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4.8

Flood-prone areas

Proponent Response

THC Comment
The THC confirms that the THC to-date has not included any requirements for consideration of flooding on heritage registered places in relation to the New
Bridgewater Bridge Major Project.
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Proponent Response

THC Comment
The THC confirms that the Tasmanian Heritage Register entry for the Black Snake Inn is a whole of title registration [title reference 246061/1] and that the
current listing has entries under criteria (d) and (f). To-date, the THC has not included any requirements for consideration of flooding on heritage registered
places in relation to the New Bridgewater Bridge Major Project.
Table 3 - Suggested amendments to the ‘conditions and restrictions’ – general

THC Comment
The THC acknowledges the complex timeframes for the project and the resultant difficulty for the proponent to meet the strict ‘prior to commencement of
construction’ requirements. The THC suggests that an alternative to this could be for the proponent to establish fixed stages of construction, which are
readily definable and clearly understood between parties. These stages could be then described in the conditions as ‘prior to the commencement of the
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relevant construction in Stage xx’. The difficulty in tying a condition of approval to ‘the commencement of relevant construction’ is the inability for all parties
to clearly understand what ‘relevant’ means, as it is a term that is open to interpretation.
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THC Comment
The THC acknowledges that the timber outbuilding, which is part of the Black Snake Inn property, is in poor condition and the THC recognises that further
detailed investigation will be needed to establish if it feasible to retain and conserve this structure.
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THC Comment
The THC acknowledges the comments with regards to the existing bridge caissons and clarifies that it is the 4 main caisson structures that are recommended
to be retained for interpretative purposes.
Condition 61(c)(ii) – the THC considers that the current wording allows sufficient latitude as it stands, as it includes ‘or other representative section’.
Condition 61(c)(iii) and (iv) – the THC acknowledges the proponent’s comments and would be agreeable to revising these conditions, to ensure that the

Tasmanian Heritage Council submission - Department of State Growth representation - 10 March 2022
[Relevant extracts from the representation copied below with THC comments in red]

requirements for site interpretation are well-resolved and integrated with the new development. A suggested revised condition could be as follows:
‘An interpretation strategy must be prepared for the project land by suitably qualified heritage consultants. The interpretation strategy must include the
history and cultural heritage significance of the site and must include interpretation of the existing welded steel lift-span Bridgewater Bridge. The
interpretation strategy must be submitted to Heritage Tasmania and must be to the satisfaction of the Works Manager. The endorsed interpretation
strategy must be fully implemented within 12 months of the opening of the new bridge.’
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The following submission makes comment in response to the following representations:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Alan Seath.
David Kernke.
Garth Marsden.
Geoff Lucas.
Glenorchy City Council.

Please note that a separate submission has been prepared in relation to the Department of State Growth
representation.
1. Representation by Alan Seath.
THC Comment: This representation is focused on traffic movement and access to the new bridge. Of the
issues raised, the matter considered to be relevant to the THC is the increased traffic that will be directed
along the section of Main Road fronting the Black Snake Inn and along Black Snake Road. Potential
roadworks may impact on the setting and frontage of the Black Snake Inn; however, the inn is reasonably
set back from the existing road (approximately 9 metres set back from the Main Road front boundary) so
there is an existing buffer zone.
2. Representation by David Kernke.
THC Comment: The Black Snake Inn is a place that is listed on the Tasmanian Heritage Register. The THC is
working to ensure that the heritage values of the site are appropriately protected and conserved. The
proponent has engaged a suitably qualified heritage consultant to provide advice in relation to the heritage
listed places that may be impacted by the project, including the Black Snake Inn.
The causeway is a highly significant historic structure that will be conserved as part of the project. It is
beyond the remit of the THC to address the described issues with river flow. As for any work that is
proposed to a heritage listed place, if a future project was initiated to increase water flow through the
causeway then this proposal would be assessed on its merits and with regards to potential heritage
impacts.
3. Representation by Garth Marsden
THC Comment: This representation raises various issues, including an issue that is relevant to the THC – the
demolition of the existing Bridgewater Bridge. The THC has considered a wide number of options to allow
for the retention or part retention of the heritage listed bridge. After carefully weighing up the advice and
information that is currently available in the project documentation, the THC recommends that some
elements of the bridge must be retained in situ (namely the 4 caissons) and that the ‘lift span of the existing
Bridgewater Bridge or other representative section of the bridge be retained and displayed in a public
reserve for interpretive purposes’. The THC also recommends that interpretation is included as part of the
project, which will explain the history and significance of the existing bridge.
4. Representation by Geoff Lucas
THC Comment: This representation gives some interesting background on the representor’s long-term
community involvement with the Bridgewater Bridge replacement and is focused on traffic movement
around the bridge and access to the new bridge itself. Among the various issues raised, the matter
considered to be relevant to the THC is the increased traffic that will be directed along the section of Main
Road fronting the Black Snake Inn and along Black Snake Road (referred to in the representation as
Blacksnake Lane). Potential roadworks may impact on the setting and frontage of the Black Snake Inn;
however, the inn is reasonably set back from the existing road so there is some existing buffer zone.
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5. Representation by Glenorchy City Council
This detailed representation covers various issues, including heritage matters. The representation provides
support to various conditions and restrictions in the Initial Assessment Report, but also requests two
modifications to the report. The first relates solely to local historic heritage places, so this is not relevant to
the THC. The second requests landscaping, noise, and vibration plans (‘along the lines of those prescribed
by the Tasmanian Heritage Council’) be prepared to mitigate adverse impacts to local historic heritage
places either in or adjacent to the project land. The THC considers this to be a prudent and reasonable
request.

