
SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS: REQUEST FOR DELETION OF CONDITION PROHIBITING PETS ASSOCIATED WITH PROPOSED HOLIDAY HOME 

(STANDARD) RENEWAL – NO. 3 (LOT 221) KNOWLES COURT SHADFORTH (2013/174; A3528) 
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Number 

Name & Address Verbatim Submission  Planning Services Comment 

1 Details omitted as 

per Council Policy. 

Submitter is a 
nearby landowner.  
 

We are writing in relation to the proposal lodged regarding pets at the 
above holiday rental house in our street.  Our main concern being pets. 
 
As owners of pets ourselves we can understand why people feel the 
need to have their pets with them whilst on holiday.  However, being a 
home owner in a street where we know all of the local animals and 
their nature/behaviour, we are hesitant to say the least about having 
some strange dogs/cats in our neighbourhood. 
 
Having this holiday home accommodation in our street has not been a 
problem to date but introducing animals into the mix will bring us a 
whole new set of concerns.  We would like to know how pets would be 
contained and if outside of the house, how does anyone know how a 
dog in a strange environment might react i.e. barking in particular. 
 
We do feel that as permanent residents of Knowles Court we are 
entitled to have some condition given with these matters.  I would also 
like to clarify a point made by Cherry Martin that her “neighbours dogs 
roam freely over her property”.  The only time that our dog may walk on 
the grass at the front of her house is when we are walking with it 
ourselves. 
 
Our worry initially was that things would be subject to change as the 
owner sees fit.  We are rate payers and having lived in this street 
longer than any other neighbour.  It is distressing that the Shire, in our 
eyes, would allow someone to put profit above the comfort of full time 
residents. 
 
We hope that our concerns are taken seriously and thank you for the 
chance to have our say. 

 Comments regarding no issue with holiday home 
operations to date are noted. 

 As per the relevant provisions of the Dog Act 1976, a 
dog, other than a dangerous dog, that is at premises 
such as a ‘holiday home’ is required to be held by a 
person who is capable of controlling the dog or securely 
tethered for a temporary purpose (i.e. the dog is not 
required to be effectively confined for it is not the 
premises at which the dog is ordinarily kept). 

 It is acknowledged that dogs in strange environments 
can behave differently than they do in a familiar 
environment.  Should residents experience consistent 
barking, the Shire’s Rangers should be contacted such 
that they can attend the property and discuss the matter 
further with the owners of the dog having regard to the 
provisions of the Dog Act 1976. 

2 Details omitted as 

per Council Policy. 

Submitter is an 
adjoining 
landowner.  
 

Thank you for informing of the proposal to allow pets to the holiday 
home.  We do not support the proposal because it is not possible to 
control the dog’s behaviour when visitors are away from the house. 
People do like to visit popular local areas such as beaches and 
National Parks where dogs are not permitted. Local people also tend to 
be at home during the peak holiday and weekend periods when dogs 
are likely to be at the house without the owner. We have not had any 
issues with barking in the area and would like this to continue.  
 
The thoughts of the local vet were sought as to the chances of barking 

 It is acknowledged that dogs in strange environments 
can behave differently than they do in a familiar 
environment.  Should residents experience consistent 
barking, the Shire’s Rangers should be contacted such 
that they can attend the property and discuss the matter 
further with the owners of the dog having regard to the 
provisions of the Dog Act 1976. 

 As per the relevant provisions of the Dog Act 1976, a 
dog, other than a dangerous dog, that is at premises 
such as a ‘holiday home’ is required to be held by a 
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being a concern. He stated the chances of dogs barking when left 
alone in an unfamiliar environment were very high. As dogs are 
boarded at the Vet Surgery, they are always trialled before being 
accepted. Many will not bark at home according to their owners, but 
put in an unfamiliar place they will bark. I would hope the shire would 
seek more expert opinion on this matter before allowing an 
unknowable number of different dogs onto the property. Although 
ranger services are available, it is hard to work with visitors and ranger 
staff when people are not resident to the area and ranger services may 
not be available when required (weekend, holidays). 
 
If it was decided to approve this request I assume the property owner 
would be subject to the same conditions other registered dog owners 
agree to when they sign the licence form, ie appropriate fencing. Also 
how would it be possible to control the number of dogs on the 
property? 
 
We do not support any cats being at the home. No matter how vigilant 
the owner, it is very easy for a cat to visit areas nearby where there is 
significant birdlife. We have a garden that attracts many birds and wish 
to continue providing an environment suitable for native wildlife.   
 
We also comment on the past 12 months as a holiday home. Although 
we were very concerned about various aspects at the time of initial 
approval, there have been no issues with visitors to the house. On 3-4 
occasions there appeared to be more than the approved number of 
people staying overnight evidenced by the number of vehicles parked 
overnight and people seen at the house. It is difficult to prove this 
unless we stand outside the property and take photos or video. That is 
not something we wish to do.  We trust the house will continue to be 
approved as appropriate for 6 people.  
 
I believe the approval period is now for 3 years? If new approvals are 
given, three years is a long wait time for any adjustments to be 
considered. We are happy with the way the house and guests have 
been managed and hope the same conditions for the holiday 
accommodation will apply over the coming years. 

person who is capable of controlling the dog or securely 
tethered for a temporary purpose (i.e. the dog is not 
required to be effectively confined for it is not the 
premises at which the dog is ordinarily kept). 

 The applicant has indicated that they do not intend for 
cats to be accommodated at the premises.  
Notwithstanding if they did and the cat caused a 
nuisance then the Shire’s Rangers should be contacted 
such that they can attend the property and discuss the 
matter further with the owner of the cat having regard to 
the provisions of the Cat Act 2011. 

 Comments regarding no issue with holiday home 
operations to date are noted. 

 The holiday home has been approved for a maximum of 
six (6) guests only, thus if additional guests are 
accommodated then the Shire can investigate the 
matter further. 

 As per Town Planning Scheme Policy No. 19.4: Holiday 
Homes, initial approvals are issued for twelve (12) 
months and then upon application for renewal a new 
planning approval is issued for three (3) years.  Annual 
health registration is still required and it at this point in 
time that the Shire could consider not granting health 
registration if there are valid complaints of approval 
lodged and the issues not addressed to the satisfaction 
of the Shire. 
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