
1

From: Scott Bell <scottbell1950@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, 10 January 2024 10:25 AM

To: George Town Council Planning

Cc: Scott Bell

Subject: Representation  re  :  177 Saltwood Road, Pipers Brook , 7254

  Property : 177 Saltwood Road, Pipers Brook 

 Title: volume 221927, folio 1 

      This property was granted a formal Conservation Covenant on 8th February , 2011, signed by Minister Brian 

Wightman. The covenant has been registered at the Tasmanian Titles Office, under Section 102 of the Land Titles 

Act 1980, and Section 34 of the Nature Conservation Act 2002.  This information is factual, and on the public record . 

      I submit the following information , to be considered in addition to information I have already provided when 

appearing before Commissioner Cunningham on two previous occasions. 

      It is my contention that the conditions agreed to in this original, binding, agreement, should be upheld . The 

property, as part of the general surrounding countryside, encompasses significant natural values. Consequently, it is 

my contention that the property should be classified Landscape Conservation, to recognise these natural values, and 

to protect and preserve them , in perpetuity, as  originally agreed between the owner of the property, the State 

Environment Minister, and the Federal Environment Minister. 

      Mineral Resources Tasmania ( MRT ) and  The Department of State Growth( DSG ) contend a significant , 

commercially viable  sand deposit exists on the property. In fact, DSG stated, in their submission, that “ the resource 

in the northern region is therefore strategically important, as it holds the most significant and easily accessible sand 

resource in the State”.   The implication is that 177 Saltwood Road , (together with the two Gees Marsh properties 

under similar consideration, ) should be zoned Rural, to bypass their inherent   Conservation values, and allow 

access to this supposed valuable sand resource. MRT and DSG haven’t provided the necessary information to 

validate this argument  ( ref Commissioner Cunningham’s request to explain the 2% figure - currently not clarified by 

MRT and DSG) 

      Additionally, MRT and DSG  state that by allowing further property within the State of Tasmania to be classified 

as Landscape Conservation, or given other forms of Environmental  protection, access to resources such as timber, 

minerals and other extractables will be compromised . This is the Lemming argument, and isn’t intellectually valid. 

      When I purchased  the 177 Saltwood Road property, there was an existing mining lease, held by the owner, Mr 

Frank Bardenhagen, for the purpose of gravel extraction. I cancelled this agreement. A $14,000 bond, held with 

MRT, was used to rehabilitate some of the gravel pits.  Subsequently, further  gravel pits have been rehabilitated, at 

significant  personal financial expense. 

      Section 4, part B Land, 4.2 i  of  the Covenant agreement specifically states that the owner will not allow “ 

removal or disturbance of soil, rock or other mineral resources except for the purposes of construction of  or 

Maintainance of fences, carriageways or infrastructure “. This requirement has been respected. It is unnecessary to 

outline all the  other terms and conditions of the Conservation Covenant. 

      For an owner of a Conservation property  with an attached Covenant, there is a  specific and formal  process 

required to undertake a Variation to the conditions  agreed . This process requires the initial approval of the  

Tasmanian  Private Land Conservation Program, then  the State Environmental Minister, and the appropriate Federal 

Minister.  It requires particular and valid reasons , and arguments, and is infrequently approved.  It is inappropriate 

that MRT and DSG can  attempt bypass this process with arguments that suggest commercial opportunities are 

more important than the  protection of Natural Values. 

      I will be submitting the following documents,in person, to the George  Council, which identify and scientifically 

validate, the natural values of 177 Saltwood Road. Further information can be found at the NVA site, where data 

from various field surveys has been posted. For example, the Australasian Bittern has been identified on the 

property, as has been the Azure Kingfisher. These are significant sightings, and not to be dismissed…….. 
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 #  Conservation Plan - Trawmana Environmental Consultants - November 2008 

 # Threatened Plants Tasmania- threatened flora survey- November 2015 

 # Trapping Report, Save the Tasmanian Devil Program - June 2018 

 # Private Land Conservation Program report , DPIPWE, Janet Smith, - January 2021 

   # Methods of Monitoring - scientific report on 5 years of monitoring and trapping , 177 Saltwood Road, Bell and 

Richards, September 2023. 

      In conclusion, whilst there is undoubtedly a sand resource on this property, it’s size and commercial value are 

insignificant when compared to the current , established and MRT / DSG approved sand resources, both locally ( on 

the McCarthy  neighbouring property ) , and regionally , at the Barnbougle property of R. Sattler ( Bridport ).  This 

latter sand extraction business has  current approval for significant expansion. There are other applications for sand 

extraction awaiting processing and approval, in the northern region.  None of them involve properties with a current 

Conservation Covenant. 

      It is  therefore my contention that this property , 177 Saltwood Road, with a current  and legally valid  

Conservation Covenant appended to the title should have its natural values recognised, respected, and protected , 

in perpetuity, as agreed. Consequently, it should be given Landscape Conservation status.Thankyou . 

 Sincerely, Scott Bell 

 Dr. Scott Bell  ,  FRACGP; FACRRM; ROF. 

Director, 

Esmerelda Enterprises Environmental, 

Saltwood Trees for Life, 

2/23 Floreat  Crescent, 

Trevallyn, 

 Launceston 

Tasmania, 7250 

AUSTRALIA 

Mobile 0419 527 354 
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Subject: FW: Appendix to submission - 177 Saltwood Road

From: Scott Bell <scottbell1950@gmail.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 8:08 PM 

To: George Town Council Planning <planning@georgetown.tas.gov.au> 

Subject: Appendix to submission - 177 Saltwood Road 

CAUTION: Do not click links or attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe 

   Further to my submission, I should mention that Mineral Resources Tasmania ( MRT ) has previously , at my 

request, and upon submission of a designated form with application fee of approximately $49, removed my 

property  , 177 Saltwood Road, from a currently existing mining lease. The photograph below shows the original 

lease ( screen shot from MRT website )…. 



2

The following photograph demonstrates the lease, after MRT supported my application. Note the Headlam 

property , Saltwood Road ,after discussion with me, also successfully applied to be excluded from this 

particular lease. 
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    My application to MRT was supported with evidence of the importance of the natural values inherent in the 

property. MRT obviously recognised the scientific  merits of my argument , and hence  supported my 

successful application. It beggars belief that MRT can now  disregard its original decision, and take a contrary 

view. This casts doubt on the current position taken by MRT, and suggests to me that the environmental 

standards, the importance of protecting the biodiversity, and the natural values of a property are viewed by 

MRT as tradable commodities , which can be utilised in a flexible and indiscriminate manner, depending upon 

the current prevailing circumstances. 

      In a world where we are facing a climate emergency, and where the prevailing scientific evidence compels 

us to take a responsible approach to protecting the remaining  global natural assets, to minimise habitat 

destruction, and to diminish the loss of biodiversity and species extinctions, MRT appears to disregard its 

previous assessment of the natural values of the property at 177 Saltwood Road, and take a position of 

convenience , drafted to apparently suit its own commercial values and interests. This must surely cast doubt 

upon the merits of their  current arguments . Thankyou. 

 Sincerely, Scott Bell 
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 Dr. Scott Bell  ,  FRACGP; FACRRM; ROF. 

Director, 

Esmerelda Enterprises Environmental, 

Saltwood Trees for Life, 

2/23 Floreat  Crescent, 

Trevallyn, 

 Launceston  

Tasmania, 7250 

AUSTRALIA 

Mobile 0419 527 354 












































































































































