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density living until it becomes an absolute necessity and not just the whim of greedy 
developers. The “studio” at the rear of 103 Station Street is at least staggered and 
does not affect my privacy. 

• Number of bedrooms — far too many. The 3-bedroom, no garden proposal is so 
obviously aimed at investors wanting to earn high-cost rental a-la-share-housing 
and/or holiday letting incomes. If this were a single dwelling or single-story duplex, 
and not 4-multi-story townhouses, then the 3-bedroom configuration would 
conceivably be suitable as a primary residence for a family, if there were grounds 
that offered a family compatible or gardener’s lifestyle. As it is, it’s completely 
inappropriate for Mullumbimby.   
Further the 3-bedroom, no garden proposal suggests potentially up to 3 cars per 
dwelling that would need to find parking in the vicinity. My logic here is based on 
the high-cost of purchase or rental and lack of open gardens (deep soil) areas, which 
is not attractive to a family, thus increasing the likelihood that residents will be 
working adults with a mobile lifestyle.  

• Car parking — the proposed second car space directly impacts my property and 
health. It would mean cars, idling, entering and exiting while flooding exhaust fumes 
directly into my kitchen and open plan house. This would NOT be ameliorated by 
high fences. FURTHER gravel will increase the heat coming into my living space. The 
designated, but still inadequate, proposed deep soil areas must remain fully 
vegetated.  

• Location of Air-conditioner motor — this is going to be right outside my bedroom 
windows. I don’t use air-conditioning anywhere but one small office, and it only gets 
used about 5 days in the year, because I care about environment. Proper PLANNING 
means you don’t need such devices. IF there were only two dwellings taking a 
smaller footprint on the land in this proposal, then they could plant shade trees etc. 
and focus on insulating walls (as I did) and not running a bloody air-conditioner.  

• 1.8m high wood-panel fences — this is going to directly impact my lifestyle and health 
by restricting summer breezes, shading out the northern gardens where I grow fruit 
and vegetables etc.  

• South-facing windows — I will cease to have any privacy. There should be NO 
windows above the fence-height that allows a person to look on to my windows. 

• The footprint of the buildings and car spaces — leaves absolutely no usable deep soil 
for landscaping. This absolutely goes against the LEP and flavour of Mullumbimby. 
The developer’s statement, “the current structures on site have little if any heritage 
significance”, indicates they have not considered or do not find any value in the 
history of Mullumbimby, nor it’s contemporary cultural history, that has contributed 
to general profile of Byron Shire being significant in terms of its flora and fauna, 
parks and gardens! This developer needs to consider being part of the solution and 
future. The current proposal is a monstrosity that belongs to the Gold Coast. We’ve 
already seen the development of too many of this crud in Mullumbimby. 

• Removal of trees — the two mature and fecund mango trees — this is further evidence 
that developer greed is the only motivation for this type of development. The 
eventual residents (and hopefully resident owners) of these dwellings would be 
horrified at their loss. 
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PART B — BASIX Certificate 
• The building design is UGLY — it does not belong in this “heritage area”. It’s 

oversized and there’s too little open land to allow any decent landscaping. It will be 
another eyesore. This type of design belongs in a metro suburban location (Gold 
Coast etc.) NOT Mullumbimby. According to the site map details, the site coverage 
claims 53% where 1 dwelling allotment is 281.25m2 and building coverage is 
150.90m2   where my estimate is that building coverage with verandahs (located on 
the designated “deep soil” areas exceeds 182.25 m2 and that doesn’t include the 2nd 
car-spaces covered in gravel! (They can’t they do the math?) 

• No ceiling fans is absolutely NOT ok. Ceiling fans eliminate the need for air-
conditioning for almost 90% of the summer period. 

• 2 car spaces per Dwelling is NOT ok (as stated above). 
• 2nd open car space (which should be approved for deep soil gardens only) is to be 

gravelled. This is NOT ok. This will cause excess heat in summer into my house PLUS 
noise every time a car enters and exits. 

• The air-conditioner is located next to my bedrooms. It should be located in the middle 
of the property where they can enjoy the noise. 

• It seems evident that additional landfill will be added which will cause run off into 
neighboring properties. 

PART C — Heritage Statement 
• The height and scale and footprint of the buildings — see above response Part-A. 
• Number of dwellings — far too many for the allotment size — see above response 

Part-A. 
• Verandahs and fences — a lot of spin here! The “transition” between main house and 

garden??? What fucking garden? No “heritage” precedent has this kind of layout. 
The proposed fence will restrict summer breezes, and shade out my north facing  
fruit and vegetable gardens.  

• The removal of the shed contradicts Council’s decision, on the grounds of “heritage”, 
that the development must retain the similar shed at 93a McGoughans Lane. This 
proposal should retain the shed as a feature and scale the dwellings back to a 
smaller footprint of either a duplex or single story development BUT NOT both 
multi-story-multi-dwelling.  

•  Character of buildings — what a load of codswallop. The developer’s have absolutely 
no idea of Mullumbimby’s characteristics. There are no precedent buildings of this 
nature. The proposal is faux-chic Gold Coast crap. 

• The developer’s closing statement (heritage impact) is another load of codswallop. 
They need to provide precise evidence of the demand for multi dwelling housing, 
and the demographic that demands it. I refute the suggestion. The demand is for 
low-cost housing. This development is the exact opposite. People are not moving to 
Mullumbimby to live in a shitbox. They want LIFESTYLE – gardens, a safe place to 
bring up a family. The only people interested in such a development are greedy 
investors looking for a holiday retreat for a month or two, and the lucrative income 
from holiday letting and rental accommodation (upon which they turf out the renters 
each year/season without a care). 

NOT addressed at all is the process of the proposed demolition. As the immediate 
neighbour, my property, my person, my animals and garden will be directly impacted. I 
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maximum height plane. 
 
Point 2 : It will overshadow our house and our proposed Solar Panels 
and will also overshadow neighbouring properties. 
 
Point 3 : Air Conditioner Unit and Garbage Bins are next to our 
bedroom creating noise and smell. 
 
Point 4 : Does not fit the Heritage Style of neighbouring houses and 
certainly will down grade the heritage conservation area in the 
vicinity. 
 
Point 5 : There are no 2 storey homes in the vicinity. 
 
Point 6 : The Bulk and Scale of the buildings will leave minimal yard for 
children and pets to play except on the road. 
 
So summing up we feel this development is most inappropriate and 
certainly does NOT fit into the Heritage Conservation Area of 
Mullumbimby or saying it plainly it is Ugly, Too High, Over Built and 
should be in a new subdivision where similar homes dominate that 
area. 
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Byron Shire Council acknowledges the Traditional Owners of this land, the Arakwal people, the Minjungbal people 
and the Widjabul people of the Bundjalung Nation, and pays our respects to Elders past and present. 

Emails from Byron Shire Council may contain confidential and/or privileged information. Please consider the context in which this email has been 
sent to you, the email’s content, and whether it can be disclosed to a third party. 






