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Attachment 3
GSC ltem 85

16 Roach Rd
Kalarrunda 6076

2910s12009

Shire of Kalamunda
PO Box 42
Kalanunda \t/A 6076

Re: proposed Closrue of Roaoh Rd

Dear Sir/MadanL
Thank you for ttre opporunity to comment on the above.

The Clunes are ûo be congranrlafed on their efforts ûo address úe
concems elryressed by neigþbours atfte Febnrary Meeting.

Several commenß we would appreciate being considered: -

1. The meandering laærite gravet walhray sounds very good. May
we suggest flrd the treårted pine post and rail fence be only
consûnrcþdwhere fte wallcway goes close to the embanlsment?
This wouldmake the wallnvay less obvious and more attune to the
br¡sh environme,nt Couldthe wallnuay be cleared by hærd rather
than machine, ïeih att d€b'ris being cæefirlly removed ærdnot
thnown on the surrounding native flora (there is a detightfirt colony
of donkey orchids in ftis area)?

2. Could a special request be made to the Clunes to retain the large
eucal¡pús locded on the areafhey repurchasing? These fr€es
provide nesting to the rare and beautiful talrmy frogmouths. TWe

believe ttrey have been disürffi by the noise of the consfruction
work over ürc last trvelve monthg but are likely úo return. The
sigrificant mú¡re tree ftnmediaûely north of the present entry
desewes presewation in its oumrigþc

Yours fai
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GandT Brown.

I July 2009
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Chief Executive Officer

Shire of Kalamunda

PO BOX 42

Kalamunda 6076

Re: Closure of Roach Road, Piesse Brook

We strongly object to the above road closure. Our objection is based on the following points:

1. The removal of existing road side native flora directly òpposite the front of our home.

This degrades one of the main reasons for us building on our block.

2. The adding to the already substantial distu.rbance of wildlife (particularly birds) that the loss of
further flora will lead to.

This disturbance has been clearly noticeable by the relocation of native birds to unsuitable

shrubs and trees on our property.

3. Access and drainage concerns being encountered by the new tenants should have been obvious

before the property was purchased.

4. What assurance is there that the proposed approximate 5 m public access will be suitably

maintained? Whose responsibility will this be?
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V. King I
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E. King

16 Hummerston Rd

Kalamunda 6076

13th May 2009


