
Version: 2, Version Date: 23/11/2018
Document Set ID: 3935091

norrisl
Typewritten Text
Council Agenda - Agenda Item 8.2 - Attachment 4
Reprsentations- 10 Cartiere Place, Newstead
6 December 2018



Version: 2, Version Date: 23/11/2018
Document Set ID: 3935091



Version: 2, Version Date: 23/11/2018
Document Set ID: 3935091



Version: 2, Version Date: 23/11/2018
Document Set ID: 3935091



Version: 2, Version Date: 23/11/2018
Document Set ID: 3935091



To: General Manage Launceston City Council. 

 

Re: DA Application number: 0521/2018. 

 

Good afternoon, 

 

I am the owner/occupier of and would like to make an 

objection to the proposed development at 10 Cartiere Place DA 

Application number: 0521/2018. 

 

My objection is raised regarding the following considerations; 

 

Height and building envelope – the proposed development is out of the 

building envelope. This will result in direct consequences relating to both 

privacy and shadowing of neighbours and surrounding areas. 

 

Earthworks - massive cut in unstable ground, which is not recommended 

in the Geotechnical report for 10 Cartiere and steep blocks. 

 

Retaining walls - 1.6m-2.3m height, which doesn’t fit into Launceston 

planning of 1m heights. 

 

Large amount of both units floor space is below natural ground level. 

Geotechnical report on block says to minimise earthworks and minimise 

heights. 

 

Construction materials - Brick veneer and tiled roofs - not recommend 

in Geotechnical report for steep blocks. Massive amount of weight on 

footings and surrounding land which goes against the Geotechnical report 

which recommends construction on steep blocks to be done in light 

weight cladding. 

 

Scenic protection of Punchbowl area - won’t blend in to both 

surrounding properties and surrounding land and reserve. This will 

directly detract value from neighbouring properties and ruin the 

landscape of the hill. 
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Warm regards 

 

Locky Allison 
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17
th

 October 2018 

 

General Manager 

Launceston City Council 

Planning Department 

PO Box 396 

Launceston  TAS  7250 

 

 

Dear Sir/Madam 

 

RE: Planning Permit – 10 Cartiere Place, Newstead 

 

As residents of we wish to put forward our objection to the submitted plans for 10 

Cartiere Place. 

 

On inspection of the online plans there are many aspects of that we believe need to be addressed; 

 

- Structures are outside the building envelope leading to privacy and shadowing issues. 

- Stability of ground due to massive cuts. 

- Legality of retaining wall heights. 

- The weight of the materials used (brick veneer and tiles) on steep block. 

- Congestion of court due to insufficient parking area for two dwellings. 

- Overall look of the structures is not in keeping with Punchbowl Reserve surroundings which 

will affect value of our property and properties in the area. 

 

On these grounds we strongly object to the approval of development at 10 Cartiere Place. 

 

Regards 

 

 

Kim Alford 

 

Mark Alford 
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To: General Manage Launceston City Council. 

 

Re: DA Application number: 0521/2018. 

 

Good afternoon 

 

I am the owner/occupier of and would like to make an objection to 

the proposed development at 10 Cartiere Place DA Application number: 0521/2018. 

 

My objection is raised regarding the following considerations; 

 

Height and building envelope – the proposed development is out of the building 

envelope. This will result in direct consequences relating to both privacy and 

shadowing of neighbours and surrounding areas. 

Earthworks - massive cut in unstable ground, which is not recommended in the 

Geotechnical report for 10 Cartiere and steep blocks. 

 

Retaining walls - 1.6m-2.3m height, which doesn’t fit into Launceston planning of 1m 

heights. Large amount of both units floor space is below natural ground level. 

Geotechnical report on block says to minimise earthworks and minimise heights. 

Construction materials - Brick veneer and tiled roofs - not recommend in 

Geotechnical report for steep blocks. Massive amount of weight on footings and 

surrounding land which goes against the Geotechnical report which recommends 

construction on steep blocks to be done in light weight cladding. Scenic protection of 

Punchbowl area - won’t blend in to both surrounding properties and surrounding land 

and reserve. This will directly detract value from neighbouring properties and ruin the 

landscape of the hill. 

 

Warm regards 

Anna Allison 
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Dear General Manager,

Representation 

 

In regards to the development application for proposed construction of a dwelling at 

Newstead (DA521/2018).

We object, as owners and residents of 

• Height 

• Earthworks 

• Retaining walls 

• Large amount of both units floor space is below natural ground level.

block says to minimise earthworks and minimise h

• Brick veneer and tiled roofs 

amount of weight.

• Two units on that particular site, whilst large enough in regards to the zoning, we do not 

consider appropriate given shape, slope and ulti

at the bottom end of the property in close proximity to No. 8 and will therefore, result in 

overlooking and overshadowing (as noted above). In addition, the location at the end of the cul

de

• The proposed design will detract and is not consistent with the already established 

neighbourhood character of the street.

I can be contacted on 

 

 

Kind regards,

Georgie Loone

Dear General Manager,

Representation – DA0521/2018

In regards to the development application for proposed construction of a dwelling at 

Newstead (DA521/2018).

We object, as owners and residents of 

Height - above building envelope which will affect privacy and shadowing.

Earthworks -

Retaining walls 

Large amount of both units floor space is below natural ground level.

block says to minimise earthworks and minimise h

Brick veneer and tiled roofs 

amount of weight.

Two units on that particular site, whilst large enough in regards to the zoning, we do not 

consider appropriate given shape, slope and ulti

at the bottom end of the property in close proximity to No. 8 and will therefore, result in 

overlooking and overshadowing (as noted above). In addition, the location at the end of the cul

de-sac will result in

The proposed design will detract and is not consistent with the already established 

neighbourhood character of the street.

I can be contacted on 

Kind regards, 

Georgie Loone | AAPI CPV, B.UPD, Grad Dip (Property)

Dear General Manager, 

DA0521/2018 

In regards to the development application for proposed construction of a dwelling at 

Newstead (DA521/2018). 

We object, as owners and residents of 

above building envelope which will affect privacy and shadowing.

- massive cut in unstable ground which is not recommended 

Retaining walls - 1.6m-2.3m height which doesn’t fit into Launceston planning of 1m heights.

Large amount of both units floor space is below natural ground level.

block says to minimise earthworks and minimise h

Brick veneer and tiled roofs 

amount of weight. 

Two units on that particular site, whilst large enough in regards to the zoning, we do not 

consider appropriate given shape, slope and ulti

at the bottom end of the property in close proximity to No. 8 and will therefore, result in 

overlooking and overshadowing (as noted above). In addition, the location at the end of the cul

sac will result in too much traffic for the narrow street.

The proposed design will detract and is not consistent with the already established 

neighbourhood character of the street.

I can be contacted on 

| AAPI CPV, B.UPD, Grad Dip (Property)

 

In regards to the development application for proposed construction of a dwelling at 

We object, as owners and residents of 

above building envelope which will affect privacy and shadowing.

massive cut in unstable ground which is not recommended 

2.3m height which doesn’t fit into Launceston planning of 1m heights.

Large amount of both units floor space is below natural ground level.

block says to minimise earthworks and minimise h

Brick veneer and tiled roofs - not recommended in geotech report for steep blocks. Massive 

Two units on that particular site, whilst large enough in regards to the zoning, we do not 

consider appropriate given shape, slope and ulti

at the bottom end of the property in close proximity to No. 8 and will therefore, result in 

overlooking and overshadowing (as noted above). In addition, the location at the end of the cul

too much traffic for the narrow street.

The proposed design will detract and is not consistent with the already established 

neighbourhood character of the street.

I can be contacted on 

| AAPI CPV, B.UPD, Grad Dip (Property)

In regards to the development application for proposed construction of a dwelling at 

above building envelope which will affect privacy and shadowing.

massive cut in unstable ground which is not recommended 

2.3m height which doesn’t fit into Launceston planning of 1m heights.

Large amount of both units floor space is below natural ground level.

block says to minimise earthworks and minimise h

not recommended in geotech report for steep blocks. Massive 

Two units on that particular site, whilst large enough in regards to the zoning, we do not 

consider appropriate given shape, slope and ultimately the design which clusters the two units 

at the bottom end of the property in close proximity to No. 8 and will therefore, result in 

overlooking and overshadowing (as noted above). In addition, the location at the end of the cul

too much traffic for the narrow street.

The proposed design will detract and is not consistent with the already established 

neighbourhood character of the street. 

| AAPI CPV, B.UPD, Grad Dip (Property) 

In regards to the development application for proposed construction of a dwelling at 

to the following:

above building envelope which will affect privacy and shadowing.

massive cut in unstable ground which is not recommended 

2.3m height which doesn’t fit into Launceston planning of 1m heights.

Large amount of both units floor space is below natural ground level.

block says to minimise earthworks and minimise heights. 

not recommended in geotech report for steep blocks. Massive 

Two units on that particular site, whilst large enough in regards to the zoning, we do not 

mately the design which clusters the two units 

at the bottom end of the property in close proximity to No. 8 and will therefore, result in 

overlooking and overshadowing (as noted above). In addition, the location at the end of the cul

too much traffic for the narrow street. 

The proposed design will detract and is not consistent with the already established 

 

In regards to the development application for proposed construction of a dwelling at 

to the following:

above building envelope which will affect privacy and shadowing.

massive cut in unstable ground which is not recommended 

2.3m height which doesn’t fit into Launceston planning of 1m heights.

Large amount of both units floor space is below natural ground level.  Geotechnical report on 

not recommended in geotech report for steep blocks. Massive 

Two units on that particular site, whilst large enough in regards to the zoning, we do not 

mately the design which clusters the two units 

at the bottom end of the property in close proximity to No. 8 and will therefore, result in 

overlooking and overshadowing (as noted above). In addition, the location at the end of the cul

The proposed design will detract and is not consistent with the already established 

In regards to the development application for proposed construction of a dwelling at 10 Cartiere 

to the following: 

above building envelope which will affect privacy and shadowing. 

massive cut in unstable ground which is not recommended in geo tech report. 

2.3m height which doesn’t fit into Launceston planning of 1m heights.

Geotechnical report on 

not recommended in geotech report for steep blocks. Massive 

Two units on that particular site, whilst large enough in regards to the zoning, we do not 

mately the design which clusters the two units 

at the bottom end of the property in close proximity to No. 8 and will therefore, result in 

overlooking and overshadowing (as noted above). In addition, the location at the end of the cul

The proposed design will detract and is not consistent with the already established 

10 Cartiere Place, 

in geo tech report.  

2.3m height which doesn’t fit into Launceston planning of 1m heights. 

Geotechnical report on 

not recommended in geotech report for steep blocks. Massive 

Two units on that particular site, whilst large enough in regards to the zoning, we do not 

mately the design which clusters the two units 

at the bottom end of the property in close proximity to No. 8 and will therefore, result in 

overlooking and overshadowing (as noted above). In addition, the location at the end of the cul-
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To whom it may concern, 
 
I am writing to oppose the proposed Unit Developments for Lot 43, 10 Cartiere Place Newstead. 
 
Reasons for this are that I am told the earthworks could make the grounds unstable, not something we 
would like so close to our home and that brick and tiled roofs are not recommended in the geotechnical 
report for steep blocks such as this. 
 
I also don’t believe the the street is large enough to accommodate the extra traffic that comes with units 
and style of units will detract value from our property as they are all family homes here.. Street parking is 
limited for visitors or if the dwellers exceed the parking spaces they have allowed for.  
 
Kind regards, 
 
Simone and Stephen Pohan 
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Good afternoon,  

 

We are writing to object to the DA application number 0521/2018 for 10 Cartiere place.  Please 

consider this important matter. 

 
We are the owner/occupier of  and would like to make an 

objection to the proposed development at 10 Cartiere Place DA Application 

number: 0521/2018. 

We have reviewed the plans have a number of concerns, that could have a negative impact on the road 

and neighbours. 

I believe that the lot has been approved as a sub division, however this in itself is very concerning both 

due to the nature of the steep slope and the risks associated with the land,  as well as the nature of the 

small cul-de-sac road and the increase of traffic. 

Our objection is raised regarding the following considerations; 

Earthworks 

•         Earthworks - massive cut in unstable ground, which is not recommended in the 

Geotechnical report for 10 Cartiere and steep blocks. 

•         Retaining walls - 1.6m-2.3m height, which doesn’t fit into Launceston planning of 1m 

heights. 

•         Large amount of both units floor space is below natural ground level. 

•         Geotechnical report on block says to minimise earthworks and minimise heights. 

Construction materials 

•         Brick veneer and tiled roofs - not recommend in Geotechnical report for steep blocks. 

Massive amount of weight on footings.  This is of a concern to the immediate housing as well as 

the neighbouring. 

•         The Geotechnical report which recommends construction on steep blocks to be done in 

light weight cladding.  Similar to the design of our house. 

General 

•         The style of the houses are quite different from the rest of the street. The street has 

enjoyed some good publicity from the modern and creative flare on many of the houses, 

increasing the popularity of the area.  The designs of these houses could directly detract the 

value from the neighbouring properties, and ruin the landscape of the hill – something that can 

be seen from far. 

I do hope that you will consider these objections, primarily because of the concern of landslippage and 

damage to the area, as well as the invasion of privacy in what is a small area already. 

Warm regards, 
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Dr. Brandon and Jasmin Krapf 
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