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airstrip, May 2022                                                    June 2022                                                    
 
 
Mr. John Ramsay- delegated assessment panel, 
Tasmanian Planning Commission, 
GPO Box 1691, 
Hobart, 
Tas 7001. 
E-mail to tpc@planning.tas.gov.au                     
                                                                                                                                             

mailto:tpc@planning.tas.gov.au


5 Aug 2022 
 
Submission on the Glamorgan Spring Bay Local Provisions Schedule Draft amendment AM 2018-03, 
Cambria Estate, Swansea 
 
Dear Mr. Ramsay, 
I have attended most of the hearings and read the Modified Draft Amendment, dated 22 July 2022 
submitted by the proponents.  I would like to comment on a few points. 
GSB-S5.6.2 Use standards for airstrip  
This sub-clause is in addition to the 21.3 Use Standards of the Agricultural Zone 

Objective:  To ensure that the operation of the airstrip does not impact on the amenity of 
adjoining residential areas  

Acceptable Solution  Performance Criteria 

A1  
The use of the airstrip must be:  
(a) for emergency services; or  
(b) does not result in an increase in the 
existing number of flights per day or hours of 
operation of flights 

P1  
An application for use that increases the number 
of flights or hours of operations of flights must 
not result in unreasonable impacts on sensitive 
uses in the surrounding area, having regard to: 
(a) the existing flight activities;  
(b) number and frequency of flights;  
(c) flight paths;  
(d) hours of operation;  
(e) noise emissions;  
(f) operational and safety considerations of the 
aviation facilities; and  
(g) types of aircraft. 

 

1. I would point out the discrepancy between the ‘Acceptable Solution’ and the ‘Performance Criteria’ 
under the ‘Objective:  To ensure that the operation of the airstrip does not impact on the amenity of the 
adjoining residential areas.’   
This seems little changed from the original submission, and states that the airstrip must be used for 
emergency services, or not result in an increased usage.   
 
Considering ‘emergency services’, during recent bushfires, helicopters used the local oval to land and 
refuel.  Three helicopter landing pads are now being constructed next to the emergency services station in 
Swansea and would link with ambulance transport there.  Response time for an ambulance to most parts of 
the Cambria Estate and return to the station, would be little different to delivering a patient to the air strip.  
Helicopters may well be based in Swansea during fire seasons, and it would make sense to transfer 
casualties there. 
 
With reference to not exceeding the existing number of flights per day, the ‘Performance Criteria’ seem to 
explain how an increased number of flights could be justified!   
My residence is approximately 300m from the airstrip, probably the closest house.  I have a reasonable 
measure of the existing usage of the airstrip each week as have several other residents; one of whom has a 
log. Our estimate is approximately once every 2 weeks over the last few years.  
The written log suggests 7 aircraft used the airstrip in 2019, 17 in 2020 and 17 in 2021.  



It is important to note that some of these aircraft had multiple landings in quick succession, presumably for 
training, which I believe are called “touch & go’s” (I would like to question if the airstrip should be used in 
this manner under its current non-conforming use standard?). 
When aircraft are completing their touch & go’s or landing, the noise level is extremely high: enough to 
wake grandchildren and cause dogs to bark, particularly on take-off.  This could be acceptable once a 
fortnight, (and I was aware of this when we bought and built on our property), however it would NOT be 
acceptable if the usage was 20 flights a day, a usage of the airstrip as stated by the proponent. 
 
2. During the hearings, I have listened to much debate concerning the sea-eagle’s nesting sites, but no 
reference to eagles’ hunting territory.   
We watch both sea-eagles and wedge tails, casually, most days, and looking north from our house, across 
the airstrip they are seen very regularly.   
To put a figure on this, I have been involved in the ‘Nature Trackers’ citizens’ science survey, ‘Where, where 
wedgie’ in 2021 and 2022.   
This involves six, 10 min. observations on one day in autumn. During this hour of intensive observation, we 
noted 4 eagles over the Cambria estate this year and a similar score last year. Wedge tails fed on a dead 
wallaby carcass on the edge of the airstrip in 2021. 
The impact of these potentially 5 kg birds hitting a single engine aircraft or a helicopter rotor could be 
serious for the machine and has obvious consequences for the bird.  Breeding pairs of wedge-tail are 
monogamous and territorial, so losing one bird in their territory is significant. 
  
Finally, Noel Stanley, a retired commercial pilot living in Swansea has outlined the limitations and the 
unsuitability of the airstrip in his representation, 264.  
I won’t repeat the flooding issues on the airstrip he raises, other than to say swans frequent the permanent 
wetlands some few hundred metres SW of the airstrip and could produce similar hazards to eagles. 
 
I have included a google earth photo of the air strip and nearby residences.  My house is highlighted in red. 
 
I hope this clarifies some issues concerning the airstrip and its potential use. 
 
Thankyou,  
 
Stephen Barrett. 

 



 

 

   

 

 


