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3 November 2020 

Mr Greg Ingham  
General Manager  
Glamorgan Spring Bay Council 
PO Box 6  
TRIUBUNNA   TAS   7190 

By email: admin@freycinet.tas.gov.au 
Cc mick.purves@freycinet.tas.gov.au 

Dear Mr Ingham, 

Glamorgan Spring Bay draft Local Provisions Schedule 

I refer to my letter dated 23 October 2020 providing directions to parties involved in hearings 
for the Glamorgan Spring Bay draft Local Provisions Schedule (draft LPS).   

The Tasmanian Planning Commission (the Commission) has now received submissions from the 
nine parties that made late requests to be heard to have their land considered for the 
application of the Landscape Conservation Zone.  A copy of all nine requests are attached.   

It is the Commission’s intention to accept the nine requests and for the matters to be further 
considered at the hearing.  However, prior to that decision being taken, the Commission seeks 
the Planning Authority’s confirmation that it has no objection.  Please confirm the Planning 
Authority’s response by Monday, 9 November 2020. 

If no objection, the Commission will seek the Planning Authority’s views at the hearing on the 
requests by the nine parties for application of the Landscape Conservation Zone. 

If you need clarification on any matters, please contact Samuel McCrossen, Planning Adviser, 
on 03 6165 6833. 

Yours sincerely 

 John Ramsay  
Delegate (Chair) 

Attachment A – Submission by Alistair Hobday and Janet McDonald 
Attachment B – Submission by Bart Jenniches and Kelly Blackford 
Attachment C – Submission by Heather Jones 
Attachment D – Submission by Lucy and Chris Landon-Lane 
Attachment E – Submission by Kip and Diana Nunn 
Attachment F – Submission by Julie Ostberg 
Attachment G – Submission by Michael and Christine Stevens 
Attachment H – Submission by Anne Marmion and Russell Gray 
Attachment I – Submission by Pawel Achtel 
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 12 Norwood Avenue 
 TAROONA  TAS  7053 
  
 
 October 27, 2020 
 
 
Mr John Ramsay 
Commissioner 
Tasmanian Planning Commission 
GPO Box 1691 
Hobart   TAS  7001 
 
By email:  tpc@planning.tas.gov.au 
 
Glamorgan Spring Bay Draft LPS - reasons why the Commission should consider our request for 
rezoning to Landscape Conservation 
 
Dear Mr Ramsay 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to present the reasons why we are requesting that the Commission 
considers our late representation during the Glamorgan Spring Bay draft LPS hearing process.  
 
The two reasons why we did not make a representation during the 13 December 2019 to 
15 February 2020 Exhibition Period about rezoning our property from Rural to Landscape 
Conservation are: 
 

1. We were unaware of Draft LPS process and the Exhibition Period advertised in the 
newspaper and website notices; and 

2. The Glamorgan Spring Bay (GSB) planning authority did not contact us about the rezoning 
of our property as requested by Conservation Landholders Tasmania (CLT) in their 
20 December 2019 representation. 

 
In their representation CLT identified our property as more appropriately zoned Landscape 
Conservation and requested that the planning authority write to us as soon as possible to give us 
the opportunity to request rezoning during the Exhibition Period. 
  
According to the Section 35F report, the GSB planning authority believed it was legally prevented 
from writing to us as requested. 
 
The Commission has since advised CLT that there is no legal impediment to planning authorities 
writing to landowners affected by rezoning during an Exhibition Period. 
 
If the planning authority had written to us early in the Exhibition Period, as requested by CLT, we 
would have been able to submit our own representation instead of relying on CLT's. 
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In early May we received a letter from CLT informing us of their representation about our property 
and inviting us to join their representation. We accepted this invitation.  
 
Following the publication of the Section 35F Report, which revealed the GSB planning authority's 
position on CLT's rezoning request, we emailed the GSB planning authority, Cc'd to the 
Commission, confirming our wish to rezone our covenanted conservation property from Rural to 
Landscape Conservation, in support of Representation No. 2 by CLT. 
 
So the primary reason for the Commission to consider the rezoning of our property during the 
forthcoming hearing is that CLT identified our property in its 20 December 2019 representation 
and included the case for the rezoning based on Guidelines LCZ1 and RZ1, and we have since 
advised the Commission of our wish to rezone. Our formal representation will present the same 
case but will include specific details relevant to our property. 
 
A secondary reason is that we were denied an opportunity to make our own representation during 
the Exhibition Period due to a misunderstanding on the part of the GSB planning authority. 
 
We look forward to the opportunity to make a formal representation to the Commission in 
support of our request. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
Alistair Hobday and Janet McDonald 



 2227 Sedgwick Ct 
 Longmont 
 Colorado 
 USA  80503 
 
 23 October 2020 
 
 
Mr John Ramsay 
Commissioner 
Tasmanian Planning Commission 
GPO Box 1691 
Hobart   TAS  7001 
 
By email:  tpc@planning.tas.gov.au 
 
 
Glamorgan Spring Bay Draft LPS - reasons why the Commission should consider our 
request for rezoning to Landscape Conservation 
 
Dear Mr Ramsay 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to present the reasons why we are requesting that the 
Commission consider our late representation during the Glamorgan Spring Bay draft LPS 
hearing process.  
 
The two reasons why we did not make a representation during the 13 December 2019 to 
15 February 2020 Exhibition Period about rezoning our property from Rural to Landscape 
Conservation are: 
 

• We were unaware of Draft LPS process and the Exhibition Period advertised in the 
newspaper and website notices; and 

• The Glamorgan Spring Bay (GSB) planning authority did not contact us about the 
rezoning of our property as requested by Conservation Landholders Tasmania (CLT) 
in their 20 December 2019 representation. 

 
In their representation CLT identified our property as more appropriately zoned Landscape 
Conservation and requested that the planning authority write to us as soon as possible to 
give us the opportunity to request rezoning during the Exhibition Period. 
  
According to the Section 35F report, the GSB planning authority believed it was legally 
prevented from writing to us as requested. 
 
The Commission has since advised CLT that there is no legal impediment to planning 
authorities writing to landowners affected by rezoning during an Exhibition Period. 
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If the planning authority had written to us early in the Exhibition Period, as requested by 
CLT, we would have been able to submit our own representation instead of relying on CLT's. 
 
In early May we received a letter from CLT informing us of their representation about our 
property and inviting us to join their representation. We accepted this invitation.  
 
Following the publication of the Section 35F Report, which revealed the GSB planning 
authority's position on CLT's rezoning request, we emailed the GSB planning authority, Cc'd 
to the Commission, confirming our wish to rezone our covenanted conservation property 
from Rural to Landscape Conservation, in support of Representation No. 2 by CLT. 
 
So the primary reason for the Commission to consider the rezoning of our property during 
the forthcoming hearing is that CLT identified our property in its 20 December 2019 
representation and included the case for the rezoning based on Guidelines LCZ1 and RZ1, 
and we have since advised the Commission of our wish to rezone. Our formal 
representation will present the same case but will include specific details relevant to our 
property. 
 
A secondary reason is that we were denied an opportunity to make our own representation 
during the Exhibition Period due to a misunderstanding on the part of the GSB planning 
authority. 
 
We look forward to the opportunity to make a formal representation to the Commission in 
support of our request. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Bart Jenniches and Kelly Blackford 
…  
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From: Heather Jones <heatherrjones@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, 26 October 2020 10:09 AM
To: TPC Enquiry
Cc: John Thompson
Subject: HPE CM: Glamorgan Spring Bay Draft LPS - reasons why the Commission should 

consider my request for rezoning to Landscape Conservation

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

29 Fraser Street 
NEW TOWN  TAS  7008 

26 October 2020 

Mr John Ramsay 
Commissioner 
Tasmanian Planning Commission 
GPO Box 1691 
Hobart   TAS  7001 

Glamorgan Spring Bay Draft LPS ‐ reasons why the Commission should consider my request for rezoning 
to Landscape Conservation 

Dear Mr Ramsay 

Thank you for the opportunity to present the reasons why I am requesting that the Commission considers 
my late representation during the Glamorgan Spring Bay draft LPS hearing process.  

The two reasons why I did not make a representation during the 13 December 2019 to 15 February 2020 
Exhibition Period about rezoning my property from Rural to Landscape Conservation are: 

1. I was unaware of Draft LPS process and the Exhibition Period advertised in the newspaper and
website notices; and

2. The Glamorgan Spring Bay (GSB) planning authority did not contact me about the rezoning of my
property as requested by Conservation Landholders Tasmania (CLT) in their 20 December 2019
representation.

In their representation CLT identified my property as more appropriately zoned Landscape Conservation 
and requested that the planning authority write to me as soon as possible to give me the opportunity to 
request rezoning during the Exhibition Period. 

According to the Section 35F report, the GSB planning authority believed it was legally prevented from 
writing to me as requested. 

The Commission has since advised CLT that there is no legal impediment to planning authorities writing to 
landowners affected by rezoning during an Exhibition Period. 
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If the planning authority had written to me early in the Exhibition Period, as requested by CLT, I would 
have been able to submit my own representation instead of relying on CLT's. 
 
In early May I received a letter from CLT informing me of their representation about my property and 
inviting me to join their representation. I accepted this invitation.  
 
Following the publication of the Section 35F Report, which revealed the GSB planning authority's position 
on CLT's rezoning request, I emailed the GSB planning authority, Cc'd to the Commission, confirming my 
wish to rezone my covenanted conservation property from Rural to Landscape Conservation, in support of 
Representation No. 2 by CLT. 
 
So the primary reason for the Commission to consider the rezoning of my property during the forthcoming 
hearing is that CLT identified my property in its 20 December 2019 representation and included the case 
for the rezoning based on Guidelines LCZ1 and RZ1, and I have since advised the Commission of my wish to 
rezone. My formal representation will present the same case but will include specific details relevant to 
my property. 
 
A secondary reason is that I was denied an opportunity to make my own representation during the 
Exhibition Period due to a misunderstanding on the part of the GSB planning authority. 
 
I look forward to the opportunity to make a formal representation to the Commission in support of my 
request. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Heather Jones 
 



	   	  
 

	   PO	  Box	  104	  
	   BICHENO	  	  TAS	  	  7215	  
	  
	   26	  October	  2020	  
	  
	  
Mr	  John	  Ramsay	  
Commissioner	  
Tasmanian	  Planning	  Commission	  
GPO	  Box	  1691	  
Hobart	  	  	  TAS	  	  7001	  
	  
By	  email:	  	  tpc@planning.tas.gov.au	  
	  
	  
Representation	  requesting	  rezoning	  of	  199	  Rosedale	  Road,	  Bicheno	  (PID	  2934536,	  Title	  Ref.	  
156228/1)	  from	  Rural	  to	  Landscape	  Conservation	  
	  
	  
Dear	  Mr	  Ramsay	  
	  
Thank	  you	  for	  the	  opportunity	  to	  make	  a	  formal	  representation	  regarding	  the	  zoning	  of	  our	  
conservation	  property	  in	  the	  Glamorgan	  Spring	  Bay	  Draft	  Local	  Provisions	  Schedule	  (LPS).	  
	  
We	  request	  that	  our	  property	  (Property	  ID	  2934536,	  Title	  Ref.	  156228/1),	  which	  is	  zoned	  as	  Rural	  
in	  the	  Draft	  Glamorgan	  Spring	  Bay	  LPS,	  be	  rezoned	  to	  Landscape	  Conservation,	  as	  95%	  of	  the	  
property	  is	  under	  conservation	  covenant	  (Plan	  Reference	  CPR9607)	  and	  therefore	  has	  been	  
‘identified	  for	  protection	  and	  conservation’	  by	  the	  Minister	  for	  Environment.	  	  Land	  protected	  by	  
conservation	  covenant	  under	  the	  Nature	  Conservation	  Act	  2002	  is	  also	  part	  of	  Australia’s	  National	  
Reserve	  System.	  The	  small	  non-‐covenanted	  part	  of	  the	  property	  is	  not	  used	  for	  agriculture.	  
	  
The	  conservation	  covenant	  was	  approved	  by	  the	  Minister	  for	  Environment	  as	  the	  property	  
contains	  the	  threatened	  vegetation	  communities	  No.	  2	  ‘Allocasuarina	  littoralis	  forest’	  and	  No.	  17	  
‘Eucalyptus	  globulus	  dry	  forest	  and	  woodland’,	  as	  listed	  in	  Schedule	  3A	  of	  the	  Nature	  Conservation	  
Act	  2002.	  	  
	  
The	  property	  also	  contains	  the	  endangered	  flora	  Epacris	  apsleyensis,	  the	  vulnerable	  flora	  
Spyridium	  lawrencei,	  and	  the	  rare	  flora	  Eucalyptus	  barberi	  and	  Scaevola	  calendulacea,	  as	  well	  as	  
the	  rare	  spotted	  tail	  quoll,	  Dasyurus	  maculatus	  subsp.	  maculatus,	  as	  listed	  in	  Schedules	  3-‐5	  of	  the	  
Threatened	  Species	  Protection	  Act	  1995.	  	  
	  
All	  of	  this	  information	  can	  be	  verified	  in	  the	  relevant	  layers	  of	  ListMap.	  
	  
Guideline	  LCZ1	  in	  Section	  8A	  Guideline	  No1	  states:	  

The	  Landscape	  Conservation	  Zone	  should	  be	  applied	  to	  land	  with	  landscape	  values	  that	  are	  
identified	  for	  protection	  and	  conservation,	  such	  as	  bushland	  areas,	  large	  areas	  of	  native	  
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vegetation,	  or	  areas	  of	  important	  scenic	  values,	  where	  some	  small	  scale	  use	  or	  
development	  may	  be	  appropriate.	  

	  
Furthermore,	  Guideline	  RZ1	  states:	  	  	  

The	  Rural	  Zone	  should	  be	  applied	  to	  land	  in	  non-‐urban	  areas	  with	  limited	  or	  no	  potential	  for	  
agriculture	  as	  a	  consequence	  of	  topographical,	  environmental	  or	  other	  characteristics	  of	  
the	  area,	  and	  which	  is	  not	  more	  appropriately	  included	  within	  the	  Landscape	  Conservation	  
Zone	  or	  Environmental	  Management	  Zone	  for	  the	  protection	  of	  specific	  values.	  

	  
It	  is	  clear	  from	  the	  Guidelines	  and	  the	  State	  Planning	  Provisions	  that	  our	  property	  is	  more	  
appropriately	  zoned	  as	  Landscape	  Conservation.	  
	  
Yours	  sincerely	  
	  
	  

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	   	  
	  
Lucy	  and	  Chris	  Landon-‐Lane	  
…	   	  
	  



From: Kip & Diana Nunn
To: TPC Enquiry
Cc: thompsonjohng@gmail.com
Subject: HPE CM: Reasons for TPC to consider rezoning request - PID 2074855 - Nunn -
Date: Monday, 26 October 2020 8:09:22 PM

                PO Box 34
                COLES BAY  TAS  7215
 
                26-10-2020
 
Mr John Ramsay
Commissioner
Tasmanian Planning Commission
GPO Box 1691
Hobart   TAS  7001
 
By email:  tpc@planning.tas.gov.au
 
Glamorgan Spring Bay Draft LPS - reasons why the Commission should consider our request for
rezoning to Landscape Conservation
 
Dear Mr Ramsay
 
Thank you for the opportunity to present the reasons why we are requesting that the
Commission considers our late representation during the Glamorgan Spring Bay draft LPS
hearing process.
 
The two reasons why we did not make a representation during the 13 December 2019 to 15
February 2020 Exhibition Period about rezoning our property from Rural to Landscape
Conservation are:
 
1.            We were unaware of Draft LPS process and the Exhibition Period advertised in the
newspaper and website notices; and
2.            The Glamorgan Spring Bay (GSB) planning authority did not contact us about the
rezoning of our property as requested by Conservation Landholders Tasmania (CLT) in their 20
December 2019 representation.
 
In their representation CLT identified our property as more appropriately zoned Landscape
Conservation and requested that the planning authority write to us as soon as possible to give us
the opportunity to request rezoning during the Exhibition Period.
According to the Section 35F report, the GSB planning authority believed it was legally prevented
from writing to us as requested.
 
The Commission has since advised CLT that there is no legal impediment to planning authorities
writing to landowners affected by rezoning during an Exhibition Period.
 
If the planning authority had written to us early in the Exhibition Period, as requested by CLT, we
would have been able to submit our own representation instead of relying on CLT's.

mailto:info@tasmanianphotography.com.au
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In early May we received a letter from CLT informing us of their representation about our
property and inviting us to join their representation. We accepted this invitation.
 
Following the publication of the Section 35F Report, which revealed the GSB planning authority's
position on CLT's rezoning request, we emailed the GSB planning authority, Cc'd to the
Commission, confirming our wish to rezone our covenanted conservation property from Rural to
Landscape Conservation, in support of Representation No. 2 by CLT.
 
So the primary reason for the Commission to consider the rezoning of our property during the
forthcoming hearing is that CLT identified our property in its 20 December 2019 representation
and included the case for the rezoning based on Guidelines LCZ1 and RZ1, and we have since
advised the Commission of our wish to rezone. Our formal representation will present the same
case but will include specific details relevant to our property.
 
A secondary reason is that we were denied an opportunity to make our own representation
during the Exhibition Period due to a misunderstanding on the part of the GSB planning
authority.
 
We look forward to the opportunity to make a formal representation to the Commission in
support of our request.
 
Yours sincerely
 
 
 
 
Kip (C.M) and Diana Nunn
…            
 



From: Julie Ostberg
To: TPC Enquiry
Cc: John Thompson
Subject: HPE CM: Proposed planning changes
Date: Monday, 26 October 2020 10:00:27 AM

                                                                                               22 Craiglands Ct
                                                                                               WEST LAUNCESTON  TAS  7250
 
                                                                                               [26/10/2020]
 
 
Mr John Ramsay
Commissioner
Tasmanian Planning Commission
GPO Box 1691
Hobart   TAS  7001
 
By email:  tpc@planning.tas.gov.au
 
 
Glamorgan Spring Bay Draft LPS - reasons why the Commission should consider my
request for rezoning to Landscape Conservation
 
Dear Mr Ramsay
 
Thank you for the opportunity to present the reasons why I am requesting that the
Commission considers my late representation during the Glamorgan Spring Bay draft LPS
hearing process.
 
The two reasons why I did not make a representation during the 13 December 2019 to
15 February 2020 Exhibition Period about rezoning my property from Rural to Landscape
Conservation are:
 

1.      I was unaware of Draft LPS process and the Exhibition Period advertised in the
newspaper and website notices; and
2.      The Glamorgan Spring Bay (GSB) planning authority did not contact me about
the rezoning of my property as requested by Conservation Landholders Tasmania
(CLT) in their 20 December 2019 representation.

 
In their representation CLT identified my property as more appropriately zoned Landscape
Conservation and requested that the planning authority write to me as soon as possible to
give me the opportunity to request rezoning during the Exhibition Period.
 
According to the Section 35F report, the GSB planning authority believed it was legally
prevented from writing to me as requested.
 
The Commission has since advised CLT that there is no legal impediment to planning
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authorities writing to landowners affected by rezoning during an Exhibition Period.
 
If the planning authority had written to me early in the Exhibition Period, as requested by
CLT, I would have been able to submit my own representation instead of relying on CLT's.
 
In early May I received a letter from CLT informing me of their representation about my
property and inviting me to join their representation. I accepted this invitation.
 
Following the publication of the Section 35F Report, which revealed the GSB planning
authority's position on CLT's rezoning request, I emailed the GSB planning authority, Cc'd
to the Commission, confirming my wish to rezone my covenanted conservation property
from Rural to Landscape Conservation, in support of Representation No. 2 by CLT.
 
So the primary reason for the Commission to consider the rezoning of my property during
the forthcoming hearing is that CLT identified my property in its 20 December 2019
representation and included the case for the rezoning based on Guidelines LCZ1 and RZ1,
and I have since advised the Commission of my wish to rezone. My formal representation
will present the same case but will include specific details relevant to my property.
 
A secondary reason is that I was denied an opportunity to make my own representation
during the Exhibition Period due to a misunderstanding on the part of the GSB planning
authority.
 
I look forward to the opportunity to make a formal representation to the Commission in
support of my request.
 
Yours sincerely
 
 
 
 
Julie Ostberg
…                                                                                                                              
 



  
 

 102 Kearney Road 
 SOUTH MAROOTA  NSW  2756 
 
 [26 Oct 2020] 
 
 
Mr John Ramsay 
Commissioner 
Tasmanian Planning Commission 
GPO Box 1691 
Hobart   TAS  7001 
 
By email:  tpc@planning.tas.gov.au 
 
 
Glamorgan Spring Bay Draft LPS - reasons why the Commission should consider our request for 
rezoning to Landscape Conservation 
 
Dear Mr Ramsay 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to present the reasons why we are requesting that the Commission 
considers our late representation during the Glamorgan Spring Bay draft LPS hearing process.  
 
The two reasons why we did not make a representation during the 13 December 2019 to 
15 February 2020 Exhibition Period about rezoning our property from Rural to Landscape 
Conservation are: 
 

1. We were unaware of Draft LPS process and the Exhibition Period advertised in the 
newspaper and website notices; and 

2. The Glamorgan Spring Bay (GSB) planning authority did not contact us about the rezoning 
of our property as requested by Conservation Landholders Tasmania (CLT) in their 
20 December 2019 representation. 

 
In their representation CLT identified our property as more appropriately zoned Landscape 
Conservation and requested that the planning authority write to us as soon as possible to give us 
the opportunity to request rezoning during the Exhibition Period. 
  
According to the Section 35F report, the GSB planning authority believed it was legally prevented 
from writing to us as requested. 
 
The Commission has since advised CLT that there is no legal impediment to planning authorities 
writing to landowners affected by rezoning during an Exhibition Period. 
 
If the planning authority had written to us early in the Exhibition Period, as requested by CLT, we 
would have been able to submit our own representation instead of relying on CLT's. 
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In early May we received a letter from CLT informing us of their representation about our property 
and inviting us to join their representation.  
 
Following the Directions Hearing on 19 October 2020 we emailed CLT confirming our wish to 
rezone our covenanted conservation property from Rural to Landscape Conservation, in support of 
Representation No. 2 by CLT.  CLT forwarded this email to the Commission. 
 
So the primary reason for the Commission to consider the rezoning of our property during the 
forthcoming hearing is that CLT identified our property in its 20 December 2019 representation 
and included the case for the rezoning based on Guidelines LCZ1 and RZ1, and we have since 
advised the Commission of our wish to rezone. Our formal representation will present the same 
case but will include specific details relevant to our property. 
 
A secondary reason is that we were denied an opportunity to make our own representation during 
the Exhibition Period due to a misunderstanding on the part of the GSB planning authority. 
 
We look forward to the opportunity to make a formal representation to the Commission in 
support of our request. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Michael and Christine Stevens 
…  
 
 



  

 

 421 Swanston Road 
 LITTLE SWANPORT  TAS 7190 
 
 [insert date] 
 
 
Mr John Ramsay 
Commissioner 
Tasmanian Planning Commission 
GPO Box 1691 
Hobart   TAS  7001 
 
By email:  tpc@planning.tas.gov.au 
 
 
Glamorgan Spring Bay Draft LPS - reasons why the Commission should consider our request for 
rezoning to Landscape Conservation 
 
Dear Mr Ramsay 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to present the reasons why we are requesting that the Commission 
considers our late representation during the Glamorgan Spring Bay draft LPS hearing process.  
 
The two reasons why we did not make a representation during the 13 December 2019 to 
15 February 2020 Exhibition Period about rezoning our property from Rural to Landscape 
Conservation are: 
 

1. We were unaware of Draft LPS process and the Exhibition Period advertised in the 
newspaper and website notices; and 

2. The Glamorgan Spring Bay (GSB) planning authority did not contact us about the rezoning 
of our property as requested by Conservation Landholders Tasmania (CLT) in their 
20 December 2019 representation. 

 
In their representation CLT identified our property as more appropriately zoned Landscape 
Conservation and requested that the planning authority write to us as soon as possible to give us 
the opportunity to request rezoning during the Exhibition Period. 
  
According to the Section 35F report, the GSB planning authority believed it was legally prevented 
from writing to us as requested. 
 
The Commission has since advised CLT that there is no legal impediment to planning authorities 
writing to landowners affected by rezoning during an Exhibition Period. 
 
If the planning authority had written to us early in the Exhibition Period, as requested by CLT, we 
would have been able to submit our own representation instead of relying on CLT's. 
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In early May we received a letter from CLT informing us of their representation about our property 
and inviting us to join their representation.  
 
Following the Directions Hearing on 19 October 2020 we emailed CLT confirming our wish to 
rezone our covenanted conservation property from Rural to Landscape Conservation, in support of 
Representation No. 2 by CLT. CLT forwarded this email to the Commission. 
 
So the primary reason for the Commission to consider the rezoning of our property during the 
forthcoming hearing is that CLT identified our property in its 20 December 2019 representation 
and included the case for the rezoning based on Guidelines LCZ1 and RZ1, and we have since 
advised the Commission of our wish to rezone. Our formal representation will present the same 
case but will include specific details relevant to our property. 
 
A secondary reason is that we were denied an opportunity to make our own representation during 
the Exhibition Period due to a misunderstanding on the part of the GSB planning authority. 
 
We look forward to the opportunity to make a formal representation to the Commission in 
support of our request. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Anne Marmion and Russell Gray 
…  
 



From: Pawel Achtel ACS
To: TPC Enquiry
Cc: thompsonjohng@gmail.com; mick.purves@freycinet.tas.gov.au; McCrossen, Samuel
Subject: HPE CM: Reasons for TPC to consider rezoning request - PID 1910970 - Pawel Achtel
Date: Monday, 26 October 2020 8:08:28 PM

                                                                                               PO Box 557
                                                                                               ROCKDALE  NSW  2216
 
                                                                                               26 October 2020
 
 
Mr John Ramsay
Commissioner
Tasmanian Planning Commission
GPO Box 1691
Hobart   TAS  7001
 
By email:  tpc@planning.tas.gov.au
 
 
Glamorgan Spring Bay Draft LPS - reasons why the Commission should consider my request
for rezoning to Landscape Conservation
 
Dear Mr Ramsay
 
Thank you for the opportunity to present the reasons why I am requesting that the
Commission considers my late representation during the Glamorgan Spring Bay draft LPS
hearing process.
 
The two reasons why I did not make a representation during the 13 December 2019 to
15 February 2020 Exhibition Period about rezoning my property from Rural to Landscape
Conservation are:
 

1.     I was unaware of Draft LPS process and the Exhibition Period advertised in the
newspaper and website notices; and

2.     The Glamorgan Spring Bay (GSB) planning authority did not contact me about the
rezoning of my property as requested by Conservation Landholders Tasmania (CLT)
in their 20 December 2019 representation.

 
In their representation CLT identified my property as more appropriately zoned Landscape
Conservation and requested that the planning authority write to me as soon as possible to
give me the opportunity to request rezoning during the Exhibition Period.
According to the Section 35F report, the GSB planning authority believed it was legally
prevented from writing to me as requested.
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The Commission has since advised CLT that there is no legal impediment to a planning
authority writing to landowners affected by rezoning during an Exhibition Period.
 
If the planning authority had written to me early in the Exhibition Period, as requested by
CLT, I would have been able to submit my own representation instead of relying on CLT's.
 
In early May I received a letter from CLT informing me of their representation about my
property and inviting me to join their representation.
 
Following the Directions Hearing on 19 October 2020 I wrote to the Commission
confirming my wish to rezone my covenanted conservation property from Rural to
Landscape Conservation, in support of Representation No. 2 by CLT.
 
So the primary reason for the Commission to consider the rezoning of my property during
the forthcoming hearing is that CLT identified my property in its 20 December 2019
representation and included the case for the rezoning based on Guidelines LCZ1 and RZ1,
and I have since advised the Commission of my wish to rezone. My formal representation
will present the same case but will include specific details relevant to my property.
 
A secondary reason is that I was denied an opportunity to make my own representation
during the Exhibition Period due to a misunderstanding on the part of the GSB planning
authority.
 
I look forward to the opportunity to make a formal representation to the Commission in
support of my request.
 
Kind Regards,
 
Pawel Achtel ACS B.Eng.(Hons) M.Sc.
Mobile: 040 747 2747 (overseas: +61 4 0747 2747)
Mail: PO BOX 557, Rockdale, NSW 2216, Australia
Address: RA 913 Coles Bay Rd., Coles Bay, TAS 7215, Australia
Location: S 42° 0'14.40"S, E 148°14'47.13"
Email: Pawel.Achtel@24x7.com.au
 

From: Pawel Achtel ACS [mailto:pawel.achtel@24x7.com.au] 
Sent: Tuesday, 20 October 2020 8:19 PM
To: 'tpc@planning.tas.gov.au' <tpc@planning.tas.gov.au>
Cc: 'thompsonjohng@gmail.com' <thompsonjohng@gmail.com>;
'mick.purves@freycinet.tas.gov.au' <mick.purves@freycinet.tas.gov.au>;
'Samuel.McCrossen@planning.tas.gov.au' <Samuel.McCrossen@planning.tas.gov.au>
Subject: GSB Draft LPS - request to rezone covenanted property to Landscape Conservation
 
Attention:  Commissioner John Ramsay
 
I wish to request that our covenanted conservation property at 913 Coles Bay Road, Friendly
Beaches, TAS 7215 (PID 1910970, Title Ref 212903/1) be rezoned from Rural to Landscape
Conservation, as proposed by Conservation Landholders Tasmania in Representation No 2. I look
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forward to the opportunity to make a formal representation myself in support of this request.
 
Regards
 
Pawel Achtel ACS B.Eng.(Hons) M.Sc.
Mobile: 040 747 2747 (overseas: +61 4 0747 2747)
Mail: PO BOX 557, Rockdale, NSW 2216, Australia
Address: RA 913 Coles Bay Rd., Coles Bay, TAS 7215, Australia
Location: S 42° 0'14.40"S, E 148°14'47.13"
Email: Pawel.Achtel@24x7.com.au
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