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Any opportunity to bring awareness to the serious neglect at Dakabin Station is
appreciated. The Dakabin Station Action Group is committed to getting the situation
at the station resolved and welcome any opportunity to be involved in this process.
We bring a wealth of local knowledge and our group has over 700 members who are
Dakabin Station patrons and local residents. There is also Kallangur Watch, a local
community Facebook group that has well over 7000 members that we have access to
also.
Whilst we appreciate that an investigation has been undertaken we are incredibly
disturbed that the report did not clarify the severity or seriousness of the situation at
Dakabin Station. Some very key and relevant information was disregarded, and the
data used was far too old to be considered relevant.
This feedback submission aims to reclarify the entire situation and bring light to the
key areas that were overlooked in the report. We are more than happy to discuss this
matter further.
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Dakabin Station Analysis Report Breakdown
Section 1 - Executive Summary
We doubt that any other station in the network has had the same level of community
advocacy and “investigation” just to deem it worthy of consideration as Dakabin Station
has. It is concerning that a report that was apparently requested to define the issues
and options analysis does not even scratch the surface of the true nature surrounding
Dakabin Station nor does the report give any real guidance as to options analysis. The
issues at Dakabin Station have been long known and the “options” (i.e. upgrade or
relocate) have been circulating for over a decade – so why this report was even
necessary we beyond us and in our opinion was a waste of money and resources.
However since the report does exist we must refute it with the truth and facts.
The “overarching” issues mentioned straight away show the lack of depth and truth
this report has. Anyone who knows Dakabin Station knows that there are far more
pressing concerns than simply “lack of parking” and “road congestion”. Why is there
absolutely no mention anywhere in the report about the fact that Dakabin Station does
not have access to any water, toilets, or station office/master, nor does it mention the
single lane underpass that pedestrians and vehicles must navigate to get around the
station which is an incredibly dangerous reality for commuters and residents. The most
glaringly obvious overarching issue at Dakabin Station is the fact that it is not Disability
Discrimination Act Compliant. No amount of new train stations or fare changes will
alter that pure fact.
The fact that Dakabin Station is still in the top third for the entire network should not
only astound the Government but it should also drive their motivation to fix the station
immediately. A train station with zero facilities, accessibility or connectivity that has
such high and increasing patronage that rival’s stations that have had multi-million
dollar upgrades is quite a feat! If Dakabin provided even the most basic accessibility
and connectivity the patronage would increase dramatically and in fact beat many
other stations.
The car count from October 2015 that was referenced as being 339 is very misleading
and is in fact not accurate. The Dakabin Station Action Group has been conducting
car counts1 for years and our data from that exact same time has the station with at
least 117 more cars. This discrepancy is due to the report data not including the
commuters who park at Bob Brock Car Park. The Council and State Government have
constantly recommended and encouraged commuters to make use of that car park
and it is viewed as the station’s overflow car park. There are even official rail parking
signs directing commuters to that carpark. Council even funded new footpaths and
lighting to connect the car park with the train station. Therefore, the cars parked there
must be included otherwise the data is inaccurate and should not be included for
discussion.
The new Redcliffe Line has opened but it has only seen an 80-100 maximum
difference to cars parked at the station- as the car count data will prove. With the
current timetabling and driver issues QR is facing many commuters are choosing to
stay with and are even coming back to Dakabin Station. The streets surrounding the

1 See Appendices for full car count data
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station are just as full and just as dangerous despite the new rail line opening. Every
station on the new line already have their own catchments areas – they will never
replace the need for Dakabin Station. If you look at projected population growth in the
immediate vicinity of Dakabin Station you would know that this suburb is facing a sharp
rise in growth with development in high demand.
It is ignorant of the report to not include the medium density residential developments
that have been built and are continuing to be built along Alma Road, just a mere 450
meters away! There are three of these developments within the 800-meter radius of
the station with a fourth even closer that is to be built along Thompson Road itself. All
along Alma Road what was once bushland or the Alma Park Zoo is now mixed medium
density residential complexes. Along Marsden Road and Ann Street there are
numerous townhouse developments being built where one house once stood. The
walk up catchment is already on the increase due to these developments but the report
is citing data from 6 years ago so it does not accurately capture the station’s
catchment.
Many commuters would choose to ride their bike to the station if there were bike
lockers on the Thompson Road side of the station (where majority of commuters come
from). However, the only lockers are on the other side and would require commuters
to either carry their bike over the wooden footbridge or contend with the single lane
underpass and the 70kmh Narangba Rd. Council purpose built a footpath parallel to
Dakabin State High School to help commuters walk from Marsden Road to the station,
and yet the report denies the station has any walk up catchment. Council don’t spend
money where they don’t have to – there obviously was enough community need for
the footpath connection to the station!
Already from this first section of the report I can only assume that no one responsible
for writing it ever visited Dakabin Station. Not sure where the money went but it wasn’t
on site visits!

Section 2 - Introduction
If Dakabin Station has been identified as a priority station (mentioned in Section 2.1)
then surely QR can tell the community where the station sits in the upgrade program.
The very real and serious fact that Dakabin Station does not comply with the Disability
Discrimination Act (1992) should be more than enough to warrant even the most basic
upgrade.
According to the Transport Ministers media statement2 regarding the report it was cited
as being a “rail options plan” and the Minister himself said, and I quote, “This is an
opportunity to conduct a detailed analysis on the options for Dakabin station” and the
report was constantly referred to as being options analysis. However, in this section
you blatantly say that NO options analysis is included in the report (Section 2.1
paragraph 3). Why did the scope of the report change? Why was no options analysis
included after the Premier, Transport Minister and State MP all said that there would
be? When can we expect to see an options analysis undertaken.

2 http://statements.qld.gov.au/Statement/2016/3/6/palaszczuk-government-green-lights-study-for-dakabin-station-upgrade
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The Dakabin Station catchment is further reaching than implied in the report. There
are many commuters that come from Warner, Cashmere, Deception Bay and so on.
Despite the new line being open many commuters are still choosing to use Dakabin
due to the timetable and the ability to get a seat on a train before the hustle and bustle
of the now even busier Petrie Station. And you cannot exclude the fact that the
population around Dakabin Station is growing – people that live within minutes of the
station aren’t going to drive all the way across peak traffic to use the new rail line.
In Figure 1 the report barely represents the true land uses/places of interest. Not
mentioned was the fact that the students from Dakabin State School regularly use
Dakabin Station for getting to and from excursions as it is often cheaper than bus hire.
The teachers walk the entire class of students from Huntington Drive at the back of
the primary school, along Marsden Road and through Bob Brock Park to the train
station. Also, not mentioned is Plantation Road which now provides North Lakes
residents with direct and immediate access to Dakabin Station. It is now faster and
easier for those residents to use Dakabin Station instead of driving towards peak hour
traffic to access the new Redcliffe line.
Another key area of interest is Lakeside International Raceway which is a very popular
spot amongst locals, tourists and even the MP of Kallangur Shane King himself. Many
Lakeside and golf course users catch the train and I can say with certainty that many
more would use Dakabin Station if it were safe and accessible to do so. Even MP
Shane King has proven this on his Facebook page, see the photo below.

Screenshot from Shane King MP’s Facebook Page.
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Section 2.3 mentions the Dakabin Station Action Group as a key stakeholder and yet
we were never once consulted or even made aware the report was being requested.
Usually key stakeholders are included as part of research and investigation
considering they normally have a lot of information and they have a vested interest in
the project. We have been advocating for Dakabin Station since 2012 and as such we
have compiled a lot of data, critical information and we have a very clear idea of what
the community wants in regards to the station. It is troubling that the action group has
not once been approached for comment or given the opportunity to share our
knowledge until the public community consultations. It is important to note that the
action group is not politically affiliated and does not have any political motivations or
hidden agendas – this group exists purely because the founder saw an issue in her
local community and wanted to fix it. We don’t care who wants the credit – we just
want the job done so that our community and Dakabin Station is safer and accessible
for all. We could have saved the ARUP team a lot of time and money if they just asked
for our assistance.

Section 3 - Planning Context
Through my regular dealings with Council and our local Councillor it is already evident
that the area is viewed as a “Next Generation Neighbourhood3”. This means
developments are allowed to go up to 8 storeys with a minimum of 2 storeys. The
section in the red shape are all developments either currently being constructed or
about to start construction.
Obviously the people who compiled the Dakabin Station Analysis Report didn't make
use of the My Property Lookup tool the Moreton Bay Regional Council has made
publicly available (https://www.moretonbay.qld.gov.au/mplu/). As you can see in the
graphic below the area around the station is zoned next generation. On the right
picture, you can see along Thompson Road & even Marsden Road developments can
go up to 3 storeys. And yet the report states: "There is currently a limited walk up
catchment due to low-medium density development surrounding the station precinct..."
So which of us is correct?

3 https://www.moretonbay.qld.gov.au/uploadedFiles/common/forms/planning/Next-Generation-Suburban-Neighbourhood.pdf
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In Section 3.1 the report you mention the MBRC’s Strategic Framework and that
Council’s vision is for residents to become less car dependant and yet your entire
report is focussed on making commuters get in their cars and drive to the new
Redcliffe Line stations! Ridiculous considering there are so many within walking
distance of Dakabin Station with even more soon to be living even closer once the
new developments are complete.
Section 3.1.1 refers to the Council’s Local Area Plan4 which is now over 10 years old
and superseded – why does the report constantly refer to old, out of date data when
there is far more relevant information available. Council’s position on Dakabin Station
has been known forever – In fact it is the very reason the Dakabin Station Action Group
was created. At the end of the day it is only Council’s opinion, they have no jurisdiction
and ultimately aren’t responsible for the station. The problem with quoting such old,
irrelevant data is that times, opinions & who’s in charge change.
In the last sentence, the report notes that Dakabin High School students would have
to walk further if the station moved. The truth is that if the station is finally connected
to the bus network they could easily catch a bus from Dakabin Station along Alma Rd,
get off at Marsden Road then walk an even shorter distance than they have to now.
Plus it would not cost any extra as it is in the same zone.
Section 3.2 again mentions population but fails to accurately portray the area as it is
now and also doesn’t take into account projected growth. There are multiple highmedium density developments being built within the 800m radius mentioned. If there
was such limited growth as mentioned, then why would Council identify the area
around the station as Next Generation?!
The below picture from a recent real estate advertisement shows you the high level of
interest there is from developers in this area and this specific development is only
900m away from Dakabin Station.

4 https://www.moretonbay.qld.gov.au/general.aspx?id=24677
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The planned University at Petrie is also a factor driving the high amount of
development and population growth in the area. Dakabin will be an even more
attractive prospect for university students looking to rent near a train station that is
only one stop away from the Uni.
Anyone with eyes would know that this area is primed for development and people are
moving here in droves and their local train station doesn’t even have running water or
a toilet and no disabled access. This adds to my theory that there must not have been
much research done into the area when this report was being compiled.
I am not even going to discuss Section 3.3 because it is absurd that the Redcliffe Line
is being brought up yet again. Every station on the long overdue Redcliffe Line already
has its own catchment5 and not one of the stations will affect Dakabin’s catchment.
Kallangur Station is so far away it is at the absolute boundary of Kallangur and will
affect Petrie more than it will Dakabin.
Stop referring to the Redcliffe Rail like it will magically make the problems at Dakabin
Station disappear. It hasn’t and it will never solve a single thing. At the very end of the
day Dakabin Station is not DDA compliant therefore it is in breach of that act. As per
QR’s own Accessibility Plan6 they know that they must have all stations compliant by
20227.
Below is an excerpt from page 6 of QR’s Accessibility Plan showing the 2022 deadline.

5 Refer to the Appendices for aerial photos
6
7

www.queenslandrail.com.au/Customers/Documents/QueenslandRail_AccessibilityActionPlan2014_FINAL.pdf
Refer to page 6 of the Accessibility Action Plan
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Section 4 - Existing Situation
The report did not explain the existing situation at all, in fact it completely undermined
the reality that Dakabin commuters face every day.
What the report said

Reality

Medium patronage
(500 to 2000 passengers per day);

Over 1500 a day and that is with no
facilities, no connectivity, no accessibility
and barely a dime spent on it in decades (if
ever!). Once upgraded Dakabin will easily
exceed the 2000 patrons bumping it up into
the “high” patronage bracket.

Weekday staff presence
(typically one or two shifts per day);

The station is unmanned 24/7 and is the
only unmanned station on the Caboolture
Line.

Some operational and commercial
importance;

Lakeside International Raceway, Golf Club,
Numerous Local Schools, Watson Park
Conference Centre, Costco, Ikea, minutes
from satellite city North Lakes, will be one
stop away from the new University at Petrie
– just to name a few

Moderate requirements for customer
and staff facilities;

ZERO facilities! No access to water, toilets,
barely any seating or shelters, no disabled
access, nothing – it’s even impossible to get
a key for a bike locker.

Standard level of maintenance.

There is nothing to maintain!

No station should be left unmanned, with no toilets, no water and no accessibility.
Dakabin Station does NOT fulfil its main function, everyone should have access to
water/toilets- it is a rather basic human right!
If Dakabin Station has nothing and is still in the top third for stations for patronage that
is astounding and should be considered the reason why Dakabin gets upgraded
sooner rather than later. If the station was accessible and had even basic amenities,
patronage would again increase dramatically. The Government would be all but
guaranteeing a return on their investment and yet they continually choose to fund
stations where they won’t see a return.
Again, in Section 4.2 the report completely disregards the truth about the existing
infrastructure. The worst thing is the report mentions that disabled patrons and parents
with prams can just take a casual 700m walk around the station to cross the platform8.

8 See Appendices for further evidence
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As I read the report it gets even more evident that no one from ARUP has ever visited
Dakabin Station to see what it is they were writing about.
Disabled patrons and parents with prams are forced to either stay on the train, get off
at Narangba to switch platforms then catch another train back to Dakabin or they must
contend with the 70kmh Narangba Road that has no pedestrian access, go under a
SINGLE LANE rail underpass, then along Thompson Road which also has no
pedestrian access. They have to risk their lives and also commit a traffic offense just
to simply cross a platform at their local train station. It is offensive that report trivialised
such a serious and dangerous situation. Parents have been known to leave their
prams, carry their kids up and over the stairs then drive around to collect their pram.
Since the station is unmanned they are risking their personal belongings just to cross
the platform! Many commuters have had to rely on the kindness of others to help them
over the wooden footbridge.
Below is an aerial of the supposedly simple 700m walk commuters are expected to
make just to cross the platform and the single lane underpass that, according to the
report, doesn’t exist. The photos at the bottom of the page show the lack of pedestrian
access. More evidence can be found in the Appendices.
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Once again, the report is referencing data that is from six years ago. The area around
Dakabin Station has completely changed in the last six years; The action group wasn’t
even formed back then. Where there used to be farms and a zoo is now thousands
upon thousands of houses & units.
Simply looking at the aerial images below you can see how huge the development has
been over the last five years and development is rapidly increasing. On large blocks
where there was one house they are now being turned into townhouses and unit
complexes.

Above 2009 aerial from Near Maps, Below 2017 aerial from Google Maps.
The star indicates Dakabin Station.

Section 4.4 talks about park n ride usage but again references inaccurate data. As I
mentioned at the beginning of this submission the Dakabin Station Action Group has
been car counting at the station for years and the data we have from that same time
(October 2015) has the ARUP report data off by over 117 cars. This discrepancy is
due to the fact that the report fails to include the cars parked in Bob Brock Park which
is a designated and signed Rail Commuter Car Park. I’ve included the action groups
car count data in the Appendices in good faith.
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I won’t even discuss the re-distribution map - you can’t just point arrows on a map and
cross your fingers that it’ll come true. Dakabin Station’s catchment is big and the
station is popular for more reasons that just driving distance. Instead of just focussing
on where the commuters live were they even asked why they choose to drive to
Dakabin when being surveyed?
Regardless of the wishful map the fact is the new stations already have their own
catchments9 and will leave Dakabin largely unaffected – couple that with the huge and
ongoing development in the area and patronage at Dakabin will continue to increase
for many years to come.
Section 4.5.1 mentions a comparison between Dakabin and Narangba stations. I’ve
taken the liberty of doing my own comparison to put the inadequately discussed data
into perspective. To say that Dakabin Station is a “smaller” station compared to its
neighbours is hilarious when the report hasn’t once put the actual situation into a true
comparison. A station that hasn’t seen barely a dollar spent on it being compared to
two other stations that have had multi-million dollars spent on them very recently is
just laughable. It’s like comparing a slum with a luxury high-rise.
Dakabin

Narangba









Bus Connection





Water





Toilets





Staffed





174

363

Limited
(lowest level)

Independent
(highest level)

1575

2039

42.8% inbound
39.3% outbound

2.4% inbound
2.9% outbound

2012 –992 daily
2015 – 1575 daily

2012 – 1654 daily
2015 –2039 daily

Difference of 583

Difference of 385

Estimated $500,000
Not a cent towards
accessibility.

Over $26 million
Full station upgrade

Accessibility at the station
(level access, cross platform access etc)

Accessibility to the station
(footpaths, bikeways etc)

Parking Bays
Current Disabled Access Status
Patronage
(based on TMR report)

Patronage Growth
(based on QR Load Survey 2012)

Growth comparison between QR
Load Survey & TMR Report

Approx State Government
funding spent during 2012-2017

9 Refer Appendices for photo evidence
PAGE 11

The fact that Dakabin, a station with zero facilities, disconnected from buses and walkup catchment (due to no pedestrian access available) STILL rivals Narangba Station,
a station that recently had a $26million upgrade that is fully connected and accessible.
The difference is only 464 patrons a day!! If Dakabin Station was accessible and even
at a basic standard it would not only match Narangba but actually beat it.
The bus and active transport sections speak for themselves. If Dakabin Station was
connected by bus and walking/cycling again the patronage would increase. The
station is disconnected from our community and it still has increasing patronage!

Section 5 - Future Considerations
The Fare Zone Changes in 5.1.1 is irrelevant and has not made any impact on Dakabin
Station. The fact is patrons from Narangba might choose to use Dakabin instead
purely because parking at Narangba is already at a premium. They can get a closer
park at Dakabin and still catch the normal train they would from Narangba.
Yet again in Section 5.1.2 the Redcliffe Line is mentioned and once again I will
disregard it. Even if it made a difference that difference would be rapidly offset by the
large and increasing development in the area.
Section 5.2 says it all. There are no programmed updates for Dakabin Station – this is
despite the station fulfilling all of QR’s Prioritisation Formula. Of the last eight stations
to receiving funding for accessibility upgrades only one was even close to matching
Dakabin Station in need.
From QR’s website regarding their station upgrade program10:
“The prioritisation of accessibility upgrades is determined by considering a range of
factors, including: patronage, nearby community facilities, existing degree of accessibility,
existing asset condition.
Queensland Rail’s approach to prioritise stations for an upgrade has the endorsement of
Queensland Rail’s Accessibility Reference Group which comprises of representatives
from peak disability organisations including Guide Dogs Queensland, Better Hearing
Australia, MS Society, Endeavour Foundation, Queenslanders with Disabilities Network
and Vision Australia.
Initial planning is also underway for upgrades to Strathpine, Boondall and Auchenflower
stations. An additional six stations will be announced in the near future.”

We have spoken to every single group in the QR Accessibility Reference Group and
not one was aware of the current situation at Dakabin Station. How can the ARG fairly
represent all stations when they are completely unaware of the truth. The table below
shows a comparison between Dakabin Station and a number of the last stations to get
funding for through QR’s Station Accessibility Upgrade Program. Those stations were
supposedly selected using the prioritisation formula however as the table below shows
Dakabin Station is more than worthy of not only being on the list but at the top! Dakabin
Station is not, and as proven by Section 5.2, one of the next six stations being allocated
funding. Important to note that the patronage figures above are from 2012 as no further
data has been made publicly available.

10

https://www.queenslandrail.com.au/Community/Projects/Pages/Stationaccessibilityupgradeprogram.aspx
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Dakabin

Graceville

Dinmore

Alderley

Newmarket

Strathpine

Boondall

Auchenflower

Nambour

Water



















Toilets



















Staffed



















Bus Connection



















Parking Bays

174

0

460

86

0

398

539

33

140

Current Disabled
Access Status

Limited

Limited

Limited

Limited

(independent
after upgrade
complete)

(independent
after upgrade
complete)

(independent
after upgrade
complete)

(independent after
upgrade complete)

Assisted

Assisted

Assisted

Independent

Walking distance to
next accessible
station

1 hour

11mins

29mins

14mins

20mins

35mins

14mins

17mins

1hr12mins

Distance to the city
by train

40mins

18mins

39mins

15mins

13mins

36mins

29mins

7mins

1hr48mins

Inbound

42.8%

15.6%

0.3%

-12.4%

-2.5%

-9.5%

0.0%

-4.1%

6.4%

Outbound

39.3%

-8.4%

-5.9%

-10.1%

-5.3%

-6.6%

37.8%

-9.6%

24.5%

Expanding
suburbia

Inner city
built out
area

Inner city built
up area

Built out
mixed use
area

Patronage
Growth
(2012 Load
Survey)

Surrounding
residential growth

Expanding
suburbia

Inner city
built out area

Limited

Inner city built
out area

Industrial/
Business

Built up
suburbia
(Entertainment
Centre and
bushland on one
side)
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Section 6 - Summary Findings
Instead of addressing the summary finding in the ARUP report – which were based on
inaccurate and irrelevant data I have provided my own findings and opinion.
The argument over the upgrade or relocation of Dakabin Station has been around for
well over a decade and the fact that the question is still being asked is just ridiculous.
It was clear at the Translink Community Sessions on this topic that they were simply
dangling two carrots in front of commuters and residents when they have no intention
of supplying either and didn’t explain what those carrots truly entail. If you asked locals
“upgrade or relocate” but with known timeframes included I believe their answers
would be very different.
I personally feel that relocating the station will make it better suited to the community,
allow for TOD’s and easy connection to the bus network. However, if that option is 10+
years away then a basic DDA upgrade should be given to the station immediately. As
mentioned before, QR (by its own admission in Page 6 of their QR Accessibility Action
Plan) only has until 2022 to make 100% of their train stations DDA compliant.
Therefore, there is no argument to be had. The station must be upgraded to become
DDA compliant. If then in 10 years’ time QR decides to relocate the station that is their
decision but the station cannot remain noncompliant. It is discriminatory and immoral
to allow this community to continue suffering and remain disconnected from their local
train station. Unless they are willing to bring forward funding to start the relocation
soon then QR must put Dakabin Station at the top of the accessibility funding list.
The Dakabin Station Action Group will not stop this fight until Dakabin Station is safe
and accessible for our entire community. Yes, it will cost money- Yes, it will take timeYes it must be done.
Talk (and reports) are cheap, what this station needs is funding and now.
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Appendices
1. QR Passenger Load Survey 2012 Q1
Below is the relevant excerpt showing the patronage data for Dakabin and
Narangba. If you require it I can provide the entire document.
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2. Redcliffe Line Catchments
From the below aerial images you can easily see that development came long before the rail line. The new stations of the Redcliffe Line
have their own catchments to deal with and the new stations do not negate the need for Dakabin Station to be DDA compliant.
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In November 2016, the Dakabin Station Action Group even did a
comparison of the new stations parking availability. The Redcliffe Line was never going to solve the parking problems at Dakabin Station.
Regardless of the parking situation there are much bigger issues that must be resolved such as disability access!
Station

In Use

Available

Difference

Dakabin

412

174

-238

Kallangur

151

300

149

Murrumba Downs

188

1000

812

Mango Hill

196

200

4

Mango Hill East

183

350

167

Rothwell

135

600

465

Kippa-Ring

214

400

186
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3. Dakabin Station Action Group Car Count Data
We regularly car count at both Dakabin Station and Narangba Station. Having this data allows us to see trends and patterns over time.
The data speaks for itself. When we began our counts the average was 250 cars, now the average is closer to 450. This rise has occurred
as a direct result of development in the area and the opening of Plantation Road which connects North Lakes residents to Dakabin
Station. The data also reflects the slight change since the opening of the Redcliffe Line.
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Below are the blue rail signs along Alma Road and Marsden Road directing people to park at Bob Brock Park.
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Alma Road pictured left is one of the roads pedestrians are expected to walk along to get to Dakabin Station.
Pictured right shows Narangba Road, the road the report suggested pedestrians use.

Below is the corner of Thompson Road and Alma Road where the underpass is. As you can see none of these roads have no footpaths,
lighting or any pedestrian access at all. You would never expect anyone, let alone disabled patrons and parents with prams, to walk along
these roads just to get to the other side of a train station.
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4. Photographic evidence of developments in the area
Left (top and bottom) is the Alma Road, Marsden Road T-junction in 2009. Right (top and bottom) is the same intersection in 2016. As you
can see the Alma Road today (photo from June 2016) is vastly different. The entire length of Alma Road is now mostly houses and units
with the last section on the corner of Thompson Road being developed (construction starts Feb 2017).
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This land once was Alma Park Zoo, it is now a massive mixed residential development called “Sanctuary on Alma” consisting of houses, duplexes,
triplexes and units. Bottom photos are the before and after at a property on Marsden Road Kallangur. It is now a 50 unit development within easy
walking distance to the station. All these developments were advertised as “walk to Dakabin Train Station”. There are developments popping up in
every available square patch of land. Dakabin is an incredibly fast growing area. To cite in the report that there is no development in the area is
just wrong and misleading.

More details on some of the developments can be found here: http://www.urbansolutions.net.au/projects/project-summary-essencia/,
https://www.domain.com.au/72-thompson-road-kallangur-qld-4503-2012914379, http://www.vidorra120.com.au/ ,
http://www.dakabincrossing.com.au/
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5. Recent newspaper articles regarding Dakabin Station
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Even the train station in the Transport
Minister’s received more funding than
Dakabin Station ever has! Shorncliffe
Station got cosmetic upgrades whilst
commuters at Dakabin are left with no
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