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it makes an irreplaceable contribution to the semi-rural bushland character of Harmers Haven, second only to the 

vegetation on the foreshore itself. Because at present there are no houses on it, it is untouched by any tracks 

crossing it, or by any tracks from it down to the beach or elsewhere. As it is continuous with the wide band of 

vegetation on the foreshore it makes a broad densely vegetated wilderness in the midst of our settlement. 

Wombats, echidnas, kangaroos and wallabies are frequently sighted emerging from it. It is also likely to be home to 

swamp antechinus and the endangered southern brown bandicoot. As well, combined with the foreshore vegetation 

itself, it forms part of the important east west wildlife corridor and bio link connecting the Wonthaggi heathlands to 

the west with the extensive Hovell reserve in the east which lies behind Wreck Bay and extends towards Cape 

Patterson. 

All of these attributes can largely be preserved, if Lot 25 is left unsubdivided as it has always been, and any 

residential development is confined to a standard sized building envelope on the higher, dry western end. 

It is worth noting as well that Bass Coast's recently released draft Distinctive Area Landscapes (DAL) planning seeks 

to retain Harmers Haven’s ‘distinctive character as a small, compact, residential community’ and notes that 

“Development south of Viminaria Road retains a coastal, rural-hamlet character, with varied dwellings well set back 

from the street among established coastal vegetation.’  

Council approval of this subdivision application, involving as it does the allocation of about one third of the whole 

parcel of land to residential purposes, would be to move in a directly opposite direction. 

This leads me on to my next point. 

The specific negative aspects of the present proposal 

The red line drawn on the aerial photographs accompanying the subdivision application indicates that 

approximately one third of the total extent of Lot 25 would be given over to residential development if the 

application was successful. This is because of the intent to create an additional building block of 1053 square 

metres, and then reserve a further 2817 square metres for a building envelope on the remnant. If this were to be 

approved, past experience and common sense teaches us that the future survival of the vegetation on these areas 

cannot be guaranteed, under the present or future owners. This is so whatever present intentions may be and 

whatever conditions or restrictions Council might impose. 

The only safe course is to conform to past decisions on the same matter and to refuse this application.   

The inconsistency of this subdivision application with wider climate change mitigation considerations 

Australia (and the world) faces unprecedented dangers associated with global warming. Recent floods in 

Queensland and New South Wales, and the catastrophic bushfires throughout Australia two years ago are stark 

indicators of this. 

The role of clearance of native vegetation is widely recognised as a significant contributor to global warming. It 

might be argued that the areas involved in the Lot 25 application are too small to make any measurable impact on 

global warming even if completely stripped, and this may be so. However, under Victoria’s laws for managing the 

clearance of native vegetation, local councils have been given a key role. Unless decision making bodies like Bass 

Coast Council act in accordance with these known facts about the impact of clearance of native vegetation we will 

never manage to slow the rate of global warming. Bass Coast Council area has already lost more than 80% of its 

native vegetation. 

On these grounds also I urge Bass Coast Council to endorse the wisdom of their predecessors and to reject this 

application. Alternatively, I call on the applicants to reconsider their application, on these grounds alone. 

Think globally, act locally, as the slogan has it. 




