
905A and B The Northern Road 
BRINGELLY  NSW  2556 
 
DOMIANO TEDESCO 
 
RE: DRAFT LOWES CREEK MARYLAND PRECINT PLAN 
 
I write with regard to several concerns and clarification on the proposed planning and subdivision of 
the Lowes Creek Maryland plan. 
 
I note that it only involves 5 land owners.  1 very large owner and 4 smaller ones which includes 
ourselves. 
 
OBJECTION   
 
We strongly object to the very large Riparian Offset (Z9) that has been proposed on our land.  It runs 
through it some 80m wide – 40m each side with a drain running through the middle and also a large 
amount of Environmental Conservation adjoining the Riparian.  There is no justification for both and 
such a large area to be set aside.  Since we have occupied the land in over 25years, we have seen 
only minimal flooding.  There is no main creek that runs through our land.  How is possible to grade 
it a Strahler Grade 4 Map Water Course when there is only a very small tributary natural water 
course in the Riparian Area.  If the area requires drainage then it should be considered.  
 
The documents state that in 2015 there was a “Technical Investigation and Collaboration with 
Stakeholders”.  We strongly object to this statement, never have we seen any such investigation or 
been consulted in any way as to the proposed planning.  Please provide details of who conducted 
this and what persons were consulted out of the 5 owners. 
 
We also object to a park being proposed on our land.  There is no justification for a small park when 
there is a large public recreation area set aside to the rear of our property.  We object to it being on 
our land, why is it exclusive to our property and not to others? 
 
We object to the comment that there has been some uncontrolled filling.  What tests have been 
made to justify this comment.  The land is farming arable land.  It grows seasonal vegetables and has 
never been filled. 
 
We object to not being zoned High Density W1 like next door.   A large amount of our land is being 
zoned as RE1 (recreation), SP2 (drainage) and E2 (Riparian) which means we lose a lot of 
construction land and is worth far less.  Should we not be compensated with a High Density Zoning 
for such loss as adjoining properties?   
 
We object to some of the decisions made and believe the little person is being unfairly considered. 
 
QUESTIONS AND CLARIFICATION 
 

1. Will we be compensated at market value for the Riparian area some 16,000sqm on our land.  
Who will own the Riparian Offset?  Who will look after this? 
 

2. Will we be compensated at market value for the RE1 Recreation Areas and SP2 Drainage? 
 

3. Will you be conducting further collaboration with the stakeholders now that there is a 
clearer picture of the plans? 
 

4. We request an onsite consultation with regard to these matters.  We believe it would assist 
in the question and recommendations raised. 



 

We would appreciate a review, consideration and your comments on matters raised in this 
communication with regard to the Draft Plan.   


