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Official Objection letter submitted to
Council 17 December 2004

15 December 2004

Chief Executive Officer
Logan City Council,
P.O.Box 3266,
Logan City, DC
Qld 4114

Dear Chief Executive Officer:

Re: Development Application No: COM 51/2004, By NCR Securities
Pty Ltd in accordance with Drawing File 23259PRO3, Plan No.12,
113-131 Daisy Hill Road, Daisy Hill (Lot 2 SP 168264).  Also known
as the Shailer Family Property.

I herby lodge objection to the above Development Application.  My grounds for
objection are as follows:

Traffic and Chatswood Road as Sole Access issues:

1. Chatswood Road Reserve is currently an unformed road.  The Developer has not
indicated on the Development application advisory board that the housing estate is
dependent on sole road access via this road (NCR Securities (July 2004).
Residents have not been informed of the possible impending formation of this
road.

2. The proposed formation of a section of Chatswood Road Reserve would impact
Gladewood Drive residents adversely.  Chatswood Road Reserve is predicted to
extend approximately 10 house widths into the Reserve (NCR Securities (July
2004).  Only a single home width separates two main road formations.  Thus,
residents to the high end of Gladewood Drive potentially will have a high pressure
peak hour and commuter traffic road to the front of their homes, but also to the
rear.  Effectively making homes in Gladewood Drive the unofficial median strip
to large volumes of traffic.

3. Increase in traffic is of major concern to residents as traffic especially during
commuter and school pick-up/drop-off times on Daisy Hill Road and Chatswood
Road is already highly congested.  Daisy Hill Road and Chatswood Road
intersection is the major intersection of this area, and to add a fourth wing would
create a larger impact on the area than is already present.  Concern is also directed
to the potential of Council to pose the continuum of Chatswood Road past Daisy
Hill State Forest and Venman Reserve to Chatswood Road Kimberley Park.

However, “it is noted that the anticipated role of the “Chatswood Road
Extension” is currently being served by Lyndale Road and Daisy Hill Road.  As
such, its absence does not preclude any traffic movement opportunities within the
area” (Eppell, Olsen and Partners 2004:3).   The traffic impact assessment
determined though that roads in 2004, especially Daisy Hill Road, are not carrying
their current capacity now.  By adding the impact of the development, it is
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predicted that Daisy Hill Road North needs to be converted into a four- lane road
(two lanes each way).

The Development document estimates traffic numbers while making the
assumption (not only that this development will be approved) but that the Dennis
Family Block, which at present has no plan to be sold, let alone be developed will
access via Chatswood Road Reserve inlet too.  The Dennis Family Block would
no doubt attract the same level of objection as the Rix/NCR Securities proposal,
perhaps even more due to its proximity to Daisy Hill State Forest.  The Traffic
Assessment established that “the total volume on Chatswood Road East will
therefore be 2800vpd.  This volume is less than Council’s adopted maximum limit
of 3000vpd for frontage to a residential street” (Eppell, Olsen and Partners
2004:8).  How are the Urban Footprint and the SEQ Development rate going to
influence these numbers?  Traffic saturation predictions for 2014 of the
Chatswood Road, Daisy Hill Road intersection were 0.89.  While the desirable
degree of saturation for the intersection is 0.9-0.95.  “It is apparent that at the ten
year horizon (2014) with development traffic (180 houses) plus the northern
parcel (100Lots) the four way signalised intersection will operate within
acceptable capacity limits” (Eppell, Olsen and Partners 2004:6).  This is assuming
(and hoping) the Chatswood Road continuum is not formed, and the SEQ Urban
Footprint does not increase traffic saturation drastically, as the saturation point for
this intersection only allows for a 0.6 increase.

Re-Zoning Issues:

4. The developer is asking to build outside the R1 and R2 Zone regulation set by
Logan City Council.  These zones were established to protect the site from
unnecessary environmental intrusion by developments.  Allowing the developer to
realign these zones for personal and especially financial gain makes a mockery of
the Logan City Council Zoning regulations.

Protecting koala habitat and food source should be of ultimate priority.  The
further development encroaches into the Shailer Block the more koala habitat will
be disturbed.  Koalas in SEQ are already significantly stressed by habitat
reduction (Poole (2000).  Koala home range is already limited, and while it is
aimed to “live in harmony” with koalas, enforcing zone rulings advertise to future
developers in Logan, exception to these rules is not permitted.

5. The developer is asking to build smaller than minimum sized blocks set by the
Logan City Council Zone regulations.  By permitting smaller size blocks, large
homes will be squeezed onto blocks reducing the amount of trees available to
koala movements and food habits.  Limiting the developer to the original 1000m2
blocks (or preferably larger) requires fewer houses to the same area, benefiting
koala home range numbers.  Council should enforce covenants restricting the style
and square footage of potential homes.  The advantage of this to limit future re-
zoning and segmentation of large blocks into communities of houses.

SEQ Draft Regional Plan and Draft Logan Planning Scheme inconsistencies:

6. The Current Regional Strategic Plan (2000:46) states “Urban and rural
residential development should not occur in significant nature conservation areas,
significant economic resources areas, or in areas identified as: geologically
unsuitable, too steep eg. greater than 25% slope, flood liable, subject to bushfire
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hazards, or unable to be efficiently or economically serviced by basic
infrastructure”.  The land at 113-131 Daisy Hill Road, Daisy Hill, should be
conserved, as it is falls under several of these requirements (see points 9-
11–Slippage/Drainage and Flood risk of this document).

The new Draft Regional Strategic Plan (Qld Gov. (Oct.2004) (currently being put
to public consultation) recognises this site as important to conservation of koalas
and their habitat. The Developer is attempting to take advantage of an application-
timing loophole evident between the previous regional plan and the new Draft
Regional Plan. Coverage of such an issue was raised October 29, 2004, by
Minister Terry Mackenroth, Deputy Premier, Treasurer, and Minister for Local
Planning, Sport and Recreation; stating that the Draft SEQ Regional Plan would
protect sensitive environmental sites from development until the final Plan is
released in June 2005. “That means no local council can approve a new urban
development application on any land that is protected under the Regional
Landscape Provisions.  These provisions remain in force until the final plan is
released June 2005” (Mackenroth (2004).  It is the responsibility of Council to act
to protect the proposed development site for conservation and to ensure the “local
government planning scheme is amended to reflect the Regional Plan” (Qld
Gov.2000: 5).

7. The Draft Logan Planning Scheme 2004 also recognises the site for conservation
and has zoned the site “Conservation 78% and Residential 2000 –22%”(Logan
City Council 2004, property report).   The residential zoning specifies one
dwelling for 2000 square metres. (See appendix A- Property Report and Map) The
two main and most current Strategic planning documents recognise the site should
be conserved, it is part of the Koala Conservation Area, which is protected by
numerous Acts and Regulations.  Yet the Developer is attempting to move
through a loophole by submitting a development proposal on a site supposedly
protected by legislature.  What is the point of enacting these documents if the
properties needing to be conserved from inappropriate development are allowed to

Regional Landscape
and Rural Production
Area

Urban footprint

-Image from Draft SEQ Regional Plan – 2004, South East Queensland Land Use
Categories, Qld Gov. Office of Urban Management, Dept. of Local Government,
Planning, Sport and Recreation.
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“slip through the gaps” because Councils, Directors of Strategic Planning in the
Office of Urban Management, and even the Minister of Environment and Minister
Mackenroth (responsible for the SEQ Draft Regional Plan), prefer to sit on their
hands, than act to protect an irreplaceable environment area?

8. The Integrated Planning Act (1997:129), Section 3.5.6 states “Assessment
manager may give weight to later codes, planning instruments, laws and
policies”.  This allows Logan City Council the responsibility to take the SEQ
Draft Regional Plan and the Logan Draft Planning Scheme and determine their
implications to this specific site and its future preservation.  In addition, Mark
Hinson, SC and Barrister-At-Law (2004:7) while presenting “Legal Implications
of the Draft SEQ Regional Plan” at a Queensland Environmental Law Association
seminar; states “in assessing an application, …assessment manager must
remember that where there is any inconsistency between the Regional plan and
any other planning instrument …the Regional Plan prevails.” (Section
2.5A.23(2)).  Using these points as guidelines, the site should be conserved as
indicated under the two planning documents, and therefore protected from this
development application.

Slippage/Drainage and Flood Risk:

9.  Bowler Geotechnical Pty.Ltd (19/07/04) conducted assessment of soil types on
the site and determined “a quantitative hazard rating”(2004:17).  “The results of
the analysis, based on worst case scenarios observed and noted during our
fieldwork operations, indicated that the majority of the site has a “low” risk of
likelihood of instability in its present state.  In the steeper areas on the site,
generally associated with the sides of the drainage gullies, these areas had a
“moderate” risk of instability” (2004:17).  It must be noted that these studies
were conducted during the “dry” season and early 2004 the region was considered
to be extremely dry due to less than usual rainfall for that time of year.

Bowler Geotechnical PtyLtd (2004:18) continues, “Risk level implications: Table
3, Low Risk – usually acceptable.  Treatment requirements and responsibility to
be defined to maintain or reduce risk.  Moderate Risk – Tolerable provided
treatment plan is implemented to maintain or reduce risks.  May be acceptable.”
“Should subsurface conditions other than those described in this report be
encountered, Bowler Geotechnical Pty.Ltd. should be consulted immediately and
appropriate modifications implemented if necessary” (2004:19).  At whose cost?
The Developer, the Homeowner, or Council?

 Council need to determine who has a duty of care to future owners of these
housing lots, should their properties become unstable as the weather patterns
change, as has been the case, and from news reports will continue to produce
unpredictable weather cycles.  It is also acknowledged in the report that “effective
subsurface and surface drainage will be critical in the maintenance of stability of
the site” (2004:21).   Is the Developer responsible for movements or slips of
homes built on unstable land, or is the potential for Council to be held responsible
for allowing development to be approved on suspect reports?

10. Bellay Pty Ltd (2004) conducted Topography and Stormwater Assessment of the
site and determined “The topography of the site varies from steeply undulating
areas to flats.  A number of gullies are present on the subject site.  These gullies
slope toward the flats and an ephemeral creek corridor runs north to south
through the site” (2004:3).  Once again note these assessments were conducted



Document by Sarah Whitehouse 5

during the “dry”season and we have since had above average rainfall for both
November and December of 2004.  “The climate of Logan is considered sub-
tropical having relatively warm summers, mild winters, and a medium rainfall
average.  2003 – average year –1091mm”(2004:4).  Yet 2004 will show above
average rainfall on top of extreme dry periods of hot weather.  It is not clarified in
the Bellay report how the Sub-tropical nature of the area, in addition to the above
average rainfall will influence the low-moderate instability rating given by Bowler
Geotechnical Pty Ltd (2004).

11. The risk of flooding was assessed by Bellay Ptd Ltd and determined “The flood
gradient adjacent to the site is considered to be reasonably steep (1.5%)”
(2004:17).  In fact in Figure 4.3 (Bellay 2004:14) the diagram shows predicted
flooding of the site after a 30-minute downfall.  It clearly shows flooding over a
critical access point for the site situated on the turn between John Markwell
Parade and Sarah Court (see diagram below).  Another concern is water overflow
will eventually end up at the Logan River.  However, Bellay Pty Ltd (2004:14)
state “The analysis of water quality data within the Logan River indicates that the
system is showing some signs of stress.  The quality of water within the local
waterway may be impacted on by the proposed development”.  Council has a duty
of care to the city to ensure our waterways remain as pristine as possible.  There is
already indication that Logan River would not cope with the additional
stormwater runoff and potential pollution caused by this estate.  Let alone that
without the previous natural tree coverage and root system to capture entering
pollutants, the site post-development would quickly become flooded by a
moderate to heavy rain shower.  Something that recently we have seen plenty of in
the Daisy Hill/Logan area.

Note the floodline overlapping the road
in the centre of the plot map and the
high level of predicted flooding.
(Bellay 2004:14 – Figure 4.3)
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Impact to Vulnerable and Native Wildlife:

12. While researching this objection letter, it was discovered that the Environmental
Impact report for 113-131 Daisy Hill Road, Daisy Hill conducted sometime prior
and reported by Habitat Management in October 2003; is the exact same report as
the one used by NCR Securities Pty Ltd in their 19 July 2004 Development
Proposal Application.  (See appendix B – examples of Habitat Management
Impact Assessment report Oct 2003 and July 2004)  It is of great concern that
present time, this information is now 14 months old, and was at least 9 months
dated when submitted to council.  Surely the Developer is not implying the
proposal site, its flora, and inhabitants have not changed in quantity or possibly
quality in that time?

13. The environmental impact study (NCR Securities (July2004: 3) conducted by the
Developer was not complete.  The Developer’s study was conducted over the
course of a week in the Dry season.  We have since seen a considerable amount of
rain and also an emergence of animals attracted by the increase in water
availability.  Animals known to live on the property eg. echidna, were not
included in the Developer’s environmental impact study.  An impartial, extensive
environmental impact study should be conducted throughout all seasons of the
year, and for a significant time span.  The purpose of which to accurately establish
animal movements on the property.

Echidna found foraging for food on border of ex-Shailer property and Chatswood
Road Reserve, behind 22 Gladewood Drive, Daisy Hill.
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14. Who is it that determines which tree is the one tree too many to remove in the
equation of koala conservation?  In other words: How many trees are needed to
support an unknown quantity of undetermined gender, health, and breeding age of
koalas living on 113-131 Daisy Hill Road, Daisy Hill, Chatswood Road Reserve,
and surrounding State Forest, and nomadic corridors?  At present, no research has
been carried out to investigate the health and number of koalas encountering this
site.  There has been an extremely limited weeklong environmental impact report
created by the developer.  That is all. Without extensive information in these
fields, how is council prepared to decide the future for koalas living on the ex-
Shailer property?

“Research has found that there seems to be a higher incidence of Chlamydia
psittaci and cystic ovaries in extensively cleared land, in some cases up to 70% of
females were infertile in these particular areas.  It is estimated that 90% of
wildlife still exists on land outside the control of National Parks and Wildlife
Service” (Burnett:?).

Point 7.3 of the State Planning Policy 1/97 Planning Guidelines –
Conservation of Koalas in the Koala Coast, require “Development proposals
should be based on a thorough knowledge and understanding of the natural
values of the site and its surrounds.  Particular emphasis should be placed on
identifying and mapping the following important koala habitat values of the
site:

- use or potential use of the site or parts of the site by koalas;

- significant koala habitat, including individual koala food or habitat
trees;

- existing and potential links between koala habitat areas inside and
outside the site;

- waterways and drainage lines

- adjacent koala habitat areas that should be buffered from incompatible
forms of development.” (1997:6)

Without an independent koala impact study to determine health of the koala
population currently on the site, there is no way to establish if they are already
stressed and encountering difficulty finding food source trees. This is the only
way to accurately assess the relationship of the site to adjacent or nearby koala
habitat areas and the identification of existing or potential habitat links.
Development on the site would negatively impact the current balance of koalas
and their habitat. Without a current, accurate assessment, it is impossible to
determine to what extent this would occur. A determination of times planned for
building would need to be sensitive to the koala active, breeding and dispersing
cycle, estimated between July and January of any year.  Roadworks and tree
clearing are confusing for wildlife at any time, let alone when the species is
known to be nomadic and active for six months of the year.

15. However, koalas are not the only regionally vulnerable animals threatened by
development of this site.  The Northern Brown Bandicoot and Long nosed
Bandicoot are threatened by “loss of habitat combined with introduction of
domestic animals (and) may negatively influence population sizes for these
species” (Habitat Management 2004:18).  The Yellow footed Antechinus is
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“sensitive to loss of vegetative cover, edge cover and disturbance.  As they have
small home ranges and are less mobile than larger animals, they are unlikely to
escape the area once it is cleared and find other suitable habitat.” (Habitat
Management 2004:18)  It is not surprising then that “loss of habitat and
introduction of domestic animals will have a negative impact on the population in
the area”(Habitat Management 2004:18).

“The Powerful Owl (Ninox Strenua), listed as vulnerable under the
schedule of the Nature Conservation (Wildlife) Regulation 1994 was
observed roosting in a rainforest gully.  This species requires home
territories of up to 1000ha to support a breeding pair.  The powerful
owl is declining in numbers and is restricted to relatively large
remnant lowland forests” (Habitat Management 2004:18)

By approving development, council is effectively ignoring evidence of experts
that these threatened species inhabit the site, and condemning them to loss of
habitat and limited choice for future survival.  This would not be permitted
under any other circumstances, why is Logan City Council willing to approve
such a development proposal, fully aware of its ramifications?

Formation of Chatswood Road and its impact on Wildlife:

16. According to the Developer’s diagram in “Response to Referral Co-Ordination –
Information Request” (NCR Securities (Oct. 2004: Drawing 4-032-LCM-107), the
Developer’s vision of Chatswood Road Reserve post development, aims to
selectively crop trees and to meander the road between current mature Koala food
source trees on the Reserve.  “Chatswood Road has been carefully designed to
avoid the removal of trees that koalas are known to utilise.” (Habitat Environment
Management 2004:50). The greatest threat at present besides loss of habitat is
losing koala numbers via car and dog attack (Poole, S. (2000: 5). It is not denied
that Koalas need to access the trees on both sides of the proposed Chatswood
Road Reserve Inlet. Further, the developer recognises these trees are part of the
Koala food source.  An estimate of between 1800 and 3000 cars will access the
estate via sole access of Chatswood Road Reserve should this development be
accepted (NCR Securities (July 2004: 10).  This will definitely result in koala
road-kill.

(Top – Bottom)
Yellow footed
Antechinus,
Northern brown
Bandicoot,
Long-nosed Bandicoot.

(Right)

The Powerful Owl
(Ninox Strenua)
(Source: Wildlife of Greater
Brisbane, 2000)
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17. September/October 2004 Aidan McLindon tried to gather fellow councillor
support to remove Chatswood Road Reserve from the Main Roads Gazette.  Thus,
preventing future formation of Chatswood Road continuum from near John Paul
College to Kimberley Park end of Chatswood Road.  However, majority of
councillors refused to back its removal, claiming preference of leaving the
Reserve on the Gazette should future traffic volumes require its formation.

The Developer’s proposal includes a drawing (2004: 4-032-LCM-107) of its
vision of how Chatswood Road Reserve would be formed.  However, this
illustration being presented to Council and Development committees is not
factually correct.  In reality, following approval the department responsible for
roadworks will determine the features and constraints of the proposed road,
overriding any Developer illustrations.  While it is advantageous to presume the
developer is able to selectively choose which mature trees will be removed and
conserved in the formation of an ideal Chatswood Road Inlet, the fact is this is not
guaranteed by Council approval. Similarly, formation of Chatswood Road
Reserve inlet does not indefinitely guarantee non-formation of the Chatswood
Road Continuum.  Council should give a reliable promise to residents for the
removal of the remaining section of Chatswood Road Reserve, and end the debate
of roadworks to come.  This can only happen with the removal of Chatswood
Road Reserve from the Main Roads Gazette.

18. The Traffic Impact Assessment by Eppell, Olsen and Partners (2004) is
inconsistent with the developer’s vision of the inlet (P7).  It is suggested that the
intersection would need to be revised to allow four lanes each way, one left/right
turn lane and one left/right turn and straight lane (dependent of which arm you are
using).  Effectively Chatswood Road East would have a left turn (onto Daisy Hill
Road) and straight-ahead lane (to Chatswood Road), and a right turns lane (into
Daisy Hill Road North).  This is contradictory to the Developer’s image of
Chatswood Road Reserve formation and supports point 17 of this document.

-NCR Securities (2004) Drawing 4-032_LCM_107.  The Developer’s ideal Chatswood Road
Reserve “inlet”, travelling approx.10 houses deep, meandering through mature trees.
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Impact of Artificial Wetland:

19. The development proposes the construction of an artificial wetland area at the
southern end of the site.   This will increase levels of mosquito population and
create problems for Logan City Council. The proposed artificial wetlands will
increase the cost and effort by the council to both, control mosquito populations,
and maintain the wetland water quality and associated plants, as well as regular
clearing and cleaning of the inlet pond and outlet risers (Bellay Ptd Ltd 2004:31).
Artificially constructed wetlands require regular maintenance, increasing cost and
effort to Logan City Council and hence to the community.  “If maintenance is not
undertaken, the performance of the wetland will not reach design
requirements.”(Bellay Ptd Ltd 2004:31).  Mosquitos are a long-term concern to
the community due to the health and disease issues that they create.  An artificial
wetlands formed on the site will change the water flow and may impact on the
rainforest and other catchments known to be present at the southern end of the
property.  In addition, the retention basin proposed for the site will capture 20% of
water runoff.  At present, in storms grey water (ie.sewerage) seeps into our
waterways (LCC is aware of this and acknowledges it is a concern (McLindon
2004) and has erected signs advertising the experience of grey water after rainfall.
This is already a hygiene issue.  The Proposed development of additional 180
houses will only exacerbate this problem.

Koala Corridor impacts:

20. (SeeAppendix C – Reports of koalas to Qld Parks and Wildlife Service 1997-
2003, and 2004 Koala Data Records for Daisy Hill, Springwood and Shailer Park)
From observing the “Reports of koalas to Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service,
1997-2003” document, a clear pattern of koala movement is evident between
Daisy Hill Forest Reserve across private property to connect to Springwood
Conservation Park.  In fact Bellay Pty.Ltd. (2004:3) identify that the “site forms
part of a “Core Habitat” with Daisy Hill State Forest and is the site of a linkage
between the Springwood Conservation Park and the Daisy Hill Core
Habitat”(Habitat 2004). At present koala corridors are still accessible within and
across 113-131 Daisy Hill Road, the ex-Shailer property, and its northern
neighbour, the moderately sized “Dennis property” as these sites are untouched by
development.  This image also shows an obvious dissection of two important
ecological areas significant to koalas in Daisy Hill, if not Logan, by streets and
private houses.  Koalas are currently becoming entangled in the urban maze while
trying to traverse these two sites for breeding, feeding, and socialisation.

The second document (see below) gives a visual indication of the proposed
development by NCR Securities Pty Ltd, and its degree of encroachment further
into koala habitat, restricting corridors pathways, and ensuring the distance to
travel through roads, backyards, encountering dogs and cars a certainty.  The
diagram also gives a visual indication of the concentration of houses along Daisy
Hill Road and Chatswood Road Reserve.  Houses positioned this close are limited
as to how many refuge trees their small yards could hold protecting koalas
attempting to travel between previous corridors. Giving approval to the NCR
Securities Pty.Ltd. Development proposal is establishing that residential
development holds more influence than that of ecological sustainment. Further,
allowing development in the ex-Shailer property allows the future potential
developers of the Dennis Family property an unspoken, yet definitive, permission
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to develop to the fullest degree.  For the diagram clearly shows, where there is an
open gap, fill it with houses.

21. “Although koalas are capable of travelling on ground, they are extremely
vulnerable to collisions with vehicles and dog attacks.  There will be an increase
in traffic and domestic dog populations on the site development”(Habitat
Management 2004:17).  This assessment has been made on behalf of the
Developer and yet contravenes the Nature Conservation Act (1992) which says:
“Developments are to minimise clearing, minimise additional traffic, minimise
threats to movements of koalas and maintain or enhance koala habitat values”
(Habitat Management 2004:26).  This site is undeniably a habitat for koalas; in
fact, “characteristic “slider” scratch marks heavily marked all suitable koala
feed trees on the subject site.  Although only three koalas were sighted during the
survey, the presence of scratch marks and scats indicate that the site is utilised
more heavily than direct observations suggest” (Habitat Management 2004:16).
The koalas on 113-131 Daisy Hill Road are utilising the site for breeding,
socialisation, and as a nomadic corridor to traverse their home ranges.



Document by Sarah Whitehouse 12

“Due to the large size of their home ranges and their tendency to move
around, wildlife corridors are necessary to facilitate koala movement.  Koalas
are likely to utilise three major areas of habitat off site.  Daisy Hill State
Forest to the east, the dry sclerophyll vegetation to the north, and Springwood
Conservation Park to the west.  It should be noted that currently the block of
land to the north  (The Dennis Family Property) is privately owned and
therefore the future of vegetation to the north of the subject site is uncertain.”
(Habitat Management 2004:51)

Photos taken 16 September and 15 December 2004, Chatswood
Road Reserve, Grey Gum tree behind Gladewood Drive, on
Chatswood Rd Reserve Daisy Hill 4127.
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Development is at Conflict with the Planning Scheme of Daisy Hill and
Queensland:

22. The housing development proposed is at odds with the current lifestyle residents
of Daisy Hill are accustomed with and expected when they purchased homes in
the area.  Residents of Daisy Hill Road and off-streets chose to live in this area for
its native wildlife, green bushland, and living harmoniously with its original
inhabitants– the koalas, wallabies, kangaroos, birds (including kookaburras,
lorikeets, tawny frogmouth, owls, cockatoos, bush turkey etc.), reptiles, echidna,
possums and gliders.  Residents expected it to stay in its current state.  A housing
estate of multiple small blocked homes squashed together on a block of land
previously renowned for its valuable hard and soft wooded trees, and
rainforest/creek formations, is obscene and greatly opposed by its immediate
neighbours.   Not only is it at odds with the type and size of blocks and homes
already in the area, “this area does not warrant high-density housing, and this
area does not have major transit nodes” (Bradley (2004:6). This large block of
land could be used in a much better purpose than creating matchbox houses.

23. Stephen Poole (2000:6), Environment Officer for Brisbane City Council writes,
“The time has come for all relevant agencies and authorities to cooperate and
develop initiatives to maintain and enhance the region’s biodiversity.  It is
important to remember that, while on a national or state basis certain species may
not be threatened or endangered, there is no reason why such species should not
be conserved at the local or regional level.  Localised extinctions contribute to
overall decline.”  Also, “The increasing commercial activity generally called
ecotourism provides for a greater awareness and appreciation of these precious
natural assets while at the same time identifying them as economically valuable
and providing a financial justification to protect and augment.”(Poole (2000:6).
Perhaps a community-focused project would be better suited to this site.  I have
created an “alternative proposal” document suggesting use of the land as an
environmental education centre, and archival museum of Daisy Hill, Shailer Park
area.  A copy of which I have included as Appendix D.

My final thought is this: The koalas live close to our homes not because they enjoy it,
but because encroaching developments have given them no other choice.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sarah Whitehouse
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- Poole, S. Wildlife of the Greater Brisbane Region – An Overview, found in
Ryan, M. (Ed) (2000), Wildlife of Greater Brisbane, Qld Museum, p5-6.

-    Qld Government (1997) Integrated Planning Act 1997, Point 3.5.6 p.129.

- Qld Government (1997) State Planning Policy 1/97 – Guidelines –
Conservation of Koalas in the Koala Coast, point 7.3, p6

- Qld Government, Office of Urban Management (2000) South East Queensland
Regional Framework for Growth Management – 2000, Section 6 – Urban
Growth, p5, 46.

- Qld Government, Office of Urban Management (Oct.2004) Draft South East
Queensland Regional Plan – For Consultation, Land use categories, 113-131
Daisy Hill Road, Daisy Hill.

Appendix References
A: -Logan City Council (2004) Draft Logan Planning Scheme 2004, “Property

Report for 113-167 Daisy Hill Road, Daisy Hill, Lot 121 on Plan S31589.

B:  - Habitat Environment Management (Oct 2003) Flora and Fauna
Assessment, NCR Securities Pty Ltd (July 2004) Proposal Document for
Daisy Hill Road, Daisy Hill
- Habitat Environment Management (19/07/04) Flora and Fauna

Management Plan, Appendix 2 in NCR Securities Pty Ltd (July 2004)
Development Proposal Application.

C: -Qld Parks and Wildlife (97-2003) Reports of koalas to Queensland Parks
and Wildlife Service, 1997-2003, Map of Koala sightings.

- Daisy Hill Koala Sanctuary (2004) Koala Data – 2004 records for Daisy
Hill, Springwood and Shailer Park, courtesy of Peter Black, Ranger for
Daisy Hill Koala Sanctuary.
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Appendix A –

Property Report and Site Map from the Draft
Logan Planning Scheme 2004

(Relating to point 7)
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Appendix B –

Habitat Management Report Samples from
October 2003 and July 2004.  Demonstrates
these are the same document assessing the

current state of the site although nine months
difference.

(Relates to point 12)
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Appendix C –

Original “Reports of Koalas to Queensland
Parks and Wildlife Service, 1997-2003”.

Original “Koala data – 2004 records for Daisy
Hill, Springwood and Shailer Park”.

(Relates to point 20)
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