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14th June 2018 

 

The Editor 

Great Oyster Bay News 

Email: gobcnews@gmail.com 

 

Dear Sir 

 

As I was Acting Mayor at the time the planning scheme amendment for Cambria was submitted to 

Council I would like to address some of the matters raised in letters to your paper. 

 

It cannot be argued that the planning scheme amendment for Cambria has been a hot topic in 

the community.  Without doubt, the developer has a grand vision that raises numerous issues, 

opportunities and questions.  Unfortunately, some of the important details of the amendment and 

the process have been lost in the debate and the disappointing and fanciful accusations of 

impropriety directed at Council.  

 

The amendment proposed by the developer seeks to create four precincts over the estate with 

local area objectives guiding future development and to also change what land uses can be 

considered.   Some have argued that Council will have little control or say over what happens in 

the future if the Cambria amendment is approved.   However, the amendment does not remove 

the need for future discretionary applications to Council which are publicly advertised.  Equally, 

the amendment does not override planning scheme codes on biodiversity, scenic corridor, 

heritage or coastal values and hazards and which affect a large portion of Cambria.  Whatever 

your view of the amendment may be it is neither Council nor the developers’ intention to bypass 

normal processes.  

 

Public exhibition concluded on the 14 June 2018.  The next step for the Council is to consider a 

report on each representation received.  As part of this, Council’s role in the process is to advise 

the Tasmanian Planning Commission whether changes are required to the proposed amendment 

in light of the representations received.  A large number of representations have been received 

raising a host of issues.  It will likely take Council staff and Councillors some time to work 

through these. 
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After Council has considered the representations, the process moves to the Tasmanian Planning 

Commission.  It is the Commission’s role to approve or refuse the amendment and they will hold 

public hearings prior to making a decision. 

 

The proposed amendment has been challenging for Council.  However, like it or not, we live in a 

society where any person has a right to apply to Council for development of their property.  We 

also live in a society where the community can engage in the process.  We should all be 

engaged and respectful in that process. 

 

The release of the agenda is governed by the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) 

Regulations 2015.  S.8(b) of the Regulations states that the agenda is to be released ‘at least’ 4 

days before the Ordinary Meeting Council and that is the time-frame our Council has traditionally 

used.  It has been argued that 4 days is insufficient time for Councillors to read the large amount 

of documentation that accompanied this particular development application. It is the 

responsibility of all Councillors to ensure that they have read the agenda prior to a meeting 

regardless of the number of pages and be prepared to ‘burn the midnight oil’ to achieve that if 

necessary to ensure they are fully briefed for a meeting. 

 

Council has a legislated obligation to act as a Planning Authority, to assess all planning 

applications and follow the processes set out in the legislation. It probably goes without saying 

that the enormity of this proposal indicates that the process in relation to a Specific Area Plan 

(SAP) should be reviewed by the Government sooner rather than later.  Perhaps SAPs should 

by-pass Council because of their complex nature and be referred immediately to the Tasmanian 

Planning Commission.    

  

Council may not always get the decisions right in the eyes of some.  Those who believe that the 

current Council have let them down would do well to remember that even if the community 

managed to elect a completely new Council at the coming election, the in-coming Council can 

only make decisions based on the provisions of the planning scheme and the other 180 odd 

pieces of legislation that relate to council matters.  

 

 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 

CR. CHERYL ARNOL, MAICD 

DEPUTY MAYOR 
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