
Please see following more detail regarding my objection:

Objector’s note: Reserve 1 is 300m2 of water supply easement and 160m2 pedestrian access onto 
Rhyll Road in a section of road which has no provision for bikes or pedestrians.  

When council allowed Our Lady Star of the Sea to be built without a connecting footpath they were 
later required to build a footpath connecting the school with Thompson Ave at council’s expense 
(except for the contribution by the school for the crossing).  To demonstrate the council has learned 
from this previous footpath omission, this development should not be allowed to proceed with 
pedestrian access to Rhyll Road unless the developer provides a footpath on Cowes Rhyll Road to 
the west to meet the footpath adjoin the footpath built in 2020 which connects Redwood Drive and 
Thompson Ave.  There’s a significant number of pedestrians and bike riders use the narrow shoulder 
of this road already.  The road is narrow and undulating and visibility is poor.  There’s also been 
several significant accidents in the area and the area is identified by council as a black spot.  Since 
the installation of the turning lane for the Catholic primary school in August 2021 there have been 
two serious accidents at this location which is within 50 metres of the proposed pedestrian exit for 
this subdivision.

Objector’s note: The Redwood Drive parkland is an often impassable section of land with no 
infrastructure largely providing only drainage for the properties in Walton Street, Boronia Court, 
Blue Gum Court and Kauri Close.  We would welcome infrastructure including footpaths, shelters, 
picnic areas and playgrounds on this site be provided by the developer in line with community needs 
and the number of residents occupying the estate.



Objector’s notes:  There was a lake on this site prior to this 2013 title was issued.  The dam 
construction mentioned here was additional works to ensure the area being developed in 2013 did 
not have damage as a result of the existing lake.  I would like to see the report regarding the 
decommissioning of the dam and highlight that the existing infrastructure may not support this 
development in a similar way the flooding issues caused to Martin Street and Matthew Court after 
the development of the Shearwater estate in Cowes.  I would like to be assured that the 
developer/owner is required to pay for any remedial works should the decommissioning of the dam 
cause storm water/flooding issues for a period of a minimum of 10 years (allowing for full 
development of residences and other impervious ground coverings).



Objector’s note:  The footpath mentioned above does not connect between Tofori Place footpath 
and Saraghi Place footpath.  It stops at the beginning of the reserve and there’s an open drain 
between the footpaths.  

The developer has opted not to respond to the Sustainable Development Framework (SDF) including 
but not limited to the Integrated Water Management which would be prudent to the filling in of the 
lake at a low point in the estate.  The SDF does raise the matters relating to longevity of 
development and changing needs.  The estate needs more recreational infrastructure to meet the 
increased population, particularly the large number of young families living in the estate.  

I can’t access the information on SPEAR, which I’d be interested in reading.  Is the reference not 
S170457B?

Objector’s note:  There rulings relating to a court bowl providing turning space, but there’s a road 
with a dead end.  Who is responsible for this and is this within planning guidelines?

Where does the water from lots 15, 16 and 17, the low point in the estate, go?

Objector’s question:

What constitutes a tree being labelled ornamental?  There’s several native trees well in excess of the 
30cm circumference/2m height regulation.

Objector’s note:  The property is home to many species of frogs and birds.  What is considered 
‘significant fauna’ noting that the visit was in the coldest month of the year and during the day. I’ve 
seen an owls, kookaburras and several other tree birds.  I’ve seen geese, purple hens, ducks and 
several other water birds, I’ve also seen many possums and wallabies on the property.  

The lake is the habitat for the birds and other wetland animals which would have been on the estate 
since well before the land was developed.  



Objector’s note:

The mapped wetlands are being treated as a construction and native vegetation requiring removal.  
I’m not sure it’s possible to be both.  

Objector’s notes:

Is the purpose of the subdivision of greater merit than the guidelines of the vegetation protection 
overlay.  

Objector’s notes:  Highlighted here are, the labelled residence is actually double story.  There 
appears to be an open drain across the rear of lot 14 and the majority of the reserve.  Also 
highlighted is the cessation of the footpath which appears to lead pedestrians through the open 
drain.


