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23 May 2021 

 

Yallock Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park Consultation, Parks Victoria, 

engage@parks.vic.gov.au  

 

Please find attached the final submission of the Harmers Haven Residents and Ratepayers 

Group: The Friends of Harmers Haven to the second round public consultation on the 

proposed Access and Infrastructure Plan for the Yallock Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park.  

 

This submission supplements and in effect replaces our submission of 16 May. 

 

We are available to discuss any aspects of this submission and provide any further 

information which would be of use in determining the outcome of this consultation.  

 

Yours faithfully,  

 

Ros Eason,  

President  

Harmers Haven Residents and Ratepayers Group: Friends of Harmers Haven, 

Email: roseason1234@gmail.com 

 Amaryll Perlesz 

Co-convenor,  

Friends of Harmers Haven.  

Email: aperlesz@gmail.com. 
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YALLOCK BULLUK MARINE AND COASTAL PARK DRAFT ACCESS AND 

INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN 

SECOND ROUND PUBLIC CONSULTATION RESPONSE – MAY 2021 

HARMERS HAVEN RESIDENTS AND RATEPAYERS GROUP: FRIENDS OF HARMERS HAVEN 

 

INTRODUCTION 

The Harmers Haven Residents and Ratepayers Group: Friends of Harmers Haven (HHRRG) 

welcomes the opportunity to comment on the Yallock Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park 

(YBMCP) Draft Access and Infrastructure Plan (AIP) released in April this year. 

The HHRRG is an incorporated association which represents residents and ratepayers in the 

hamlet of Harmers Haven, situated on the coast adjacent to the Park. Our members include 

both permanent residents and people with weekenders at Harmers Haven, with the 

proportion of permanent residents having grown over the last two decades.  

The HHRRG considers that the proposals contained in the Draft Plan have the capacity to 

alter substantially the character of Harmers Haven, to the detriment of both 

residents’/ratepayers’ amenity and the environmental values of the wider area in which the 

settlement is located. 

As we explained in our 2020 submission to Parks Victoria (attached) during the first round of 

consultations, since 2006 the HHRRG has included within itself the former Harmers Haven 

Foreshore Committee of Management (the “Friends” group) whose specific focus is the area 

once known as the Harmers Haven Flora and Fauna Coastal Reserve and subsequently as the 

Kilcunda- Harmers Haven Coastal Reserve (managed by Parks Victoria).  

This area represents a 90 hectare coastal biolink between Area 20 (Cutlers Point access track 

from the Wonthaggi Heathlands) and Area 24 (Wilsons Rd and the western end of Cape 

Paterson). Complex vegetation communities at Harmers Haven include plants of regional, 

state and national significance.  Endangered, vulnerable and depleted ecological vegetation 

classes such as Damp Heathland/Swamp Scrub and Coastal Dune Scrub/Coast Banksia 

Woodland provide habitat for endangered and threatened faunal species as outlined in our 

earlier 2020 submission — and are the subject of our environmental concerns in our current 

response. 

In our 2020 submission to Parks Victoria during the first round of public consultations on 

plans for the YBMCP we drew attention to the central challenge of this project – resolving 

the tension between its conflicting aims of  

..maximising opportunities for community use (“open access”) and protecting and 

supporting the existing coastal environment, including any distinctive characteristics 

of existing settlements. (p.9) 

The Draft AIP does not convincingly address this challenge and, we believe, cannot begin to 

do so without drawing more fully on the detailed local knowledge of coastal residents and 
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conservationists who have worked to enhance the biodiversity values of the coastal 

foreshore at Harmers Haven for four decades.  

Our members have a close knowledge of the foreshore and its flora and fauna. It is 

imperative that such knowledge inform the next stage of plan development. 

We believe that the many inaccuracies and misunderstandings to be found in the Draft AIP 

reflect the failure of planners and designers to consult adequately at this local level. 

Our response to the Draft AIP falls into two parts: comments that apply to the Draft AIP as a 

whole and those which concern Harmers Haven in particular. Our overarching concern, 

however, is that the promotion of access to areas of the Victorian coast which have to date 

largely escaped the impacts of intensive settlement and development not compromise 

those very coastal values, environmental and social, it is designed to showcase. 

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

Part One: General Comments 

● That on-site, face-to-face meetings between coastal community representatives, the 

trail designers (relevant consultants) and the implementers and managers of the 

plan (Parks Victoria) be a central part of the next stage of plan development. 

 

● That the AIP acknowledge the ongoing resourcing needs for infrastructure 

maintenance, environmental monitoring and environmental protection that will 

arise from the increased volume of traffic and infrastructure in the Park. 

 

● That the AIP provide for regular reviews of access policy and regulations. In the 

meantime, the current restriction levels on non-pedestrian access remain, to be 

reviewed within two years to assess the impacts of increased Park usage. 

 

Part Two: Harmers Haven and the Draft Access and Infrastructure Plan 

● That beach walking through Harmers Haven during the Hooded Plover breeding 

season not be “promoted” and that use of the beach at high tide during this period 

be actively discouraged so as to minimise disturbance of nesting birds. 

 

● That unpatrolled beaches within the YBMCP not be promoted for swimming and that 

warnings about the dangers of these beaches be prominent in all YBMCP 

informational material and signage. 

 

● That alternative ways of providing access to and from the eastern side of Wonthaggi 

Heathlands be investigated such as land access via a new pathway to the north of 
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the Harmers Haven settlement, bypassing the most environmentally problematic 

areas of the option under consideration. 

● That the AIP not increase or enhance opportunities for access to the beach through 

the dunes. 

 

● That Harmers Haven not be designated a trailhead. 

 

● That the upgrading of the Area 23 (Wreck Bay/Coal Creek) carpark should only 

proceed if it involves no intrusion into native vegetation. 

 

● That Park nodes at the west end of Harmers Haven be located at the west end 

(Eddie’s) car park and at the beach access steps below it (Area 22). 

 

● That the management track running behind the houses at the west end of Viminaria 

Road not be upgraded to create a dual access Park trail and that Park users be 

encouraged to use Viminaria and Olearia Roads when transitioning to and from the 

beach in this area. 

 

PART 1: GENERAL COMMENTS 

 

The HHRRG believes that a number of issues arise in relation to the plan as a whole which 

need to be addressed in the next stage of its development. Together they reflect the largely 

unacknowledged tensions between the stated objectives of this project - between the 

protection and enhancement of the environmental assets of the YBMCP and the 

encouragement and facilitation of “universal access” to it. 

Our 2020 submission to the initial public consultation on the Park identified this tension as 

the critical, overarching issue that the AIP needed to address.  

1.1  Environmental objectives 

The HHRRG considers that the draft proposal gives insufficient weight to environmental 

objectives and impacts.  In our view, the prioritisation of “user experience” over 

environmental issues during the latest round of township consultations is symptomatic 

of this approach. 

The AIP suggests  

       …a balance can be achieved between the protection and, in fact, increase of 

environmental value of the project area whilst at the same time catering for the 

increased visitation demand.. (p.14). 

But it offers no evidence in support of this claim other than to suggest that certain 

efficiencies, presumably through economies of scale, can be realised by the mere fact of 

the consolidation of the previous reserves and parks along the Bass Coast. In the 
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absence of any detailed discussion of the likely environmental costs of the project, this 

remains a pious hope. 

Certainly the Draft AIP provides no strategy for achieving a net benefit (e.g. net 

vegetation gain) in terms of overall environmental outcomes. In fact, should this draft 

plan be carried out in its current form it would lead to native vegetation removal and 

irretrievable habitat loss in areas with high biodiversity values. 

1.2 Design process. 

The HHRRG considers that the draft proposal reflects a desk-top approach to trail 

design. Its many inaccuracies point to a lack of local knowledge. Such knowledge will be 

key to developing an AIP which can be implemented with minimal risk to environmental 

values (protection of vegetation/habitat/nesting sites), to trail users and to the amenity 

of local residents. 

We discuss the specific inaccuracies in the maps of Harmers Haven and the obstacles 

they pose to an understanding of the AIP’s intent in Part 2 below. We are aware, 

however, from discussions with other coastal groups that the problem is not confined to 

our area.  

Some well-defined existing trails in the Park are not shown on the map while new trails 

are proposed in areas that are patently unsuitable. Access points to beaches (and hence 

nodes) are incorrectly located. Recreational opportunities are identified at areas that are 

hazardous. 

The HHRRG believes that the next iteration of the AIP must be more fully informed 

about local realities than is the current Draft. It should be based on detailed and direct 

input from coastal communities and their representatives. 

 

Recommendation: That on-site, face-to-face meetings between coastal community 

representatives, the trail designers (relevant consultants) and the implementers and 

managers of the plan (Parks Victoria) be a central part of the next stage of plan 

development. 

 

1.3. Resourcing of AIP management. 

The draft proposal raises future resourcing issues which have not been fully articulated 

or addressed. These include both the increased resourcing needs of environmental 

monitoring and protection and the maintenance costs associated with the creation of 

new facilities and elements of the built environment within the Park. 

1.3.1. It is obvious that the increased volume of traffic through the Park that is 

anticipated in the AIP will pose a threat to wildlife habitat. The most obvious case 

is that of the Hooded Plover, a threatened species that nests along the “Beach 

Spine” of the proposed dual access trail between San Remo and Inverloch. 
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Currently much of the work of monitoring and protecting the Hooded Plover 

during the breeding season is carried out by volunteers. These arrangements are 

already coming under increased strain as the numbers of visitors to the beaches 

rise, along with an increasing number of unleashed dogs. 

These current arrangements (i.e. reliance on volunteers) will not in themselves 

provide a solution to Parks Victoria’s future needs and responsibilities in this 

area.  

1.3.2. Increased traffic along the “Dune Spine” (i.e. the coastal heath and scrub land 

adjacent to the beaches) will also involve threats to habitat and to environmental 

conservation values (e.g. dune erosion, vegetation degradation through 

introduction of weeds). 

The HHRRG believes the environmental impacts of increased access to the Park 

areas need to be regularly monitored and assessed and the future costs of this 

made explicit in the AIP. 

1.3.3.  Funding will also be required for maintenance of any new Park facilities (toilets, 

picnic tables, rubbish bins, bike-share racks) and new features of the built 

environment (elevated boardwalks, compacted tracks, signage along tracks etc.) 

 

1.3.4. We note that it is intended that the project develop both “delivery and 

maintenance strategies” and “a construction budget estimate (Draft AIP p.12) 

but not, evidently, forward-looking estimates of maintenance and monitoring 

costs. 

 

Recommendation. That the AIP acknowledge the ongoing resourcing needs for 

infrastructure maintenance, environmental monitoring and environmental protection that 

will arise from the increased volume of traffic and infrastructure in the Park. 

 

1.4  Universal access and its limits. 

The AIP acknowledges the practical reality that some areas of the Park will not be 

accessible to all users at all times by virtue of (say) fitness, age and degree of ability.  But 

it is largely silent on what restrictions, if any, might be imposed on trail use in the 

interests of environmental protection and public safety.   

This is particularly so in relation to non-pedestrian traffic. There is, for instance, no 

discussion of the degree of access (if any) to specific areas of the Park that might be 

allowed to horses, dogs and both motorised and non-motorised vehicles, including bikes. 

Beach access for horses is currently controlled by Parks Victoria through a permit system 

and is allowed only between the Powlett and Williamson’s beach. The presence of dogs 

on the beaches and through the foreshore areas, particularly from December to April, is 

also regulated and monitored by Parks Victoria. 
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With the exception of trail bikes, bike access to the beach, to the foreshore and 

heathlands, including through sensitive dune areas, is unregulated and appears to be on 

the increase. 

Imposing formal restrictions on Park access is a vexed issue, not least because any new 

restrictions will apply not only to Park visitors but to residents of coastal towns and 

hamlets as well. Nevertheless, with increased traffic through the Park, it is likely that the 

pressures for tighter regulation of non-pedestrian and even pedestrian access will grow.  

 

Recommendation: That the AIP provide for regular reviews of access policy and 

regulations. In the meantime, the current restriction levels on non-pedestrian access 

remain, to be reviewed within two years to assess the impacts of increased Park usage. 

 

PART 2.  HARMERS HAVEN AND THE DRAFT ACCESS AND INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN 

In its 2020 submission in relation to the proposed YBMCP Access and Infrastructure Plan,   

the HHRRG proposed that any dual access trail through the Park should by-pass Harmers 

Haven in view of its likely negative impacts on environmental assets and community 

amenity. There were two main reasons for this position. 

Firstly, we believed there was a compelling case for having a trailhead at the State Coal 

Mine in Wonthaggi, with close access to the Wonthaggi shopping precinct, in order to 

support local business. 

Secondly, we considered that bringing such a trail through Harmers Haven was likely to have 

negative impacts on environmental assets and community amenity, bringing irreversible 

changes to the overall character of the hamlet. 

The AIP has rejected this suggestion. It proposes instead to actively encourage use of the 

Harmers Haven beaches as a central part of the trail Beach Spine and to use existing (and 

some non-existent) pathways through the Wonthaggi Heathlands and parts of the 

Harmers Haven foreshore as part of a Dune Spine. 

The HHRRG believes that insufficient consideration has been given to the difficulties and 

indeed dangers involved in these proposals. 

2.1 The beach. 

A key recommendation of the draft plan as it concerns Harmers Haven is that beach 

walking be promoted as the primary walk to and through this area. This proposal seems 

designed to avoid immediate resolution of the difficulties of a walk into Harmers Haven 

from the Wonthaggi Heathlands or inland from Cape Paterson. It nevertheless still poses 

serious problems.  
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2.1.1 The most obvious is the impact of increased beach traffic on sensitive 

coastal vegetation and fauna, particularly on the threatened Hooded 

Plover but also on marine life (e.g. shellfish) and on dune systems. There 

is no serious discussion in the plan as to how such impacts are to be 

managed/mitigated other than by signage. 

 

 

 
 

2.1.2 Wreck Bay beach is shown on the Harmers Haven map (Draft AIP pp 62-

63) as being a swimming beach. While locals do swim at the beach at 

certain times, it is not a recreational/family beach as commonly 

understood. It is not patrolled and can be dangerous, especially at high 

tide. 

 

2.1.3 This is also the case at Cutlers beach, the surf beaches between Area 20  

(Cutlers) and Area 21 (known as Cape Lydia to locals) and at the other 

beaches (Baxter’s and Williamson’s) to the west of Harmers Haven. These 

beaches are used by fisherpeople and (board) surfers but are very 

seldom, if ever, used by locals for swimming because they have 

dangerous and unpredictable rips at both low and high tide. 

 

Recommendation: That beach walking through Harmers Haven during the Hooded Plover 

breeding season not be “promoted” and that use of the beach at high tide during this 

period be actively discouraged so as to minimise disturbance of nesting birds. 

Recommendation: That unpatrolled beaches within the YBMCP not be promoted for 

swimming and that warnings about the dangers of these beaches be prominent in all 

YBMCP informational material and signage. 

 

2.2 The “Dune Spine”. 

The Draft AIP proposes a second major access route into Harmers Haven through the 

Wonthaggi Heathlands, approaching Harmers Haven along the informal track that runs 

around the current rural private property (Ware) fence line and entering the settlement 

at the west end of Viminaria Road.  
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The details of this proposed trail remain unresolved and subject to “detailed assessment 

of impact to flora, fauna and drainage..” (Draft AIP p.62). 

2.2.1 The HHRRG described the obstacles to incorporating this informal track 

into a dual access trail at Sections 5.1 and 5.2.3. of our 2020 submission. 

The HHRRG continues to regard the creation of an upgraded walking trail 

(let alone a shared use trail) from the Wonthaggi Heathlands into 

Harmers Haven as deleterious to environmental values and contrary to 

the stated objectives of the project.  

 

2.2.2 We continue to support a trail design that would protect the most 

sensitive areas west of Harmers Haven by offering only loop walks 

through the Wonthaggi Heathland along existing walking tracks, avoiding 

Harmers Haven, or by creating a new pathway to the north of the 

settlement. 

 

We suggest that Parks Victoria explore the possibility of creating such a 

new pathway both through exploiting such synergies as may exist 

between this project and the Bass Coast Shire Council Biolinks initiative 

and/or through land acquisition where possible. (The Biolinks project is 

designed to identify and strengthen wildlife corridors connecting pockets 

of remnant native vegetation in the shire.) 
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2.2.3 A further issue relating to the Dune Spine is the presence on the Harmers 

Haven map (Draft AIP p.62) of a pathway running at a right angle to the 

existing rural (Ware) fence line and out to the beach. 

 

2.2.4 Such a pathway would have to pass through what is currently undisturbed 

foreshore vegetation and primary and secondary sand dune systems. No 

such trail currently exists and we can see no rationale for creating one. 

We assume this is a drafting error.  
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2.2.5 This trail also appears to intersect with an area which has recently had 

extensive weed removal and been revegetated by local volunteer groups. 

The proposed pathway does not currently exist, and we would oppose its 

creation. 

 

 
 

2.2.6 Beach access is however available at the west end of Viminaria Rd via a 

path that goes from the turning circle to beach access stairs just west of 

the small promontory at Area 21, sometimes called Cape Lydia. Neither 

the stairs nor this existing path is shown on the map but they provide a 

current defined access point to the beach which is safe and minimises 

environmental impact (though it should not in our view be upgraded for 

shared use). 

 

2.2.7 Despite these inaccuracies, it does appear the intent here may relate to 

the suggestion that the proposed trail be linked in to “existing informal 

dunal walking experiences” (Draft AIP p.62). 
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2.2.8 HHRRG opposes any proposal that will increase opportunities for access 

to the beach through the dunes. We do not support the creation or 

upgrading any trails across fragile and ever-changing primary and 

secondary dune systems.  

 

The aerial photo below illustrates the impact of increased use of the track 

from the Coal Creek Carpark to Wreck Bay on the dune system in that 

area. Note the extensive sand blow out between the Coal Creek Estuary 

bridge and the beach. 

 

 

2.2.9 We note, in regard to this area that the Draft AIP (p.63) proposes to 

“stabilise the dune and realign the track to the east” and to “rehabilitate 

(the) existing blow out to minimise sand blowing on the bridge.” 

Unfortunately, this proposal will only transfer the problem from one area 

to another. 

 

2.2.10 Any realignment of the access track to the east of the bridge, and 

redirection of pedestrian traffic, will negatively impact on primary dune 

habitat, Hooded Plover nesting sites at the Estuary mouth, and the 

Estuarine Wetland habitat that has attracted Orange-Bellied Parrots in 

recent years. 
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Recommendation: That alternative ways of providing access to and from the 

eastern side of Wonthaggi Heathlands be investigated such as land access via a 

new pathway to the north of the Harmers Haven settlement, bypassing the most 

environmentally problematic areas of the option under consideration. 

 

Recommendation: That the AIP not increase or enhance opportunities for access to 

the beach through the dunes. 

 

2.3 Viminaria Road (and beyond). 

The suggestion that Viminaria Road effectively form part of the coastal walk and 

provide for shared access is unrealistic, while upgrading it poses environmental risks. 

2.3.1 Viminaria Road is a dead-end, narrow, unsealed road, completely 

unsuited for the volume of traffic anticipated in the proposal. Upgrading 

of the road with a view to providing secure shared pedestrian and cyclist 

use would require extensive removal of existing roadside native 

vegetation. 
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2.3.2 The Bass Coast Shire’s Biodiversity Biolinks Plan (2018) has identified 

Viminaria Road’s roadside vegetation as a significant east-west biolink for 

remnant vegetation protection to enhance wildlife habitat for 

connectivity. This is a very sound reason for protecting this roadside 

vegetation rather than removing it. 

 

2.3.3 As noted in our earlier submission, HHRRG members have also expressed 

concern that use of Viminaria Road as a core element of the trail design 

would lead over time to demands that it be both widened and sealed, 

changing the current character of the location and encouraging higher 

traffic volumes and speeds along its length. These concerns are shared by 

members living in areas of Harmers Haven that lie along Berry’s Road as it 

turns into Old Boilers Road. 

 

2.3.4 We recognise, however, that in order to protect the established wildlife 

corridor on the south side of houses at the west end of Viminaria Road 

(identified at 2.6.7 below) it may be necessary or preferable to use a 

small section of Viminaria Road for pedestrians wishing to use the beach 

access steps and/or the car park in this area. Cyclists would continue to 

use Viminaria Road as they usually do. 
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2.3.5 This relevant section of Viminaria Road runs from the west end of 

Viminaria Road and connects to the car park at the head of Area 22 steps 

via Olearia Road (see 2.6.11 below). Its increased use by pedestrians is 

less problematic than use of the rest of Viminaria Road as it has less 

vehicle traffic and less remnant roadside vegetation than areas lying 

further to the east. 

 

2.4 Trailheads, trail gateways and trail nodes. 

 The AIP establishes a hierarchy of access points throughout the YBMCP. These range 

from trail interchanges, where public transport connections can be made, through to 

trail nodes where the trail “intersects with key routes both inside and outside the park” 

(Draft AIP p.48). 

        The proposed position of Harmers Haven in this schema is somewhat unclear. The main 

map of the area (Draft AIP pp 62-63) shows Harmers Haven as having four access nodes 

(one of which would appear to be incorrectly located). It does not, however, appear to 

show it as a trailhead. 

 Map 50, on the other hand, marks the (incorrectly named and located) Coal Point Beach 

Access point with a red dot, indicating a township trailhead. 

Trailheads, according to the Draft AIP, “mark the start and end points of specific trail 

sections” and “act as a cue for a mind set shift from a more hectic and dynamic “outer                                       

environment” to the more immersive and recreational “inner world” of the trail.” (Draft 

AIP p.48) 

On a more practical level, they are places offering preparatory facilities and supplies. 

If it is indeed the intention that Harmers Haven become a township (or park) trailhead, 

we believe it is misconceived. 
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2.4.1. Despite zoning, Harmers Haven is not in fact a “township” in the sense 

that Kilcunda, Cape Paterson or, more obviously, Inverloch can be said to 

be. 

 

2.4.2. None of the facilities associated with a trailhead (whether park or 

township), as outlined on p.48 of the Draft AIP, are available at Harmers 

Haven. There are no sources of supplies and no amenities – no kiosks, food 

or beverage outlets, no fuel supply, no reticulated water or taps, no picnic 

tables, no toilets and no rubbish bins. 

 

2.4.3. The creation of such a suite of facilities at either of the main “entry points” 

to the YBMCP at Harmers Haven (i.e. the two car parks) would be 

strenuously opposed by the HHRRG because such a process would 

irrevocably change the character of Harmers Haven and, ironically, detract 

from the experience of walking or cycling through the hamlet. 

 

2.4.4. We consider that Harmers Haven may more suitably be designated a trail 

gateway (as defined at Draft AIP p48)  i.e. a secondary entry point into the 

Park, linked to smaller existing car parks. 

 

Recommendation: That Harmers Haven not be designated a trailhead. 
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2.5. Car parks. 

Whether Harmers Haven be designated a trailhead or a trail gateway (or simply the 

location of several nodes), it is the intention that its existing car parks be used for Park 

access. 

We note in this regard that the plan incorrectly locates a car park at the far west end 

of Viminaria Road. This is in fact a turning circle, rather than a car park as such. It is 

used largely by surfers and dog walkers seeking access to the beach from this point. It 

is outside the footprint of the Park. 

 

The two formal car parks at HH are, at the west, the car park above the beach access 

stairs at Area 22 (sometimes known as Eddie Harmer’s carpark or Olearia Rd carpark) 

and, to the east, the Wreck Beach or Coal Creek Estuary car park at Area 23. The plan 

proposes that the capacity of the Area 23 car park be doubled, from 5 to 10 spaces. No 

change is proposed for the Area 22 car park. 

 

The HHRRG supports the upgrading of the Area 23 car park in order to make more 

efficient use of space. Given the number of cars that are at times present in the car 

park, we believe that it should be possible to achieve such an upgrade without 

expanding into vegetated areas. 
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Recommendation : That the upgrading of the Area 23 (Wreck Bay/Coal Creek) carpark 

should only proceed if it involves no intrusion into native vegetation. 

 

2.6. Trail nodes: some difficulties. 

The maps of Harmers Haven at the Draft AIP p62-63 show four trail nodes at Harmers 

Haven, two at the west end of the settlement and two further east - one located at a point 

where access to the beach is available via a small bridge over Coal Creek and one at the 

Wreck Bay/Coal Creek car park. 

It is our understanding that these locations are meant to act largely as signposts/transition 

points between the beach trail and inland routes, whether the latter are public roads or 

form part of the “Dune Spine”. 

The nodes to the east are accurately located, but the ones to the west are not. These 

drafting errors (reflecting again lack of local knowledge) make commentary difficult. 

 

2.6.1. The node shown on the beach at the west end of the Harmers settlement 

would not be accessible via any existing trail. As noted at 2.2.4 above, we 

understand the location of the trail shown on the map to be a drafting 

error. 
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2.6.2. The logical location for a beach node at this end of the settlement is at one 

or the other of the beach access stairs located on either side of the small 

promontory between Areas 21 and 22, sometimes called Cape Lydia. 

 

2.6.3. Locating this node at the steps at Area 22 (ie the east side of Cape Lydia) 

would line it up with the car park (“Eddie’s”) towards the west end of 

Viminaria Road, the logical location for the junction between beach and 

land access at this part of Harmers Haven. The Draft AIP map, however, 

places this node more or less adjacent to the turning circle at the end of 

Viminaria Road. 

 

2.6.4. The consequence of this confusion is that walkers and perhaps cyclists 

approaching the beach from either the Heathlands or Viminaria Road are 

to be directed to walk behind the houses at this end of Harmers Haven 

rather than down Olearia Road (not shown on the map) to a car park 

node. An existing management track is to be upgraded for this purpose. 

 

2.6.5. This proposal threatens both residential amenity and environmental 

values. It is perverse, given that the only park users who would really need 

to use this route are those walking along the beach at high tide- and even 

they could be encouraged to walk via Viminaria and Olearia Roads. 

 

2.6.6. While this track is already wide and is used to some degree by locals, it is 

at times boggy and would require significant structural works to make it 

suitable for all-season use by foot, let alone dual access. 

 



    Harmers Haven Residents & Ratepayers Group - Yallock Bulluk Marine & Coastal Park Consultation Submission       20 

 

2.6.7. The area behind properties 2-22 provides a wildlife corridor for several 

native species, including koalas, wombats, echidnas, wallabies and the 

endangered Southern Brown Bandicoot. 

 

2.6.8. HHRRG also considers that the prospect of large numbers of trail users 

(both pedestrians and cyclists) passing so close to properties abutting the 

management track will have a major deleterious impact on the amenity of 

these particular households and on the rural amenity of Harmers Haven 

more generally.  

 

2.6.9. Some of these households have for decades chosen not to fence their 

properties in order to create a connection between these properties and 

the coastal foreshore, contributing to the informal, rural character of this 

area which is an important aspect of overall community amenity. 

 

2.6.10. In the event of an upgraded, formal trail being constructed in this area, it  

is likely that these property owners will choose to fence their properties 

in an attempt to protect their privacy and the safety of children, thus 

affecting the amenity of the whole community. 

 

2.6.11. The alternative is to promote the use of a short section of Viminaria Road 

and Olearia Road in order to get to the steps below the car park (Area 22), 

encouraging use of these steps as the chief access point to the beach at 

the west end of Harmers.  
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2.6.12. The existing walking track to the steps to the west of Cape Lydia would 

continue to be available for beach access, particularly at high tide but 

access to that track via the management track would not be encouraged. 

 

Recommendation: That Park nodes at the west end of Harmers Haven be located at the 

west end (Eddie’s) car park and at the beach access steps below it. 

 

Recommendation: That the management track running behind the houses at the west end 

of Viminaria Road not be upgraded to create a dual access Park trail and that Park users 

be encouraged to use Viminaria and Olearia Roads when transitioning to and from the 

beach in this area. 

 

2.7.  The issue of accommodation. 

Under the heading “Park Supporting Services”(p.42), the Draft AIP identifies the location of 

existing private accommodation options available to Park users. These are largely outside 

the Park and in most cases located at areas that are designated as trailheads.  

It also suggests that the future growth of visitors to the Park may create opportunities for 

new accommodation offerings including “walk in remote camping, or high quality tent or 

cabin based stays in a “remote” landscape setting”. 

At p.43, the Draft AIP further explains that “in order not to deplete native vegetation in the 

park” the development of off-park accommodation options is preferred to in-park 

development (though the latter will be further investigated). 

Areas around the Wonthaggi Heathlands and Harmers Haven, as far west as Baxter’s Beach, 

are identified as representing a present accommodation “service gap” and hence an 

opportunity for accommodation provision.  

The related oval on the map at p.43 appears to identify both YBMCP land and private land 

(currently zoned either farming, low density residential or township) -and indeed the 

beaches and intertidal platforms - as presenting locations for “B&B offers or privately 

operated camping or cabin facilities.” 

The looseness of such proposals is disheartening. 

The current boundaries of the Harmers Haven township are quite tightly defined and there 

is little vacant land within them. While there are currently no constraints on residents and 

ratepayers offering casual accommodation services such as Air B&B, there is limited 

opportunity (if, in practice, any) to offer such services on a fully commercial scale. 

Again, it must be stressed that, despite zoning categories, Harmers Haven is more properly 

described as a hamlet than a township. It has no reticulated sewerage or mains water or 
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gas. Efficient and environmentally acceptable effluent disposal is a challenge, not least 

because lower lying areas of the settlement are subject to minor flooding. 

Within those areas of the Park itself that appear to fall within the “service gap” area, the 

HHRRG would strongly oppose the development of privately operated accommodation – or 

indeed any “remote” camping/cabin offers. 


