
SUBMITTER ISSUES STAFF RESPONSE 

IN SUPPORT 

PR& RA Clarke Supports draft Policy but 
suggested further clarification on 
terminology – activity in 
accordance with relevant 
legislation; action to interfere 
with; legitimate rural and 
agricultural use  to possibly the 
activity being changed to such 
use. 

Comments received in regard to 
clarification, ambiguity and 
definitions has been considered 
and the draft Policy has been 
altered to clarify and delete 
ambiguity. A definitions clause has 
also been included. 

Heidi Emanuel Supports draft Policy and 
congratulates Council for this 
initiative. 

Noted. 

Wilf Jarrett Supports draft Policy and 
indicates that new people moving 
to the area need to accept 
farming practices which benefit all 
residents. 

Noted. 

John Watkins Supports draft Policy and makes 
comment  that it is important that 
people who make a living from 
the land are able to continue 
normal farming practices.  

Noted.  
The draft Policy did not intend to 
endorse any or all farming 
practices. Reference to “practices “ 
occurs in two places in the draft 
Policy and it is proposed that 
“practices” be replaced with 
“activities”. Further “activities” is 
better aligned with the definitions 
and interpretations provided for 
under the Kyogle Local 
Environmental Plan.  

Trevor and Kay 
Wilson 

Supports draft Policy and the 
protection of rights for rural 
industries. 

Noted. 

Earle Grundy Supports draft Policy Noted. 

Marilyn Grundy Supports draft Policy Noted. 

John & Jenny 
McKavanagh 

Supports draft Policy Noted. 

Peter & Robyn 
Carlill 

Supports draft Policy identifying 
the need to support a strong and 
viable rural farming community. 
Elaborates on the need for 
tolerance and appreciation of the 
rural industries and how farmers 
work with their land, climate and 
other constraints to produce food 
for everyone. 
Further suggesting that Kyogle 
Council must enforce the draft 
Policy and ensure that that draft 
Policy is distributed to people 
purchasing land in a rural 
community. Further suggests that 

Noted. 
The Draft Policy is a guiding 
document. It is not an enforcement 
Policy as Council has a separate 
Policy which outlines how it goes 
about managing, investigating and 
acting upon regulatory and 
compliance matters. 
It is proposed that a single page 
information sheet be provided with 
all Section 149 Certificates for 
when issued. Local Real Estate 
Agents would also be provided 
with the Policy and Information 
sheet as well as placing both the 
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the new landowners should be 
asked to read and sign indicating 
their understanding of its 
contents. 

Policy and information sheet on 
Council’s webpage. 
 

Samantha Chilton Supports draft Policy Noted. 

Kevin & Lyn 
Gamble 

Supports draft Policy Noted. 

Owen Osborne Supports draft Policy citing it to 
be a “fair” policy. 

Noted. 

LA & DM Pratt Supports draft Policy and 
congratulates Council for its 
common sense approach. 

Noted. 

Brian Creedy Supports draft Policy and 
congratulates Council for its 
common sense approach. Makes 
comment that discriminatory 
legislation has been forced upon 
farmers which restrict rural 
activities and this draft Policy will 
assist with vexatious and 
frivolous complaints. 

Noted. 
The draft Policy did not intend to 
endorse any or all farming 
practices. Reference to “practices “ 
occurs in two places in the draft 
Policy and it is proposed that 
“practices” be replaced with 
“activities”. Further, “activities” is 
better aligned with the definitions 
and interpretations provided for 
under the Kyogle Local 
Environmental Plan. 
Council has a separate 
Enforcement Policy which outlines 
how it goes about managing, 
investigating and acting upon 
regulatory and compliance 
matters. 

Grant & Jo Bulmer Supports draft Policy and the 
recognition this Policy gives to 
the contribution and importance 
of the Kyogle farming community. 

Noted. 

Daryl & Karen 
Smith 

Applauds Council for the draft 
Policy. 

Noted. 

David Hill Support the farmers Right to 
Farm. 

Noted. 

John E Whitney Supports draft Policy. Noted. 

Ken & Faye 
Barnes 

Supports draft Policy and the 
intention to inform new 
landowners to the area of the 
rural activities undertaken. 

Noted. 

Leslie R Whitney Agrees with the draft Policy. Noted. 

TA & JA Moody Supports draft Policy. Indicates 
that in addition to the range of 
legislation covering farming 
activities there are also industry 
standards and best practices 
which also guide activities. 
Suggests that rural buffers can 
also assist with the minimisation 
of landuse conflicts and these 
should be applied diligently under 

Noted. 
Many Agricultural land uses are 
permissible without the consent of 
Council in rural locations and the 
ability to apply buffers is only 
triggered where a planning 
approval is required. 



land use planning approvals. 

Rev Jim 
Nightingale 

Supports draft Policy Noted. 

NSW Farmers Supports the intent of Council 
with the draft Policy and makes a 
number of suggested 
amendments and additions. 

Noted. 
This submission has been 
specifically addressed in the body 
of the report. 

Desley O’Reilly Supports draft Policy. Noted. 

Unknown name Supports draft Policy. Noted. 

Tim Carlill Supports draft Policy. Noted. 

Bernie & Kathy 
Day 

Supports draft Policy. Raises a 
number of constraints and 
pressures that rural landowners 
have been put under. 

Noted. 

James Murray Policy recognises importance of 
farming in the area. Supports 
draft policy. 

Noted. 

WI Hewetson Supports draft Policy. Noted. 

WJ O’Neill Supports draft Policy. Noted. 

Ron Dean Supports draft Policy. Noted. 

NOT IN SUPPORT 

Jeffrey O’Neill Objects to the Draft Policy citing: 

 Policy biased towards 
farmers; 

 Council conveying message 
that farmers are of more 
importance than the average 
ratepayers; 

 Discriminative to all 
ratepayers not associated with 
agriculture; 

 Possibly lead to new settlers 
questioning that only one 
section of the community has 
a voice; 

 Questions validity of draft 
Policy suggesting a possible 
conflict; 

 Policy would suggest that if 
not a farmer Council would not 
investigate any complaints. 

It is considered that the matters 
raised in this submission are 
clarified in the body of the report 
and with the inclusion of a 
Definitions Clause in the Policy the 
matters identified as bias and 
discriminative have been 
addressed and the additional 
wording in the draft Policy further 
clarify the concerns raised. 

Paula Morris Considers that the draft Policy 
does not support the growth of 
the Kyogle Council and is a policy 
of fear. 
Makes reference to some 
personal matters unrelated to the 
draft Policy.   

Noted. 
It would appear that the personal 
encounters of the submitter as 
outlined in the submission have 
influenced their position. But one 
of the incidents demonstrates the 
process that would continue to be 
followed where an activity has 
commenced where an approval is 
required and subsequently ceased 
operation following Council 
intervention after it was brought to 



Council’s attention. 

Cliff Harris Questions whether the Draft 
document qualifies as a Policy. 
Indicating that the document is 
lacking with no Definitions thus 
affording a wide interpretation 
much to the detriment of the area. 
Suggests that the document if 
implemented would become very 
divisive within the community. 
Feels that farming and life-stylers 
can coexist without the need for a 
rigid policy. 

The consideration of this 
document as a Policy or a Position 
Statement is addressed within the 
body of the report and is open to 
Council to determine whether to 
maintain it as a Policy or a Position 
Statement of Council which will still 
be used to guide and inform 
residents and staff. 
It is considered that with the 
inclusion of a Definitions Clause in 
the Policy the interpretation issues 
can be addressed. 
It is also considered that the 
inclusion of other legislation that 
applies to rural activities but not 
under Council’s control could be 
included under the Related 
Legislation clause may further 
clarify the matters raised in the 
submission however, a broad 
array of legislation applies to many 
facetts of farming and to list the  
legislation would be quite long, but 
not all inclusive. 

Marilyn Scott Feels that the draft Policy 
requires vigorous public debate 
before proceeding as the Kyogle 
LGA has a mixture of both 
farming and non-farming 
communities. 
Suggests that the Policy removes 
the right for someone to object to 
a serious issue.  

The draft Policy was placed on 
public exhibition and as 
demonstrated through this report 
some 36 people have expressed 
their views in regard to the draft 
Policy. 
The draft Policy does not remove 
anyone’s right to object to a lodge 
a formal complaint with Council. 
What the draft Policy does is 
identify that Council will not 
interfere with the legitimate rural 
and agricultural use of land where 
the activity is in accordance with 
relevant legislation. 

Linda Woodrow Raises a number of issues that 
could arise due to the draft 
Policy: 

 Conflicts for existing and 
approved non agricultural 
businesses in rural areas; 

 Some rural activities include 
wildlife refuges and supporting 
rainforest – conflict if aerial 
spraying is undertaken; 

 Retired farmes want to remain 
on the land to reside and 
noisy activities on adjoining 

The submission identifies a 
number of conflict issues which 
are typical of what does in fact 
occur. The draft Policy however, 
will not stop or restrict any 
aggrieved landowner to lodge a 
complaint to Council which it will 
investigate in accordance with its 
Enforcement Policy. 
If however after these 
investigations that the activity is a 
permissible land use and 
operating in accordance with 



land; 

 Noise from motor cycle riding 
claiming it as an agricultural 
activity; 

 Considers that thee Policy will 
increase burden on Council 
trying to resolve conflicts; 

 Does not support economic 
growth and may see a drop in 
rural land prices with such a 
Policy in place; 

 Unwelcoming to possible new 
residents and landowners; 

 Feels that most rural 
landowners can resolve 
issues without the need for 
such a Policy. 

relevant legislation then Council 
would advise the complainant that 
the activity is compliant and not 
further action taken by Council. 

Peter Lewis  Ideologically preferences 
farming over other rural 
economic pursuits. 

 Policy protects bad farming 
practices  

 

NEITHER SUPPORT NOR OPPOSE 

S Dejoux Considers the draft Policy to be 
imprecise, ill defined and trying to 
deal with threats that don’t exist. 
Provided a range of comments, 
questions and suggestions with 
the intent to make it easier to 
enhance the document. 

Due to the number of matters 
identified, comments provided and 
questions raised, this submission 
has been dealt with within the 
body of the report.  

   

   

 




