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Coopers Is Road (CIR) Presentation to Council — 8" June
2021




Presentation requesting access being retained at Coopers Island Road to
allow recreational activities (fishing, water sports, photography, bird
watching, kayaking, picnics, etc)

Good morning my name is Max Castle I live at Tuross Head, | am a
member of 5 local groups/organizations.

I would like to speak to you in a collective capacity offering comments from
all those groups.

The Men’s Shed

Tuross Head Progress Association (THPA),

Local Fishcare Group,

Tuross Head Fishing Club (LM)

Member of the South Coast Maritime Advisory Committee.
ANSA-Angel Ring Volunteer.

(Photo by Beagle)



Tuross Progress Association Meeting June 2021 — response when asked who
supported C.1.R. remaining open for public access to the waterway
(fishing/boating/swimming)

My presentation cover four sections. — if time permits

*Background. *Comments from community ~ Comments on the report
*Community Recommendation

BACKGROUND:

The Coopers Rd. Road (abbreviation CIR) has a long-standing history of
community use. The previous owners welcomed the community to visit
Coopers.

The river system (Bowns and Trunketabella) is part of the Tuross
Recreational Fishing Haven (RFH) initiated by the State Government.

| have received many complaints from the community about being
confronted, told to leave,

I 2cvised it was the owners land [ I
I oolice have had to attend.

Following complaints from a local fisher/boater an inspection of CIR was
arranged between Warren Sharp and myself. Warren suggested funding
be sought for a fishing platform. Also, to remove fencing on Crown Land,
the gate and the sign facing the highway which is located to misleading the
public. This was an
encouraging start and initially indicated Council support.

The community hold the view that Council has offered the road for sale to
the current owner. They also believe a bigger picture is on the horizon.
They are frustrated that Council has done nothing to address the ongoing
conflict over a long period of time.

Unfortunately, it seems that the above MOU and Councils Community
Engagement Framework has been ignored.

It took a complaint from a recreational fisher/boater, || GGG

I (o bring this issue to the Councils attention.



The following comments have come for the community.

“Why did the owner purchase the property when they were aware that a
public and or crown road went through the property”?
“Were they advised by Council they could purchase the road”?

“Why has access to the water been blocked off, the water is not the owners
property”

“Why can’t I fish off the bank or weir”

“When will it be safe to visit the area? “l want to take my children there
to teach them to fish with their grandparents.

“Has Council instructed the owner to remove fences/gate”? If not, why
not?

COMMENTS ON REPORT

* | note there was no public notification or advertising of Council
considering selling Coopers Is Road.

* | note there has been no mention that there is an area of Crown Land on
both sides of the river bank

* | note there is no comment about our indigenous fishers who have
traditionally fished the area.

* | also note there is little comment about || GG Hat the

community has been experiencing over many years. The report is one sided
in that regard!

* | notice that there has been no mention that if access is closed off
Trunketabella Lake effectively becomes a "'private lake ".

* There has been no value placed on the possible loss of part of the RFH
and the potential for compensation.

* NSW Fisheries views have not been included in the report. | understand
they do NOT support closure.

* A MoU between NSW Fisheries and Crown Lands re property leading to
water was provided to Council but is not in the report.



* There is no advice in the report as to why Council has not been able to
move quickly, to address community conflict and bad feeling.

COMMUNITY RECOMMENDATIONS/REQUESTS:

1. Request Council DO NOT sell the Coopers Is Rd. or close off access. (To
the waterway for recreational activities.)

2. Request Council seek 100% funding from NSW Fisheries to provide a
Fishing Platform. (Off the edge of the weir catering for wheelchair access.)

3. Considering Tuross is a RFA suggest Council seek 100% funding from
NSW Fisheries (Trust Fund license fees) for kayak infrastructure. (Each
side bridge western side)

4. Suggest Council seek funding support for weir works from our MP
Andrew Constance, as required by Council to provide employment.

5. Request unauthorized works be immediately removed.

6. Please support the Crown Land Commissioners advice, which is to NOT
close access to a public waterway.

7. Please do not defer the decision. Please vote today to retain Coopers
Island Road access for community use.

| thank you all for your time today.

/’%4/,'(.{1{/ /Z de’g‘
Max Castle



Coopers Is Road Presentation to Council
8th June 2021

Good Morning Councilors

| stand before you representing all of the members of the Tuross Head Progress
Association (THPA) in regard to our opposition to sell Coopers Island Road.
councilors are well aware that this well used thoroughfare has been traditionally
used by the wider public for nearly 90 years in order to access Bowns Creek and
Trunketabella Lake and the upper reaches of the Tuross Lake waterways for
pursuits such as recreational fishing, crabbing, launching and retrieval of Kayaks
small craft and picnics etc.

In order to prevent unfettered access to these waterways by the public, some 2-
years ago now, the current Owners of Coopers Island took it upon themselves to
install new stock fencing and a farm gate at the entrance to this council-owned road
on the Princes Highway.

In the immediate vicinity of the gate the Owners have erected a warning sign
‘PRIVATE PROPERTY — NO TRESSPASSING” TO DETER ENTRY. Although this
farm gate is not locked, the displayed signage has discouraged the majority of
people from entering through this gate to use Coopers Island Road to reach the
Crown waterways, indeed those who have proceeded through the gate have often
found themselves WOWners as to why they were
there. Because of this and duly reinforced by the
unwelcoming “NO TRESPASSING” sign, the recreational fishing community, along
with the wider community in general, have been advised to stay away for their own

safety until the issue of public access along Coopers Island Road is finally resolved.
Of course, nobody knew this matter would be so protracted.

The THPA has worked tirelessly with Mr. Carlyle Ginger who has been very helpful
and we thank him for his report. Numerous documents have been provided to
Council to make our case to retain the current access and to explore options.

It has been the THPA position to find a compromise so the road can continue to be
shared and the river can be accessed by the fishers/boaters/swimmers and the
farmer can proceed with his business. An offer was put to the owners recently
to discuss how this potentially could occur, but was not accepted.

The report to Councillors states “In October 2019, Council wrote to the owners
requesting the fencing near the causeway be removed as it had been erected
across/on the public road reserve, and because the positionof the fencing
creates a danger for visitors attempting to park in the road reserve, effectively
limiting access to the waterway. The fencing has not yet been removed.” We
the community have been asking why Council has not removed the
fencing? The community has had no response.



The report to Councillors also states “The gate on Coopers Island Road, while
not locked, still requires a public gate permit under theRoads Act. The owners
were advised by Council in October 2019 to apply to Council as the roads
authority for a permit to authorize the gate. A public gate permit application
was received on 17 February 2021.” We the community have been asking
why the gate has not been taken down by Council since no application
for permit was received until February of this year? The community has
had no response.

The report to Councillors also states “The owners have advised Council that in
their view any public visitation to Coopers Island Road is incompatible with
farming activities, will affect the landowners’ legislated responsibility to protect
the riparian zone from damage, and will encourage conflict betweenthe
property owners/workers and visitors to the area.” We the community have
been asking why would the owners purchase a property with a public
road on it if it is incompatible to farming activities? The community has
had no response.

The report to Councillors also states “The sale or closure of Coopers Island Road
would permanently prevent public fishing access toBowns Creek” Therefore
making Trunketabella Lake a private waterway for the Owners of the Coopers
Island property.

The report to Councillors clearly states” Representation has been received from
the Office of the NSW Crown Land Commissioner on 31 May 2021 regarding public
access to Crown Waterways over Council owned or Crown Roads which states:
‘Please be advised that the Commissioner is of the view that, as a matter of
principle, it is of the utmost importance to retain public access to Crown
Waterways over Council owned or Crown Roads, and that those roads should not
be privatised to exclude that public access’.”

The THPA membership and the Tuross Head Community strongly agree with
this statement from the NSW Commissioner for Crown Lands and has the
very strong viewpoint that Coopers Island Road should remain as a Public
road, and the water ways be made accessible once again by removing the
current obstructive fencing and gate.

Thank you for your attention.

Cathy Milliken — (JP)
President THPA 6.6.21



ea

PO Box 3042, TUROSS HEAD MSW 2537
M: 0409 940050 ABN: 95 075 774 579

To Whom It May Concern:
COOPERS ISLAND ROAD — ANGLER ACCESS TO TUROSS LAKE RFH

Thank you for the opportunity to provide perspective and advice to Council regarding the potential sale of
Coopers Island Road to a private landowner.

Key Points

* Recreational fishing is a strong tourism attracting activity for the Eurobodalla

= Many Eurcbodalla businesses beneafit from fishing tourism

= Coopers Island Road provides land-based fishing access to viable waters

= Coopers Island Road provides kayak fishing access to Bowns Creek

s  Sucressful applications for Recreational Fishing Trust Fund Grants could help resolve concerns by
funding projects that guarantes cngoing access in a way that reduces impact on the adjacent
landowner's business.

| am an avid recreational fisher. My entire life revolves around recreational fishing... my income stream, my
community work, my recreation, and the maintenance of my physical and mental wellbeing. | may be on the
extreme end of the spectrum, but I'm not alone... and there are tens of thousands of Eurcbodalla residents
between myself and those who couldn't care less about this issues.

As part of my community work, | volunteer my time to advocacy and representation for recreational fishing
in NSW and nationally. Today, I'm here to represent myself as a recreational fishing rate payer AND the
fizhers | represent as the Region 5 — South Coast member on the NSW Recreational Fishing Advisory Coundil
[RFWSW).

| would like to start by expressing my empathy for the “new” landowner, whose property is dissected by
Coopers Island Road, which provides access to one of our local land-based fishing spots. | recognize that the
change in herd and produce of the property raises biosecurity concerns for the owner. However, | believe
that with effective dialogue and strategic thinking, compromises could be found that will be a better
outcome for the Council than selling a crown road.

Clur communities have been through hell over the past two years and recreational fishing is one constant
that has hung in there. For many of us, it remains a stalwart for our wallets and our happiness. There are
many rate-paying businesspeople who don't fish but depend on our tourism_.. and fishing is a big drawcard!

In the covid era, where the threat of hard borders and regional restrictions hang over our heads, access to
local fishing spots becomes doubly important. In my opinion, Council would be neglectful to restrict the
activity in any way. In fact, | am pushing for MORE access at @ government level, to help bolster our region's
appeal as & domestic tourism destination.



| note that the landowner has submitted concerns about the protection of salt marshes. | would like to
applaud this concern as the saltmarshes are vital to the health of our valuable waterways. | also note that
the salimarshes are not protected from the herd, which is possibly the worst threat to the fragile ecosystem.
Again, I'd like to suggest that there are recreational fishing organisations that would happily work with the
Council, community groups and/or the landowner to protect the saltmarshes for the benefit of the eco-
SYStem.

It is therefore my strong recommendation and request that the Coundl retain ownership of Coopers Island
Road. | am happy to work with the landowner to develop grant applications for projects that will protect the
saltmarshes and enhance fishing access in a way that mitigates concerns over biosecurity risks, by corralling
access and providing controlled kayak launching infrastructure.

With community effort, resourcefulness and some maturity, | am certain this important relationship can be

healed and outcomes developed that will provide a win for all parties.

Jo Starling
DIRECTOR
River & Sea Pry Lid

DATED-: 7 June, 2021



Presentation by Lei Parker, June 8t", 2021
GMR21/029 Coopers Island Road Bodalla
Councillors,

When you were elected you were given delegations by the State Government. One
of these delegations was Road Authority for Council controlled Public roads.

You handed that delegation down, through the General Manager, to Council staff
with expectation that they would act on your behalf and ensure the legal instrument
of the Roads Act was complied with.

Coopers Island Road is a Public Road that currently consists of the causeway and
the bridge and the road reserves, owned by the community with a replacement value
of its assets estimated at $389,000. The sale or closure of Coopers Island Road
would permanently prevent public fishing access to Bowns Creek. The withdrawal of
access to cultural and recreational fishing from this site will have an immeasurable
impact on our community, especially given that there has been no public
consultation.

Coopers Island Road comes under the Roads Act 1993 and as such, under
delegation that the council of a local government area is the roads authority for all
public roads within the area, you are responsible for ensuring the laws within that Act

apply.

The law around erecting gates on a public road is very simple. You can NOT erect a
gate on a public road WITHOUT a gate permit. To do so is illegal.

Fact: There is an illegal gate across Coopers Island Road that has been there for
nearly two years.

Fact: The staff, under your delegation, have allowed this gate to remain. Therefore,
you have allowed it to remain.

Fact: The staff and yourselves have received multiple complaints from the public
regarding the illegal gate yet you have failed in your delegated duty to remove it.

This is not a complex matter. The gate is illegal. You have failed to remove it.

The question has to be asked “Why didn’t Council, when first advised, request the
gate to be removed.

Council was first made aware of the illegal erection of the gate in mid-2019. Two
years ago. Council staff were advised and given absolute references to various Acts
regarding gates, permits, cattle grazing and access to waterways. The references
given were all to relevant Acts of which Council had delegated duty to enforce. Yet
Council did nothing.

Council has witnessed this issue festering like a boil for two years. Hostilities
between the community and the farmer have flared up. Yet the Council still chose to
do nothing



In the report before you today it says:

“Council has received complaints from the owners who advise they are suffering
significant stress from conflict with visitors, including trespass, blockage of the
roadway and vandalism. Council acknowledges the difficulties faced by the
landowners and farm workers regarding the alleged behaviour of some members of
the public.”

What it doesn’t say however is that the community were presented with a gate
across a public road. Their public road.

It doesn’t advise of the conversations between the public and the landowners
regarding the illegal fencing of the foreshore that the report suggests, by way of
excuse, that “prevents stock from entering Bowns Creek and enable unhindered
stock and stock truck movements.”

The staff report however, accurately confirms that “The fencing erected by the
property owner near the causeway is not on the road reserve boundary, is narrower
than the road reserve near the causeway and presents a barrier across the road
reserve.”

Option 2 in front of you today recommends:

Write to the owners of Lot 2 DP 12290 requesting that the gate and fence near the
causeway across the road reserve be removed within 28 days from the date of the
letter or after such time has elapsed, Council remove such

This removal is allowed under your authority. It is not a new authority. It is in fact the
very same authority you had two years ago but failed to enact.

Councillors, you have failed to enact your delegated obligations to remove the gate
for two long years. In the report today you offer neither explanation nor apology of
your inaction.

The report before you states:

“The fencing erected by the property owner near the causeway is not on the road
reserve boundary, is narrower than the road reserve near the causeway and
presents a barrier across the road reserve. The physical road is partially outside of
the public road reserve.”

Having worked with Eurobodalla Council for 21 years in the capacity the Roads
Register Officer | can advise councillors that the intent to adjust the road boundary to
address the minor encroachments has been on Council’s to surveying do list for
more than 30 years when it was first identified along with Clouts Road and the many
other cadastral anomalies that still linger.



The report before you today states:

“In October 2019, Council wrote to the owners requesting the fencing near the
causeway be removed as it had been erected across/on the public road reserve, and
because the position of the fencing creates a danger for visitors attempting to park in
the road reserve, effectively limiting access to the waterway. The fencing has not yet
been removed.”

Can the Councillors advise why their directive, under delegation, was ignored by the
owner and why no follow-up action was carried out? Note that this was long before
the Bushfires, yet on February 18", 2021, Council had the temerity to say in a media
release “The landowner has raised concerns about public use of this area, and initial
discussions have been held with the owner, as well as local fishers. Progress was
delayed, however, as Council’s focus switched to bushfire and flood repairs.”

The report before you offers the owner’s view that there is an overriding public
benefit in closing the road being “The overriding public benefit is in the reduced cost
to Council in maintaining the road and associated infrastructure, and avoidance of
the risk for which Council is liable under its duty of care to the users of the road.”

Councillors, you have been advised that the road reserve is 10 metres wide and that
the owners claim that it does not meet the road standards. You are advised by the
report that the owners have also raised the issue of road maintenance.

The report states that Council staff consider that the road reserve is fit for purpose,
considering its usage saying “Vehicles can turn around within a 10-metre road
reserve. At present this is restricted due to the fencing, erected without Council
approval by the property owner, that does not align with the road reserve.

Staff also advise “Maintenance has not been able to be carried out since April 2019
because the turning space for graders has been restricted due to the fencing near
the causeway. Maintenance crews will be ready to undertake maintenance works as
soon as a way forward is implemented that permits the required movements by the
grader.”

It is understood that an estimated saving of $32,000 has been made to date. This
might explain to the public the alternate recommendation to you today that allocates
up to $40,000 from the 2020-21 budget to realign the road back onto the road
reserve and other associated works to improve safety and the operational
management of the property to ensure minimising conflict between livestock and
road users.

The report before you suggests that the owners maintain that cattle could jump the
cattle grid and for safety reasons the gate is required. The Cattle Grid is located on a
Public Road and the cattle should not be on this road unless supervised and only to
pass from one side of the road to the other. As it is a Public Road cattle are not
allowed to graze unless there is a Grazing Stock Permit. Required for any owner
who intends to graze livestock on a travelling stock reserve or public road.



Council now finally accepts the gate on Coopers Island Road, while not locked, still
requires a public gate permit under the Roads Act.

The owners were advised by Council in October 2019 to apply to Council as the
roads authority for a permit to authorize the gate. A public gate permit application
was received on 17 February 2021.

Council incorrectly advised the owner to apply under Section 128 of the Road Act
1993 that states:

‘(1) A roads authority may permit the occupier of any land through which an
unfenced public road passes to erect a gate across the road at any place at which
the road intersects a boundary fence’.

Council now concedes, two years after being advised of its error by the public, (with
extracts of the Act provided for clarity and reference) that “Therefore, as the road has
been fenced, Council is not permitted to approve a public gate, should Coopers
Island Road remain a Council road. The owners will be advised of this most recent
legal advice obtained by Council.”

The fact remains that the gate has been illegal for two years and that Council only
now accepts the fact having received “Legal advice”. Had they read the Road Act
1993 they would not have required “legal advice” as the Act is very clear.

The staff prepared report further advises Councillors:

“Given that the owner has now fenced both sides of Coopers Island Road, Council
is unable to approve a public gate across Coopers Island Road. Council should
therefore give the landowner the opportunity to remove the gate.

Council has sought advice regarding the application of the Right to Farm Act 2019, in
these circumstances in response to views expressed by the owners.

The legal advice to Council is as follows: ‘The Right to Farm Act does not grant any
right to the landowner to use the road for farming activities free from alleged
interference by the fishers or the public. There is nothing in the Roads Act or any
other legislation giving the landowner rights to use the road in connection with
farming activities that are superior to those of other members of the public, including
the fishers.’

The report states that public complaints have been investigated and confirm that
visitors are unable to park near the causeway in the road reserve because the public
road reserve has been fenced off.

In 2019 a correspondence with Council advised:

“some of the new fencing has been erected on the Crown Land, this has been
confirmed by a site visit with Warren Sharp last year. The fencing has been extended
to join the bridge thus preventing access to the water. This was not the case
previously. The new fence has prevented the launching of kayaks/canoes or other
small car toppers from the bank. Some fishers including my self-frequented this



upper area of the river as it is a long way to paddle from Tuross Head. Prior to the
fence changes there was ample area for a few cars to park - the new fence line has
also made it more difficult to turn around.”

“Warren confirmed the fence was constructed on Crown Land and would have to be
moved. Previous parking on Crown Land would need to be restored so cattle trucks
could pass parked vehicles if needed. The front gate was not needed.”

This correspondence forms part of Council’s corporate knowledge that it was aware
and had confirmed, in 2019, that there were fencing encroachments. As such it
required an action in 2019.

Councillors, that action, under your delegation, never happened.
The report before you states:

“The owners claim that access to the waterway could conflict with the environment
and would potentially damage the saltmarsh near the bank.”

Council staff however have countered “It is noted that the likely areas for access are
unlikely to impact the saltmarsh as the designated saltmarsh areas are not in the
vicinity of this access.”

The report also states “The owners maintain that public access along Coopers Island
Road is a potential biosecurity issue, compromising their Wagyu beef export
business

The report further offers:

“The property owner has raised the conflict between the recreational fishing activities
and the operation of their farm. This includes concerns that Wagyu beef production
requires adherence to biosecurity controls, and part of their concern with visitation on
the property is the risk of biosecurity breaches which could compromise the beef
production method and adversely impact the agricultural enterprise.”

Councillors, are you aware that adherence to biosecurity controls first requires a
Biosecurity Plan?

Of interest is the fact that the mention of a Biosecurity Plan. The first the community
heard of any suggestion of biosecurity risk was when Councillor Liz Innes spoke
with Simon Lauder of ABC South East Radio on February 17th, 2021. It is
understood that the owners concern around biosecurity have also been mentioned
in subsequent briefings to Councillors.

Councillors, from the 15t of August 2019, people entering properties where a
Biosecurity Management Plan applies must comply with the measures outlined in the
plan.

DPI strongly advises that anyone engaged in commercial agricultural or horticultural
activity, including processing and education, develops, and actively follows, a
biosecurity management plan.



Having moved from Moree to the South Coast and having been a successful cattle
breeder with more than 800 head the landowner would be aware of the requirements
and benefits of a formal Biosecurity Management Plan. The foremost benefit being
control of visitors to the property via endorsed signage.

With a biosecurity management plan in operation, it becomes a legal requirement to
obey relevant signs, procedures and measures outlined in the biosecurity management
plan. Under a biosecurity management plan signs must be displayed at the entrance to
the management area to which the plan applies.

Failure to comply with these arrangements when dealing with biosecurity matter, such
as animals or produce, may be an offence under the Biosecurity Act 2015. Penalties
can include an on the spot fine of $1000 or a court ordered fine of $220,000 for
individuals and $440,000 for corporations.

Ak
nw VISITORS

A Biosecurity Management Plan (the Plan) applies to this
place. Failure to comply with the Plan may be an offence
under the NSW Biosecurity Act 2015.

Please phone or visit the office before entering to obtain a copy
of the Plan or to discuss your obligations.

[ =]
e

DO NOT ENTER WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

Vehicles, people and equipment may carry
weed seeds, pests and diseases

Signs must:

e advise that a biosecurity management plan is in place.

e outline that it may be an offence under the Biosecurity Act 2015 for a person to
fail to comply with the measures set out in the biosecurity management plan.

« tell visitors how they can contact you (or a property manager), for purposes of
inspecting the biosecurity management plan and understanding their biosecurity
obligations on your property



Again, the report before you states:

“The property owner has raised the conflict between the recreational fishing activities
and the operation of their farm. This includes concerns that Wagyu beef production
requires adherence to biosecurity controls, and part of their concern with visitation on
the property is the risk of biosecurity breaches which could compromise the beef
production method and adversely impact the agricultural enterprise.”

The question to be asked is:

“Given their concern that Wagyu beef production requires adherence to biosecurity
controls with visitation on the property risking biosecurity breaches why do they not
already have a Biosecurity Management Plan that requires endorsed Biosecurity signs
to be displayed at the entrance to the management area to which the plan applies?”

The report before you states that the owners have also raised several issues
including that visitors fish from the bridge preventing access by trucks, leave rubbish,
damage infrastructure, impede stock movements and interfere with farm operations.

Staff have now correctly advised you in this report that:

“The bridge, causeway and culvert are classified as part of the public road under the
Roads Act 1993. There is no specific provision of the Roads Act or any regulation
under the Roads Act which provides that a person may not stand or fish off a single
lane road. In response to people fishing from the bridge, there is no provision in the
Roads Act or any other legislation giving the landowner rights to use the road in
connection with farming activities that are superior to those of other members of the
public, including fishers.

The rural zoning of the farmland does not preclude fishers or other members of the
public accessing Bowns Creek via Coopers Island Road. The landowner, the fishers,
and the public alike, must obey the relevant road rules made under the Roads Act
and any signs or notices that may be erected by Council with respect to the use of
the road.

These rules make it clear that the users of public roads must behave in a way that
accommodates the rights of all other users of the road, subject to any specific
requirement to the contrary in the legislation. Hence, the landowner must
accommodate the fishers’ right to use the road to gain access to, and to stop and
fish on or near, the crossing, and, similarly, the fishers and the public must
accommodate the landowner’s right to pass along the road, move machinery along
the road and drive stock along the road. Due to safety concerns of multiple users of
the bridge, Council may restrict fishing off the timber bridge by placing signs on that
structure



The report says:

“Coopers Island Road was converted to a public road in the 1930s and is currently a
public road. The road is used by the owners to access their property and has been
used by the public to access the Tuross Lake system for recreational fishing.

The report adds “Historically, the area adjacent to Coopers Island Road has been
visited by fishers and campers via the public road, who have parked cars, launched
kayaks and small craft, and fished from the creek bank, the causeway and the bridge
over Bowns Creek.”

Historically the land was squatted on by John Hawdon in 1848 when he applied for,
and received, a Crown Lease of 30,000 acres bounded on the North and East by
Coila Lake, on the west by Bodalla Mountains and south by Wagonga River.

What the history books fail to say is that long before John Hawdon the area was the
home of the Yuin and that Coopers Island was known as Umeboro Island.

Umeboro Island has long been of significance to the local First Nation people. It has
served as a fishing haven for countless generations and in more recent years was
the site of considerable First Nation activity as over 100 families lived on the island
and cropped beans and peas for market.

In all the engagement that Council has had to date with the community via letters of
protest, emails of frustration, public meetings generating petitions and on-site visits
with councillors and staff NOT ONCE were the local First Nation community
contacted, included, or consulted regarding the proposed sale that would see them
lose access to a traditional fishing area and access to the upper reaches of Tuross
Lake.



The following Parish Plans track the history of the road from 1887.
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consideration to become a Public Road.
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Note the proposed Causeway by Eurobodalla Council in 1964. The Causeway is

Public Road. Note also the track remains however a Public Road has been created
over the property perpendicular to the highway to intersect the track.
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The Parish Plans above offer an insight into why there is a paper road across Lot 2
DP12290. This was the original road and was superseded by the new Public Road
that runs perpendicular to the highway to meet the original LB. 22.3650 continuing to
and crossing the causeway.
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From Council's GIS system showing Public Road Reserves
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