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The above property had a submission made against it by Conservation Landholders Tasmania 
indicating they believed the property should be rezoned as Landscape Conservation, against the 
current and proposed zoning of Rural Zone. I recently spoke with them and was advised that due to 
the owner not supporting their submission, they now intend to withdraw it.  I have continued with 
this submission in case the process proceeds to the panel once initiated. 

As the owner of the property under consideration, I would like it to register my desire that the 
eastern part of the property remain zoned as Rural as originally planned by council. 

The property was purchased by myself in 2013 but had been in my family for a considerable time 
prior to my father selling it during the1980’s. At the time of purchase, I was made aware that the 
property had a covenant on 17.74 hectares of its total area of approximately 23 hectares. The 
previous owner had left the area around the house and a small parcel of previously productive 
farmland off the covenant.  

The covenant provides the maximum protection available on private land for the eastern section of 
the property which contains an area of threatened vegetation community. It also covers the western 
side, leaving a small strip of cleared and previously productive farmland down the centre of the 
valley. The western area of the covenant includes areas that have regrown since the 1967 bushfires 
but were previously cleared and had been productive farmland. 

Applying Land Conservation Zoning to the only area of productive land available in the valley that is 
currently cleared and fenced, will provide no additional protection for the areas already under 
covenant. It will, however, mean more onerous and restrictive use of the small area of land that is   
available to carry out primary production. It may also adversely affect the size and location of any 
future building work that may be required. The current house is a modest size timber structure 
located in an ideal area, but possibly within the 200m exclusion zone required under Landscape 
Conservation zone. Should this structure be lost due to fire, or a more substantial building be 
desired, it would mean having to relocate to a less suitable area of the property and remain within 
the building height/size limits required under Landscape Conservation zoning. 

In addition, the adjoining property at 38 Wessing Lane is owned by myself and two of my sisters. I 
note that both those titles are already zoned environmental management zone and will fall under 
the Landscape Conservation zone under the proposal. This mean that of a total area of 
approximately 46 hectares in the valley, land available for use by me as primary production will be 
less than 5 hectares approximately.  

Regards 

 

Paul Dawes 

 


