Issues regarding the Bluesfest

Update 8th September  of a document sent to Bluesfest & council 8th August.

The document below was prepared on Jan Barham’s request to address issues that the community wanted addressing in the event that the Bluesfest was imposed on Tyagarah either by Byron Shire Council, or by the State government. 

The issue goes back to council on the 10th, no substantive response has been received to the issues from the Bluesfest, although a few have been addressed. The senior planner responsible, if I understood him correctly, said that he had not seen this document, and had received no instructions to address it as it had not formed part of council’s instructions – which of course is expected since the request to produce this was part of a mediation by Jan Barham immediately after the council meeting where consent was deferred.
I have reviewed the changes to consent conditions, and Bluesfest’s response – which is not available on council website, but is now on www.tyagarah.org 
Below is a collation of issues relating to the Bluesfest at Tyagarah that need addressing. They are collected from quite a number of people in the community and so do not represent the viewpoint of any one person, or any group.  In some cases issues have been summarised, in others I have cut-and-pasted them directly as they are specific to one particular business or residence. 

I have tried to group the issues logically to cover the key areas of concern.

A. Traffic Parking & Access – how people come and go from their properties, and how that is impacted by illegal / insufficient parking.

B. Security and Safety – concerns about bringing 20,000 people in various stages of intoxication into a rural neighbourhood.

C. Issues of specific businesses, including the airport precinct – which include access and security issues, and impact on their businesses. 

D. Other local Amenity issues including the beach; noise; cleanup; and the numbers

E. Sustainability & Safety – environmental impact, sustainability of the festival, flooding, wildlife etc – issues beyond immediate neighbourhood.

F. Social sustainability – the impact of a festival of this scale on the area – including Mullum, Brunswick Heads etc.

G. Rebuilding Trust – taking the heat out of the dialogue and rebuilding some trust and respectful dialogue 

This collection will deal mainly with #A-D, because these are the easiest issues to quantify and get clear consent conditions and are the most direct impact on the immediate neighbours. Where people have raised concerns in the other areas – especially #G they are listed below, though it may be that some other group – e.g. council, or local environment groups, need to take on assessing whether they are met. 

Below is a collation of issues received so far, a draft was emailed to the neighbourhood on Friday, and responses incorporated, but there may be more issues to come in as many people have not been able to be contacted at such short notice. 

The list is long, and there may be more issues to come, but it reflects the substantial potential loss of amenity a festival of this scale has on local residents, and of course reflects the perception by many respondents that issues have already been raised, and have not been addressed.

Almost everyone spoken to remain opposed to bringing a mega-festival to Tyagarah, the issues below reflect the MINIMUM needed to reduce the impact on their Amenity during the Bluesfest.
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PROCESS

I would suggest that the process should be that Viccii and the Bluesfest team should have a chance to respond to this. 

It is also possible that there are issues here that have been addressed in some part of the DA report, in which case a reference to a specific page number and a cut-and-paste of the relevant text should be sufficient to deal with the issue. 

Jan has also pointed out that in some cases the issue is not for the Bluesfest to deal with – e.g. issues with delays to locals due to multiple RBT’s every time they come or go. (This specifically happened recently at Splendour). If an issue cannot be addressed by, or is not the responsibility of the Bluesfest it becomes an inevitable negative impact of the development being approved, and should be considered by council as such. The Bluesfest should be encouraged to take all the issues seriously, and treat them all as their responsibility to find a solution.

A. Local Amenity – Traffic, Parking & Access

1. Traffic

Background – no-one really understands (including locals and RTA and council) what the impact will be, or even what is being proposed. 

Making the planned traffic flows clearer

The Bluesfest has been asked (6th Aug) to provide a separate map that shows that access, to each of:  
* Grays Lane (including gliding club, ballooning etc) ; 
* Airport precinct (including lapidary club)
* Wreckers 
* Servo
* Fox Lane
* Andersons Hill 
* Neighbours to the north of the site (e.g. the person whose name who spoke at the council meeting, I didn't catch his name).
* and also one showing to and from Mullum to Byron.

from – in each case - North, South & Mullum.

If the traffic flow varies between off-peak and peak-in and peak-out then show how the local traffic will interact with festival traffic at those times. 

At this point (8th Aug) the maps haven’t been received, an example map covering Grays Lane & the Airfield is attached.

As of 10th Aug, no maps of local traffic flows have been received, however they are deducable from the maps provided by Bluesfest of blues traffic flows. 
2. Inaccurate Modelling & lack of clarity of RTA approval.

There were concerns raised at the council meeting by Tony Baggio that the models provided by the Bluesfest did not take account of the delay to festival traffic by interaction with local traffic, in particular at the busy fox-lane roundabout. 

Please provide confirmation of how the flow of local traffic will impact the ability of the blues to ensure it meets the conditions that the RTA requires.

There were also specific concerns brought up by Tony that the RTA signoff was not nearly as clear as represented. 

The community requests that a meeting be held between Bluesfest’s traffic consultants, the RTA, council, and a traffic consultant representing the neighbourhood, so that the latter can confirm that Bluesfest has adequately modelled the local-flows, and taken them into account when predicting its impact both on local-flows and on the highway. 

There are likely to be other specific issues once the maps are received, however based on the information received so far. 

Blues fest is still claiming that its modelling is accurate, a separate report commissioned from Hollands – also on www.tyagarah.org. suggests the contrary.
3. Priority to local traffic

Traffic controllers to give priority at all times to local traffic (including from Mullum heading south) over festival patrons, and such priority to be taken into account in Bluesfest predictions of traffic flows to the festival. 

No such assurance has been received. 
4. Minimal traffic delays

Minimal delay consent clause (#19) to be extended to cover operations, not just construction. 

The council report and Bluesfest  (page 19 of traffic) now specifically says that we WILL be inconvenienced, and the consent clause has NOT been extended to cover operations – At construction time, delays  aren’t much of an issue we can drive around it then via the highway.
5. Grays Lane access

The right-turn off the highway into Grays Lane, to be left open for access to Grays Lane, Glider club/ballooning, and Airport, but restricted from access to the festival site (e.g. by blocking north of the Airfield turnoff from the frontage road). Obviously such access will need appropriate signage & traffic control to ensure it is not used by festival goers to avoid long traffic delays to the site. A map is attached.

Bluesfest are still talking to the RTA who so far haven’t budged, Council Staff say its not their problem, and won’t consider the social impact of the delays to local residents,that they are now admitting will occur (blues traffic page 19) and the impact on the airfield’s business.
6. Fox Lane access

At the council meeting, Tony Baggio expressed concerns that traffic to and from Fox Lane would be required to enter the Bluesfest itself, exit again, and turn around to get back to their residences. 

I understand that since the council meeting, a proposal has been sent to Fox Lane, but have not seen it, and do not know if it meets their needs. 

I haven’t seen this yet, so cannot comment.
7. Parking sizes

As Richard Staples pointed out at the council meeting, the estimates for numbers-of-people per car are wildly optimistic. Any inability to park on-site will put pressure on illegal parking. 

The parking numbers, need to be revised to show a realistic number, based on prior experience of festivals incorporating camping on-site, and they need to show how these cars can be accommodated on-site. 

Bluesfest are claiming that even at 2.5persons per vehicle, as long as 25% of patrons come by public transport that the parking can be accommodated on site.. (Bluesfest traffic page 12)
8. Contingency plan if car-parking inoperable due to mud

Last year at the Bluesfest the car park had to be closed because of mud, there was significant impact from illegal parking as a result.  The Bluesfest needs to show its contingency plan in case of an unusable car-park, and if necessary close the festival if it cannot accommodate all cars on-site. 

Bluesfest are claiming the parking area can be adequately drained. (bluesrep#6.1)
9. Meaningful penalties on illegal parking

There need to be meaningful penalties on patrons who park illegally, including towing of vehicles, and fines on the festival if they inadequately police it.

This has not been addressed, other than to say that they will employ additional police, and put parking restrictions on Grays Lane.  Residents in the vicinity of previous Bluesfest have told us that restrictions are ignored, and that people are willing to pay the rarely imposed small fines, rather than deal with delays parking etc. 
10. Grays Lane Parking during flooding incidents

In cases of lesser flooding, not sufficient to close the festival, but sufficient to flood Grays Lane, there is a need for residents of that area to park on the highway side of the flood. 

There needs to be a parking area at the junction of Grays Lane and the highway at the highest point (just inside the wildlife fence on the frontage road, and the other side of the road). If there is no flood, then this needs to be no-parking, if there is a flood, then this area needs to be available to local residents for parking, and secured so that residents can safely leave their cars there overnight despite the increased number of people in the vicinity.

This appears to have been addressed (page 23 on the Traffic maps), however the parking is shown in the middle of the highway rather than on Tanner Lane at its intersection with Grays Lane. 

Please note this is NOT as suggested an issue just during a flood evacuation of the Bluesfest site. Residents of Grays Lane and adjoining streets have to park there whenever a flood of Grays Lane is imminent, which has been 2 out of the last 4 or 5 easters. 
11. Public Transport – parking, alcohol, amenity, security issues 

If it is proposed to use shuttle buses to bring patrons to the site, then the Bluesfest needs to show it has engaged a sufficient number of buses to transport its estimate of patrons using the service, and show its reasoning of why patrons are likely to use the bus – given that the Bluesfest is predicting minimal delays to traffic, and no parking fees. 

The Bluesfest needs to show that there is adequate parking at and around the proposed pickup places for the buses, and that the use of this parking by Bluesfest patrons will not impact on businesses and residences in the vicinity of pick-up points. 

The Bluesfest needs to show that there has been adequate liason with local police to ensure that patrons driving away from such pick-up points are not under the influence of drugs or alcohol. 

The Bluesfest needs to address the amenity and security issues of residents near pick-up, drop-off points. 

This has not been addressed, the Bluesfest response point 3.5 says they haven’t addressd the traffic impact on Mullum or bruns, despite the assuption that 25% of patrons will arrive by public transport, i.e. they haven’t addressed how patrons will get to and from pickup points, nor the  effect of likely inebriation on those patrons then driving away. 
B. Local Amenity -  Security and Safety

Background
Residents are concerned about illegal camping, blocks being trespassed on and used as toilets etc. 

12. Restriction on Grays Lane and Airfield access

Traffic up Grays Lane, and Fox Lane,  and  Airfield to be restricted to residents, and locals, and visitors to those premises, with 24-hour security.

Apparently it was mentioned by a speaker at the site visit on 4th August, that Grays Lane would have 24-hour security, with access only to E.Tyagarah residents, although the commitment does not appear in the DA, or consent conditions.  It needs to be made clear how this will function to allow through legitimate visitors (it is Easter holiday after all), and the legal issues of restricting access to the beach (point 27 below) needs addressing. 

Specific security issues for the Wreckers, Servo, Airfield are dealt with below, the  Lapidiary Club has not yet been able to be reached. 

It has not been made clear how Bluesfest will keep patrons from wandering around the airfield, or Grays Lane while allowing the normal business and residents access to continue – this is unsurprising, as its likely to be impossible to do this properly. 
13. RBT impact on delays to locals

During the recent Splendour, some local residents were stopped by RBT three times between Byron and the highway adding unacceptable delay. While most residents support, and even encourage a strong police deterrent to drink/drug driving, locals are concerned that multiple stops cause unreasonable delays 

The Bluesfest needs to show how RBT will be incorporated in such a way to adequately police inebriated punters, while not significantly delaying local residents, for example through RBT provision on-site at exit points, rather than on parts of the road that have to be shared by local residents. 

This has not been addressed, 
14. Meaningful disincentives for impacting local amenity

Security implications for Bluesfest patrons to be significant, for example illegal parking should result in towing, camping should result in confiscation of equipment and a penalty imposed,  and immediate removal of festival wrist-band for any infringement of local amenity. 

Such implications need to be widely publicised to patrons so that they act as a disincentive. 

In the event of inadequate policing to ensure amenity, there need to be meaningful penalties (e.g. fines) on the Bluesfest. 

This has not been addressed, and the experience of Bluesfest’s previous neighbours shows that penalties are inadequate to deter anti-social behavior by the patrons – especially in the state of intoxication of many of them.
15. Action in the event of closure of the festival

What plan is there to notify ticket holders if the event has to be cancelled at the last minute due to flooding, or for any reason related to a breach of consent conditions – for example if traffic is backing up on the highway.

This has not been addressed
16. Independent numbers to call

Residents need a number to call if there are security issues, as Vickii said it may be more effective to call the Bluesfest directly, but local residents need a backup number (with 24-hour service) in case of non-response by Bluesfest. Being told to contact police is not sufficient as at Easter such issues are never the police’s top priority.

The residents have been denied access to independent phone numbers (Bluesfest response #4.2,) in the event of unresponsiveness from Bluesfest.
C. Specific concerns of businesses and airport

Impacts on local businesses are likely to be significant, all spoken to had security and access issues, and were concerned at the lack of attempts by the Bluesfest to address these issues despite them having been raised previously. 
17. Impact on the Servo

The following points have been raised by Marilyn at the Servo.

 

I write on behalf of Marilyn and the Tyagarah Service Station
If the Blues festival is approved we will be directly affected and the only permanent business in the precinct trading over the festival period
In anticipation we ask that issues be addressed and resolved before approval
1/ We have only 2 toilets  - thus portaloos x 8 required
2/ Security fencing to prevent people using the servo as a route to jump the fence to the festival and moveable barriers across our entrance when required .
3/ Security personal 24 / 7 at the servo and surrounds
4/ Garbage - Appropriate waste plan - including bins and regular collection out of business hours
5/ Fuel & Gas supply to the festival . First and last offer on volume and price
6/ Blues Festival Tickets - 10 Full passes
 

Marilyn de Ruyter  &
James Blacket
Sundevices
02 66844388
0421 630600
I note that these points were in their submission on the DA, but not addressed yet.

I am not aware whether the Servo’s issues have been addressed. 
18. Concerns raised by the Car yard and Wreckers

Brunswick Wreckers, Ian 66842351, said he would possibly have to close his business Thurs, Sat and Tuesday and wanted compensation plus 24 hour security. 

Mark Kellie & Karen Dobson  of Brunz Auto has similar concerns.

As the owner of Brunz auto group car sales we would like to express our concerns of the impact a
Festival of this nature will have on our business and other businesses in the immediate area .
 
1.        customers will avoid this area for entire Easter holidays due to the traffic line ups as seen in the Byron area at other large events . This will have a great financial effect as Easter is normally one of our busiest  times of year .  We want Bluesfest to pay compensation for loss of business during this period. 
 
2.        We will have to employ onsite security 24 hours as persons may try to access the festival site via our premises. And also to protect our stock from vandalism , as there will be many intoxicated persons in the vicinity . We want Bluesfest to provide or pay for security.  
 
3.        Our residence is only 290 meters from the festival site and noise will have a great effect on the enjoyment of our home.  We want some kind of input from Bluesfest about noise and discussion of how to deal with the impacts. 
 
4.        There are over ten people employed within the car yard /workshop and wreckers and these people will lose substantial amounts of wages due to it being unviable to open during this time. We want the Bluesfest to compensate the staff for lost wages during this period. 

I am not aware whether the Car Yard’s issues have been addressed. 
19. Concerns raised by the Brunswick Wreckers

The following has been received from Ian & Cherise Walsh.  I believe that the Wreckers and Car Yard are separate businesses, and that these issues are separate – though similar to the issues raised by Mark & Karen.
As the proprietors of Brunswick Byron Auto Wreckers we would like to express our concerns the impact of the Blues Festival will have on our business.

1. As a small business we are naturally very concerned at how we will be able to trade over the period immediately leading up to, during and just after the 5 day festival, mainly the Thursday, Saturday morning and the Tuesday. There is only one point of entry to our business and this will be inaccessible due to traffic, our customers both general public and account holders, couriers etc will avoid us. During tough economic times we have to be able to open for business.

2. Security is a major concern. As a Wrecking Yard/Junk Yard we are concerned about the possibility of people trying to access the festival through our property. There are many obstacles on our property which can be seen by day but will not be seen at night. Obviously any trespasser risks injury.

3. We currently have 9 staff employed here at the wreckers and they will suffer loss of income over this period. No Customers = No Work.

We would like to think that we will be able to address our concerns above with the Blues Festival Management and work out a strategy that will enable us to trade over this period.
I am not aware whether the Wreckers issues have been addressed. 
20. Concerns raised by business operators and pilots at the Airfield

· were concerned about the security and safety of their Aviation Gas Turbine storage tanks.
· Some of them have been assuming that council will supply security, and are now concerned. Specifically, there is concern that the eastern end of the runway adjoins Bluesfest land, there needs to be security fences, and adequate security to deal with fence-jumpers. 
Another response…

As owners of aircraft based at Tyagarah Airfield we have some concerns and suggestions re the proposal to hold the Blues Festival at Tyagarah.
These relate to the areas of access and security.
· We require and expect unhindered access to the airfield during the festival. This should include the ability for airfield-bound vehicular traffic to turn right off the highway northbound into Grays Lane and use the service road as normal to reach the airfield entrance, rather than getting tangled up with Festival traffic at the northern end of the service road. 
· We strongly recommend 24 hour security for the airfield precinct for the full duration of the Festival. We do not wish to see festival goers, possibly affected by alcohol or substance abuse, wandering amongst the hangars and fuel storage facilities.
· We believe Council should incorporate both these suggestions into the consent conditions of the DA.
Bluesfest’s extra security may address some of these points, however the level of security provision is according to consent condition #55 to be in the “Event Management Plan”.

 The access issues have specifically been denied, i.e. airport patrons will have to negotiate the festival traffic to access the airfield.

21. Pistol club specific issues

The pistol club has specific issues regarding security, and its buffer zone, it is understood that this will be dealt with outside the scope of this process.

This is still in the consent conditions, although the council report is leading towards it looking like the cost and liability is going to be on the Pistol Club.

22. Lapidiary Club

It has not been possible to contact the Lapidiary club for their issues yet.

23. John Jacona – access across his exclusive land

John is the neighbour immediately to the north, at the council meeting he raised the specific issue that the land being planned for the new exit off the highway southbound is across land over which he has exclusive use. 

No information is available as to whether this has been addressed.

24. John Jacona – other issues

John raised several other issues at the meeting, mostly based on the incorrect statement in the DA that there is no activity on his Lot, (Lot 162?).  I do not have contact information for John to find out what his other issues are (Security, Noise, Access, etc?)

No information is available as to whether this has been addressed.

D. Local Amenity

25. Noise – temperature inversion

Any acoustic reports need to take account of the temperature inversion over this valley, and it should not be assumed that the noise impact at midday is the same as in the evening, or early morning when the effect of the inversion is at its largest. 

This means that the geographical area of impact is likely to be substantially larger than any acoustic report that did not take into account such an inversion will deal with, in fact there are concerns from Brunswick Heads residents that the festival will be significantly audible in Brunswick.

Consent condition #109 now requires them to consider “likely meteorological conditions”. 

It is noticeable that the noise levels at Tandys Lane – where the speakers are pointing are predicted at 46db. Keeping below this level should be a consent condition.
26. Noise – independent monitoring

There needs to be independent noise reporting, and also a visit by for example councillors at the worst times so that the subjective impact can be assessed.

The issue of noise impact on Anderson’s Hill residents – especially those at the east end, who will be directly overlooking the site – do not appear to have been addressed.

Consent condition #109 now requires independent monitoring.
27. Noise – independent number to call

Residents need a number to call if there are noise issues, in the event of lack of response, they also need a backup number to call to someone independent with authority to act (e.g. council) and this needs to be a number that will be answered during festival hours. 

Access to an indepent number has been denied.
28. Cleanup

There needs to be a meaningful cleanup of any places where festival patrons cause impacts, for example litter, destruction of roadside plantings by illegally parked vehicles, damage to the beach or foreshore.  

There should be a presumption that bringing in 20,000 patrons means that impacts are most likely the result of those patrons and it should not be incumbent on council, residents or police to prove such action was a result of a Bluesfest patron to ensure that appropriate remedial action is taken quickly. 

I am not able to find any consent condition relating to cleanup of the impacts on the neighbourhood. , 
29. Beach – access issues

The issue of Tyagarah beach does not appear to have been addressed at all, and contradictory information has been presented as to whether the public, and patrons will have access to the beach or not. 

Clarification is needed as to who will have access to Tyagarah Beach. 

If festival goers are to be restricted from access then it needs to be clear how they will be distinguished from locals and other tourists.

if festival goers have access to the beach, then issues of the impact of festival goers need to be addressed. 

If visitors, other local residents, tourists etc are to be restricted then the legal (SEPP71) issues of doing that need to be addressed. 

Bluesfest responds that they are “happy to work with local residents and council to develop and implement strategies” we believe this is inadequate because we do not believe there is a solution that preserves access to the beach for locals and non-bluesfest tourists, while keeping it from being overrun by Bluesfest patrons looking for a beach experience prior to the festival starting at noon.   

This needs to be addressed BEFORE consent is given. 
30. Beach – illegal camping

Since the beach is likely to be the prime illegal-camping site, the Bluesfest needs to show how their security will keep the beach clear of illegal camping.

We can’t find where this is specifically addressed, or whether the beach is included in security patrols.
31. Numbers - Reduced numbers

There are substantial concerns at the numbers of people proposed to be attending, and at the Bluesfest’s ability to successfully manage the impacts, locally and on the shire of this many patrons.

The numbers need to be reduced to the approval numbers for previous years or lower, at least until Bluesfest have shown their ability to manage such numbers,

Surprise, surprise – didn’t expect this to be addressed.
32. Numbers – who gets counted

The numbers need to include everyone on-site, including staff, volunteers, VIP’s otherwise it is easy to add a significant extra number. 

This specifically has NOT been addressed, and we understand that previously the number of VIP’s and uncounted volunteers etc is substantive and not included in other estimates. 
33. Numbers – independent verification

It is known (and I am informed that evidence exists) that the Bluesfest has abused its number restriction in the past.  There needs to be an INDEPENDENT monitor of the numbers.

To be meaningful the independent monitors need authority to shut off any additional access if the approved numbers onsite are exceeded at any time. 

The Bluesfest needs to show how it will deal with any such shut-off.

Consent condition #140 requires evidence AFTER the event of numbers, there is no requirement for independent monitoring, although this is standard at many events just for the benefit of advertisers. Since I am told there is evidence that the Bluesfest has abused its limit in the past, this point does not appear to have been taken seriously. 
E. Sustainability & Safety issues other than those to close residents

34. Flood evacuation plan

A flood evacuation plan is needed, prior to approval, including details of how 20,000 patrons or 7,500 campers will be evacuated within the time-period of expected notice (locals know that the number of 6 hours is longer than they will have), including taking into account the likely intoxication state of a significant number of punters. 

An evacuation plan has been presented.  It is hard to take it too seriously given that no explicit consideration is given to the state of intoxication of many participants, who are expected to pack down and evacuate their sites in 1-2 hours in a state where many would have difficulty finding their shoes.
35. Flood evacuation – impact on nature reserve & estuary

Concerns were raised in the Brunswick Estuary Management Committee in 2005 about the impact on Simpsons Creek and the Tyagarah Nature Reserve of detritus from floods floating off into the reserve and estuary, and that no adequate floods risk strategy has been prepared.

The evacuation plan needs to show what it is proposed to evacuate and what will be left, and how what is left is permissible and will not impact the environment. For example it could be said that tents are a “temporary structure” that need to be flood-proof (impossible) or removed within that time. 

Specific concerns relate to wastewater storage; toilet facilities; cars; generators and diesel storage etc. 

The flood evacuation strategy addresses toilets and wastewater in the “4.3.1.2 Flooding during Bump-in”, but noticeably omits them in “4.3.2 Flooding during the event”
36. Sustainability commitments in the report made concrete and in consent conditions

There is considerable concern that the sustainability report is greenwashing, and that environmental sustainability has dropped significantly since the change of ownership, and that this indicates a lack of interest in sustainability by the current management and ownership.  For example the return  since the change of ownership to the user of plastic rather than compostable plates and cups. 
The commitments to a green festival in the sustainability report need to be turned into real actionable numbers rather than vague statements, and made a condition of consent.

Detail feedback on the sustainability plan has been requested, and will be incorporated when received. 

A separate report was sent collated from responses of people with sustainability and event-sustainability, which in summary said that Bluesfest’s sustainability report contained items that mostly were either required anyway, or were insubstantial vague commitments. No response to the detailed suggestions made in that report has been received as of this date.
37. Community Support through donations

There is much anecdotal evidence that the commitment to the community through donations has substantially dropped off since the change of ownership,.

The amount and recipients of donations in recent years needs documenting, and compared to those before a change of ownership. 

If the commitment to a level of support of the community is to be taken seriously, then it needs to be a condition of consent rather than a vague statement.

Not addressed. 
38. Acid Sulfate Soils

Specific concerns relating to acid-sulfate soils were raised by Cr Morrisey during the council meeting, and the relationship between laser levelling and those soils. 

Also the issue of disturbing those soils while burying infrastructure (e.g. reticulated water) underground.  

Addressed by Bluesfest response #8.4 which we are not experts enough to judge.
39. Impact on nature reserve & neighbours of fence jumpers

All festivals in this area suffer from a significant number of, mostly young people trying to fence-jump. That is not just a problem for the Bluesfest, since people trying to fence-jump will be trespassing on adjoining land (nature reserve, airport, other neighbours) while attempting to get to weak points in the security.

Bluesfest need to show how the fencing that is trying to be jumped has an adequate and policable buffer zone around it, that is not sensitive nature reserve or neighbouring properties.  

This should include dealing with fence-jumpers inadequately informed who try and access the festival from the beach-side or the access track through the nature reserve. 

We don’t believe this has  been addressed.
40. Health

Easter is peak season for both mosquitoes and Ross River concerns have been raised that significant infection will occur, and that this will cause a significant spread of Ross River fever to other parts of the northern rivers or further afield. 

Not addressed.
F. Social Sustainability

There are significant issues related to the impact on both Brunswick Heads and Mullumbimby. 

Active community members in both towns have been contacted and asked to collate concerns, and potential remedial actions, from different people in those towns as quickly as possible, and I will incorporate them as soon as they are received.

41. Impact on Brunswick

(Unlike Splendor) There does not appear have been any attempt by the Bluesfest Organisers to make contact with the Brunswick Heads Progress Association or Chamber of Commerce etc.
A Brunswick resident has raised the following questions.  
1. What are the economic impacts on Brunswick Heads, including impacts on accommodation, local business, traffic and parking, employment opportunities and Brunswick¹s Tourism Management Strategy?

2. What are economic impacts on Brunswick Heads if the site is used for multiple festivals?

3. What are the social and cultural impacts on Brunswick Heads including safety issues, traffic and parking, noise from the site, and youth engagement?

4. What will be the environmental impacts on Brunswick Heads and its surrounding natural areas taking into consideration? -potential impacts on river and estuarine system, including, pollution from the site and acid sulphate soils. -potential impacts on the wildlife given that the local nature reserves including the Tyagarah Nature Reserves are regionally significant wildlife corridors for north-south migration along the NSW coast

5. Why one of the primary principles of the Brunswick Estuary Management Plan “to prevent development of any major tourist facilities within Brunswick Heads or Mullumbimby, (as) these may have adverse effects on the cultural setting and health of the estuary” should not also be applied to the Tyagarah festival site?

A separate response was received from Brunswick Chamber of Commerce requesting among other things 24-hour manning of Brunswick police-station, we are not aware of whether this has been addressed.
42. Native title issue

According to the Brunswick Estuary Catchment Management Plan "the entire catchment of Simpsons Creek  is subject to a Native Title Claim by the Arakwal People.  who have  have registered a claim on the land with the Native Title Tribunal but none of the reports or Aboriginal or DECC correspondence makes any reference to this.  
No information available. 
43. Impact on Mullumbimby

The following has been received from MCAN

In respect to the proposed site at Tyagarah for the Blues Festival, we feel that one site, such as Council’s Ewingsdale Road site, that will work for all festivals in the area would be the preferred option.

The MCAN stance is to retain the village atmosphere of Mullumbimby.  The possible impact of thousands of festival-goers on Mullum, being the closest town, is scary having read reports in The Echo of thousands of visitors trashing Byron with rubbish, illegal camping, broken bottles on the streets, drunken behaviour, drink spiking, violence and sexual assaults.  This is not in keeping with the MCAN vision for Mullumbimby.

Moreover, the prospect of having busloads of inebriated festival-goers alighting in Mullumbimby is also scary.  Where will people park before catching the bus?   If they are drunk how will they get home?

We hope that these matters will be considered by council.
Not addressed
44. Cost to ratepayers

There are concerns that the cost of the festival Byron Shire Council, and therefore to ratepayers has not been calculated or adequately accounted for. 

Not addressed – Council appears happy to bear the cost.
G. Rebuilding Trust

Background
There is a complete lack of trust between the local community and the Bluesfest, and the heat in this conversation will continue to rise unless steps are taken to rebuild it.

45. An end to harassment.

People who have spoken out – including as little as writing letters to the Echo, and the media who have reported on it, have received harassing phone calls, legal threats etc. Whatever the right or wrong of any incident to rebuild trust there needs to be an absolute end to such incidents, in particular there needs to be a commitment by the Bluesfest that Peter Noble will not call and abuse people for expressing their concern about what happens to their community. Nor should there be any more threats against people who speak out, or against the media (especially the Echo and BayFM presenters). If the Bluesfest disagrees with statements made then the appropriate manner for an organisation that respects the community is to respond in kind in a similar media.

It is noted that Giovanni Ebonno reports being suspended last week from Bay FM after replaying an interview with Peter Noble where he asked him about the Bluesfest site at Tyagarah
46. Independent numbers to call

Because of the reports by neighbours of previous sites of a lack of responsiveness, any place where it is expected that local neighbours have to call the Bluesfest, there needs to be a backup number to someone independent – e.g. council rangers with appropriate powers, or a private security firm – these numbers need to be manned during equivalent hours and have sufficient resources and authority to act and will prioritise local residents issues over those of the Bluesfest.

This request has been denied.
47. Consent conditions

Again because of the lack of trust, the issues addressed above need to be addressed as consent conditions.

A few, but not all of the issues requested have been added to consent conditions, most are addressed vaguely in terms of added security.
48. Significant penalties

Failure to comply with any of the conditions of consent, or any of the commitments made in the Event Management Plan (which no one has seen yet) need to be subject to significant cost to the Bluesfest in the case of non-compliance, e.g. significant fines, (a number of $20,000 per condition has been suggested) or in some cases (e.g. inability to park the cars onsite)  closure of the festival. 

Not addressed. 
49. Insurance

Obviously – if Bluesfest have addressed security adequately there will be no local damage, however if they do not do this, then residents and local businesses are left claiming on their own insurance – which may not be adequate to cover such activities, or may cause their premiums to rise. 

The Bluesfest needs to be asked to extend their insurance to cover any damage caused, or presumed to be caused, by festival goers in the surrounding area. This needs to include all the high-risk possibilities such as those documented above (airfield, wreckers, damage to roadsides etc).

Bluesfest need to provide evidence of this to council prior to the festival, provide local residents and businesses with a number to call in the event of their being a claim. 

This key point does not appear to be addressed. 
50. One year only

The festival approval should be temporary, i.e. one-year only, if the blues fest cannot meet the consent conditions, or has a greater impact on local amenity than claimed then it should not be allowed to continue.

Unsurprisingly not addressed.
51. One event per year only

There needs to be an unbreakable restriction to one event per year only, for example through a LEP amendment or through Bluesfest’s agreement to a restriction on the title. 

Bluesfest’s response #5.10 is carefully worded to say :”In the event that someone else wanted to lodge a DA on this site ….”  And clearly matches the reports to neighbours that the Bluesfest intends this site to be used for multiple events each year. 
52. Tickets
A quick informal survey shows that most people, but not all, in the neighbourhood have no interest in attending the Bluesfest, however there are some that think that since they are going to be so inconvenienced they might as well get something from it.  

A commitment needs to be made to issue free tickets to all those effected, which includes anyone in Grays Lane; Fox Lane; Andersons Hill; Gulgan Road; Airport; and roads off those. 

There are also residents who will be impacted with noise, who live off other roads, for example given the sound inversions around here residents on Bilin Road (the last properties there come all the way down to Gulgan Rd) and Manse Road, and possibly others I’ve missed.

As of this date no tickets have been offered to affected locals wishing to attend the festival.
Final comment

I look forward to a respectful dialogue about these issues, please remember that in many cases above neither the issues, nor the language used are mine, and that I do not claim to represent the neighbourhood, and that I can only act as a switchboard to ensure there is communication between concerned residents and council and Bluesfest organisers. 
