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Summary of the 2023 submissions regarding Development Assessment Panel
(DAP) Framework for developments on urban/private land

A Position Paper on a proposed Development Assessment Panel (DAP) Framework for

developments on urban/private land was on public exhibition from 19th October - 30
November 2023.

Thank you to the Residents Opposed to the Cable Car who compiled a summary of the

submissions as outlined below.

As per the Tasmanian Government’s Planning Reform website here 543 submissions were
received. However, Latrobe and Kentish made a combined submission (bringing total to 544)
but 2 submissions were unrelated to the DAPs. So the actual number of submission
received on the proposed DAPs was 542.

Of the 542 submissions received 250 were also sent to our elected State Parliamentarians
raising concerns.

In total 542 submissions were received with 515 (95%) against (clearly against: 15

community organisations, 484 individuals, 11 councils and 5 councils mostly against).

In total only 14 submissions were clearly in favour. Only four individual members of the
public and one council supported the DAPs.

The other supporting submissions were development focused government departments and
peak organisations for property development and related industries.

Submissions against Development Assessment Panels

e 515/542 (95%) were against

e 15 community organisations

e 484 individuals

e 11 Councils clearly against (see clarification below)
e 5 Councils mostly against (see clarification below)

Submissions in favour of Development Assessment Panels

e 14/542 submissions were in favour.

e 7 organisations in favour: Australian Institute of Architects (Tas); Housing Industry
Association (says it does not go far enough); Housing Tasmania (wants a more extreme
version - appeal rights for applicant only); Niche Planning Studio; Planning Institute of
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Australia (in principle support, but not as proposed); Property Council of Australia and
the Tasmanian Minerals, Manufacturing and Energy Council.

2 State Government Departments: Department of State Growth and Office of
Coordinator General.

4 individuals

1 council

No Position

13/542 submissions had no position or were ambiguous.

5 Government organisations including the Local Government Association of Tasmania
(although it does make some significant criticisms)

2 NGOs
1 individual

5 councils (see clarification below)

Unrelated submissions

2 unrelated submissions. These should not have been included in the submission tally as
they emailed about unrelated matters.

Summary of local council’s submissions including clarifications

Most local council submissions went into a lot of detail, and many were not able to be

clearly and objectively characterised as totally for or against, but as far as could be judged:

22 of the 29 local councils made a submission.

11 were clearly against: Central Coast, Circular Head, Devonport, Hobart, Huon, Latrobe,
Kentish, Meander, Southern Midlands, Waratah/Wynyard and West Tamar.

5 were mostly against: Central Highlands, Clarence, Flinders Island, Glamorgan/Spring
Bay and Northern Midlands.

5 Councils were inconclusive or required more information: Georgetown, Brighton,
Glenorchy, Kingborough and Break O’Day.

1 council was in favour, but with some reservations: Sorell.
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