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President’s Column 

It is very disturbing the way the 

Baulkham Hills council and the state 

government continue to attack the 

foundations of our freedom—private 

property rights. 

The entire planning process has de-

generated into one where non-owners 

now exercise greater power and control 

over property than the rightful owners. 

As detailed elsewhere in this newslet-

ter, at a recent council meeting, offi-

cers tabled another draft “Local Strat-

egy” that was far from “local” in its 

aims and content. In fact it simply re-

gurgitated state government urban 

consolidation mantra, dooming us all to 

a future of congestion, lack of choice, 

and unaffordable housing. And as if to 

add insult to injury, barely 2 weeks 

later, the council advised that the de-

tails are ready—but apparently secret, 

available only to the privileged! 

That, and the attempts to strengthen 

the government‟s powers of compul-

sory acquisition (see item on page 2), 

are a sad indictment of just how far we 

have moved away from a free and just 

society, towards one based on obedi-

ence and might. 

It was particularly galling to witness 

councillors professing support for keep-

ing planning local, yet when they had 

the chance to do just that, Labor and 

Community First councillors voted 

against it. 

Perhaps that is because they fear 

that if carried to its logical conclusion, 

local planning means respecting the 

principle of ownership—recognising that 

our future prosperity lies in allowing 

owners, rather than non-owners, to 

decide how they use their property. 

Alex Davidson, President. 

Agenda for upcoming AGM 
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More information ... 

The primary aim of 5 Acres Now is to regain the right, withdrawn 

some 40 years ago, to subdivide large lots to 5 acres or less in the 

so-called “rural” area of the shire of Baulkham Hills. That‟s why we 

are called 5 Acres Now. We believe this is a very reasonable goal 

that will help to reduce urban congestion and increase housing 

choice without undue impact upon the environment or 

infrastructure. To find out more, visit our website: 

www.5acresnow.com.au, or contact us as detailed below.  

SECRET 
DRAFT RURAL PLAN 

A recent council report revealed that the council has already decided on 

the future of our area, but is keeping the details under wraps. 

The report, tabled at the council meeting of 24 July 2008, relates to the 

2010 LEP, and includes the following statement: 

“To date, draft zoning, minimum lot size, height of buildings, floor space 

ratio and heritage maps have been prepared for the rural areas.” 

No further details are offered, and requests have been met with silence; 

however prior reports, such as the draft Local Strategy (see item on next 

page) suggest that the plan makes no provision for incorporating the wishes 

of those affected for a reduction in the minimum lot size. 

We call upon the council to put the details of this plan on the table now, so 

it can be openly debated, and amended to incorporate the wishes of affected 

landowners. Otherwise, there remains the risk that details will leak, perhaps 

benefiting some, while the most important “stakeholders”—current landown-

ers—are once again excluded from the process. 

The committee is seeking ideas for items to put on the agenda at our up-

coming AGM, which will be held late October or early November. How can we  

move forward with our case for reducing minimum lot sizes? Suggestions so 

far include: 

 Raising the profile of our website (volunteers, anyone?); 

 Further avenues for legal action, e.g. in respect of those who own property 

purchased before the imposition of the present restrictions; 

 Ways to put more pressure on politicians; 

 Establishing a development corporation with landowners as shareholders 

to promote large-lot residential development as a state-significant project;  

 Secession—investigate forming a new council area, or a new state with low 

taxes and constitutionally-protected private property rights; 

 Would the issue of lot size restrictions and their effects would be a suitable 

topic for a post-graduate thesis? 

 Widen our membership base by changing our name and aims to focus on 

all areas where large-lot residential development could occur, not just ar-

eas where the minimum lot size is greater than 5 acres. 

Please email your suggestions or comments to 5acresnow@ccstar.net, or 

telephone one of the committee members. 

The date and venue for the AGM will be notified later. 

President‟s comment: 

This whole decades-long episode of self-appointed elites deciding our fu-

ture for us belongs to the distant feudal past, not 21st century Australia. It is 

a type of serfdom. In its secrecy and lack of respect for other people‟s prop-

erty, it goes right to the heart of what is wrong with the “mates‟ state.” 

Spencer vs Commonwealth 

The courts might finally be starting to 

recognise that vegetation legislation 

takes away ownership rights. Check 

www.sosnews.org for details. 
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Private property rights under sustained attack. 

5 Acres Now Committee Members 

President Alex Davidson 9652 0285 Glenorie alex@ccstar.net 

Vice President Lynn Lollback 0418 118 906 Kenthurst all4lollback@AOL.com 

Secretary Sheryl Hookham  Forest Glen easygo2@bigpond.com 

Treasurer Carol Petith 9652 0015 Glenorie carolpetith@bigpond.com 

Committee member Gaye Wheatley 9652-1871 Glenorie primepropertygaye@century21.com.au 

Committee member Bob Lollback 0418 118 906 Kenthurst all4lollback@AOL.com 

Committee member John Wheatley 9652-1871 Glenorie  primepropertyjohn@century21.com.au 

Committee member Don Pye 4573-6446 Kenthurst donaldpye@bigpond.com 

Committee member Rob Laird 4572-8699  Cattai rcl@bigpond.com 

Members may have noticed a front-page article in the 

Sydney Morning Herald on 29 April 2008 about moves by 

the state government to increase their powers of compul-

sory acquisition. Under the proposal, the government would 

have been able to compel any owner to sell their property to 

the government for virtually any purpose, including “urban 

renewal or land release”. As well as setting the price, the 

government was to have been free to on-sell to whoever 

they wished, even before any development had occurred. 

This change to planning legislation appears to have been 

prompted by a successful challenge to the use of compul-

sory acquisition by the Parramatta council, where the forci-

bly-acquired properties would then be on-sold developers. 

Thankfully the increased powers of compulsory acquisi-

tion did not make it into law, but no-one should think that 

opponents of private ownership have given up. As recently 

as 26 August, a submission to the government prepared by 

the Baulkham Hills Council called for changes to the Just 

Terms Compensation Act “to protect local government from 

excessive land acquisition costs”. 

Not to be outdone, the Geelong City Council submission to 

the recent Senate Inquiry into Housing Affordability called 

for a „betterment tax‟, so as to “capture betterment or wind-

fall gains which land owners sustain when higher order de-

velopment rights are conferred on land by the wider com-

munity”—a masterpiece of propaganda that ignores the fact 

landowners received no compensation when ownership 

rights were stripped from them in the first place. 

Proposals such as these are a blatant attack on the prin-

ciples of private ownership and free-market prosperity, pav-

ing the way to land nationalisation or even outright commu-

nism. They represent nothing more than the politics of 

envy—a misguided belief that gaining wealth through plun-

der is just as legitimate as gaining it through hard work, fore-

sight and wise decision-making. 

Draft Local Strategy again fails to respect the interests of landowners. 

On the 10 June this year about 50 supporters attended a 

council meeting to hear debate on the Draft Local Strategy. 

Billed as the council‟s “New Strategic Direction for Baulk-

ham Hills Shire”, and also known as “Hills 2026”, this plan 

sets out to prescribe how we all shall live for the next 2 or 

more decades. 

The debate was kicked off by the President of 5 Acres 

Now, Alex Davidson, who was also speaking on behalf of the 

2156 Landowners Association and Hands Off Private Prop-

erty. He  noted that in regard to the so-called “rural” parts of 

the shire, the strategy simply takes its 10 key “directions” 

word-for-word from the same Rural Land Study that was 

unanimously rejected by councillors in 2004, and fails to 

take into account the concerns and interests of affected 

property owners. 

Alex pointed out that once again important principles and 

landowner concerns had been ignored: “... there is no ac-

knowledgement that all the restrictive planning controls that 

are bound to arise from this Strategy will override and un-

dermine ownership rights–no acknowledgment that the 

proper way to do things, is to seek the consent of those who 

ownership rights might be affected”. 

Continuing in this vein, he went on to say: “Also disquiet-

ing is the way well-researched and well-reasoned arguments 

against the Rural Strategy are dismissed as either repetition 

of previous concerns, or as „not in accordance with the 

strategy‟. That is the sort of treatment one might expect in a 

dictatorship, but certainly not in a democracy.”  

He closed by reminding the council of the numerous calls 

to reduce the minimum lot size in the so-called “rural” area, 

and how doing so would put the “local” back into planning, 

and help housing affordability. 

There was a clear split in the ensuing debate, with the 

Labor and Community First alliance opposing an amend-

ment proposed by Cr Ray Williams (Liberal) to review lot 

sizes in the rural areas. The vote was evenly split 5 all, but 

lost on Mayor Phillip‟s (Community First) casting vote. 

The unmistakeable message to take away from the meet-

ing was that the current council sees itself as an instrument 

of the state government, charged with making sure that re-

strictions upon ownership rights remain in place at all cost, 

regardless of reason or justice. Might has displaced right. 


