between that seeks safe haven and/or food here.


5. Government logo signage at Reef Island in association with Melbourne Water states 
“Melbourne Water is committed to enhancing life and liveability in your area. To improve 
the biodiversity the control program is helping to re-establish the indigenous Salt Marsh 
which provide habitat for the Orange Bellied Parrot and other Flora and Fauna”. 


6. Thus the Orange Bellied Parrot is yet another of the many and often rare and vulnerable 
species that require much help here and as little disturbance as possible.


7. Other wildlife such as kangaroos, wallabies, wombats, echidnas and reptiles are also needing 
the area for feeding and safe haven. Suburban style development in San Remo, Coronet Bay 
and Corinella is driving wildlife out of those areas and into the area that would be affected by 
this planning proposal. Aircraft and extra traffic to the site and vantage spots like Bluff Rd will 
add even more pressure to those sweet creatures.


8. BSCS base their advocacy now and into the future on our natural environment. “Our 
natural environment is our economy. People visit for the environment and stay to join 
tight knit communities that are passionate about protecting natural assets and growing 
business opportunities”. Thus the environment is foremost and business opportunities (or 
clubs and other ventures) need to be based on opportunities that are not detrimental to the 
environment. 


9. My husband and I have made great efforts to ensure our personal business here is entirely 
based on respecting the natural environment. By only allowing select and suitable small 
groups to visit and appreciate the vistas and bird life in a quiet, respectful and joyful manner. 
They must adhere to the guidelines we and the governing bodies set so as to not impose 
themselves on the wildlife. Our guests come here to find peace and seclusion within nature. 
They look skyward and seaward to see and hear birds rather than magnificent men in flying 
machines. Just one negative review regarding the aircraft will cause a big drop in business. 
More than one and it’s finito! The sensitivity of the area does not allow us to take up any slack 
by allowing parties, events or larger groups of unsuitable holiday makers.It is also our home.


10. Not only will the proposal ruin our business and livelihood but also devalue our property.




SUMMATION: 
In summation it seems absurd that this proposal be given the go ahead when it goes against all 
existing related organisations - including Council - and individuals efforts to protect this fragile 
environment plus the amenity of private land holders, walkers and birdwatchers.


We know from experience that the odd occasional light aircraft/contraption going over the Reef 
Island area is very noisy and also the sound reflects back off the water - even more so on a still, 
good flying day.

We have seen firsthand that it causes birds on water and shoreline to scatter and/or take flight. 

Raptors circling overhead to catch prey from our grasslands fly away unfed.

Birds change their flight paths and flocks break up obviously disturbed.

.  

Multiplied by up to 20 take offs, landings and flyovers a day would be an intolerable pressure for 
bird life. All our efforts have been to attract more birds to our property to join the others who find 
sanctuary here and in the conservation areas. Too much is at stake.


Finally from our personal livelihood perspective our increasingly popular, very low impact eco 
tourist business would be destroyed. Our property value and that of our neighbours would also be 
decimated. For the humans plus wild and domestic animal life stress levels would go up with 
every takeoff.


If this proposal goes ahead the shire would be sacrificing so much for the sake of a few hobbyists 
who would be contributing very little to the area except emissions, noise and disruption.

Sorry but that’s just how it is.


Sincerely,

Loloma Kannava & George Kannavas
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Keitha van't Hof

From: strategic planning admin

Sent: Thursday, 30 April 2020 9:34 AM

To: Planning Admin

Subject: FW: Kannavas Objection Addendum for Planning Application 109142

This one might be for you guys. 

 

Regards 

Stacey Skilton 

Strategic Planning & Development Services Administration Officer 

Strategy & Growth 

  

  

 

 

 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: pink <auntypaxos@gmail.com>  

Sent: Wednesday, 29 April 2020 10:04 PM 

To: strategic planning admin <strategic.planningadmin@basscoast.vic.gov.au> 

Subject: Kannavas Objection Addendum for Planning Application 109142 

 

As stated the Ramsar area affected by the application is OBP habitat so we add this timely article to our 

objection: 

https://www.smh.com.au/national/wire-on-a-bird-tiny-backpack-radios-to-keep-track-of-rarest-parrot-

20200427-p54nmx.html 

 

Thank you 

L&G KannavaS 
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Keitha van't Hof

From: strategic planning admin

Sent: Monday, 11 May 2020 9:24 AM

To: Planning Admin

Subject: FW: Kannavas Objection Addendum 2. for Planning Application 109142

Categories: Keitha

For stat planning. 

 

Regards 
Stacey Skilton 
Strategic Planning & Development Services Administration Officer 
Strategy & Growth 

  

 

From: Pink Kannava <pinkannava@gmail.com>  

Sent: Saturday, 9 May 2020 11:58 AM 

To: strategic planning admin <strategic.planningadmin@basscoast.vic.gov.au> 

Subject: Kannavas Objection Addendum 2. for Planning Application 109142 

 

Attention: Strategic Planning Admin BCSC: 

Please add this second addendum to - Kannavas Objection to Planning Application 109142 - BCSC and 

Visit Victoria distribute the attached  

‘Have your say’ survey card which highlights the same concerns as the objectors in regards to application 

109142 (with our comments added in red): 
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Thank you, 

L&G Kannavas, Whistler Lane, Bass. 
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