30 Mard 201
SUBMISSION to THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD

re proposed AMALGAMATION of SORELL & TASMAN COUNCILS.

Dear Sirs,
I lodge MY OBJECTION !

(1)THE DISADVANTAGED PEOPLE OF PORT ARTHUR/ CARNARVON BAY
+ STEWARTS BAY.

" Tunderstand there is a last minute groundswell of opposition to the proposed
merger, and , that Petitions are circulating against it in Nubeena, but, I have heard
nothing about it in Port Arthur (not because everybody here is in favour of the merger
1), but, because , AS USUAL, we , the residents of Port Arthur are ( since the death
of our local Tasman Councillor ,Roger Larner ) the FORGOTTEN people “ of
Tasman , kept like mushrooms in the dark “!

Things for us in Port Arthur are only going to get worse for us once the
Government’s pet project (an Amalgamation ) is implemented ! Already, in my
opinion, all the money on improvements, beautification is spent on Nubeena as a
local Councillor lives there and the Deputy Mayor, also, has a business in the main
street .

About two years ago I took part in the Walk with Consultants which was
supposed to give Port Arthur (Tasmania’s premier tourist attraction ! ) an improved
Streetscape and facilities: eg proper footpaths , more parking + a public toilet in Pt
Arthur + more parking in Stewarts Bay . I have heard NOTHING since !

Will things improve for us the residents of Port Arthur in the future with a merger
? NO! NOINO!!

WHAT do I get for my high rates ? ZERO | Somewhere amongst all the paper
work I keep, there is a letter sent to me by the Tasman Council advising me that I will
“NEVER “ have rubbish collection in my road “ AS IT IS TOO DANGEROUS “!

HOWEVER,

(1) about last year I was refused/ignored (in writing } by Tasman Council for 40
kilometre signage to be erected at the commencement of where 1 live,
and,

(2) for a Guard Rail to be installed on the dangerous first blind corner where a
number of Roll-overs and a Head-on ( © icar completely written off by
tourists 1) have occurred. Reason given ? I suppose your. guess is as good as mine ! I
supposed Tasman Council deemed the road “ NOT DANGEROUS ENOUGH “,
BUT, “ TOO DANGEROUS “ FOR A RUBBISH COLLECTION !!! What sort of
Logic is that ?

I think it is time we had a local Port Arthur representative on Council ! 1 suggest
we go back to the system of Wards to try to stop all the cash splash eg on Nubeena’s
Walk along the beach front"

I agree it has been a good thing as it has maae a pig improvement {0
Nubeena’s beuaufication and is used by people in wheelchairs from the local Nursing
Home , but, what about us in Port Arthur?
How about we in Port Arthur/ Carnarvon Bay get the proposed lovely foot path so
we , 100, can easily go for health walks? We have many needs eg a better public



transport system than the ONLY bus which leaves Pt Arthur at 6 in the morning and
departs Hobart at 3.55pm !

I am told that alone out of any East Coast Council areas, we of Tasman are alone
in having only two doctors instead of three ! And, alone in not having any AFTER
HOURS Medical Service or any doctor from Spm Fridays until Monday mornings ,
when there are only three Emergency Appointments available if a person rings at 8.30
on the dot ! The line is usually jammed and some people miss out ! I am reliably
informed, that at least one Council area on the East Coast (if not more ? ) have a
hospital. We have none. Qur Medical Service was drastically reduced by removing
any Weekend or After hours Medical Service when the Liberal Government came to
power in 2014, Minister Ferguson refused to attend our Public Meetings. I resigned in
disgust from the Liberal Party !

(2) THE CARROT OF REDUCED RATES if we Amalgamate !-

Does the government think we are all stupid, uneducated, country bumpkins and will
believe the hype without any solid figures to prove that there will be the proposed
“REDUCTION IN RATES “? , '

As for the wonky Statistics which “PROVE “that the majority of Tasman residents
are “ in favour” of Amalgamation, let me REMIND the government that a HUGE
proportion of Tasman’s residents are JEHOVAH WITNESS who do NOT participate
because of their religious beliefs in voting at Government + Council elections , so, the
figures that the “ majority “ of Tasman are in favour of amalgamation LIE !!! As
well, there are Quakers (like someone T know who was raised as one ) , who, similarly
because of their religious beliefs do NOT take part in any voting or Consultation
Process !

The “Local Government Board Review Consultation Paper “has only been
available on REQUEST. I only received it the other day, and, as, due to an extremely
painful leg and foot injury for many months Ihave had to rely on others to pick up
my mail from the Pt Arthur Post Office. So, I apologise for this OBJECTION written
in such haste !

~ Once again, we have been kept “like mushrooms in the dark “ as the details of
SORELL COUNCIL’s RATING POLICY, in my opinion, have been
DELIBERATELY OMITTED from the “Local Government Board Consultation
“Paper. In the papers supplied to me it tells me this VITAL information is available
upon request from Sorell Council 1! 1 have no time to do this now, so, I checked
their Internet Site which told me Bugger All!

WHY were the details of Sorell’s RATING P OLICY withheld ? In my opinion,
it was DELIBERATE , or, we would all be 100% be against amalgamation !

Sorell has a DIFFERENT Rating System to ours-—so, WHY are its DETAILS
withheld by exclusion from the Review Paper ? Rates in Sorell are HIGHER , and,



Sorell has a policy of INCREASING RATES EVERY YEAR, which is NOT the case
in Tasman which reduced them last year !

I have read that statistically Tasman has the poorest, old people in Australia. We
already pay very high Rates for little in return. WHY should we SUBSIDISE Sorell
by paying higher rates to them ? I note that the majority of Sorell ratepayers want to
amalgamate with us . WHY ? ==benefit to them , but, not to us !

Will anything get better for us, eg better roads without potholes instead of our
crowded- by- tourists goat- track euphemistically called a *“ Highway “, or, perhaps a
ferry service across Frederick Henry Bay, or a better bus or medical service, etc?

I bet, as usual, no improvements will happen |

(3) MY THIRD CONCERN IS THAT AMALGAMATION COMB[NED WITH
THE NEW STATE PLANNING LAWS will give, in my opinion,

UNDEMOCRATIC Power to the Minister to Fast Track (without any provision for
OBJECTION in the courts ) to HIGH-RISE monstrosities like in Melbourne +
Sydney, buildings right on the boundary, taking away sunlight and privacy.

MY QUESTION TO (1) THE BOARD and to the (2) MINISTER is :-

Is this likely to happen with the property next-door to me at - . Port
Arthur which has been bought by an Interstate Melbourne billionaire , a Developer
and Real Estate Agent--- even though both his and my properties appear to be -
protected by inclusion in THE PORT ARTHUR WORLD HERITAGE BUFFER
ZONE OVERLAY ? Will this “ protectlon “hold , or, will the Minister’s proposed
new powers dispense with the “protection “? I remain cynical . There is much
improvement that could be done to the Tasman Peninsula to the economic and
employment benefit of the locals without the need for amalgamation !

Yours sincerely, . ﬁ [ Ve /

A very concerned Countess Antonia Maria Violetta Scrivanich

( Attached is 1 Enclosure re Sorell Rates information off their.internet site which
does not tell me much!)
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Rates Information

How does Council value your property?
Al properties within the Sorell Municipal area are valued by the Valuer General in accordance with the Valuation of Land Act 2001 to determine a property's fand value, is
capital value and its assessed annual value:

® Land Value (LV) is the value of the property excluding all visible improvements such as buildings, structure, fixtures, roads, etc.
» Capital Value {CV) is the total value of the property and includes the land value.
® The Assessed Annual Value (AAV) of a property is the estimated yearly rental value of the property.

Planning a change or alteration?
If you are contemplating any change or alteration to your house, Including extensions, demolitions or even building a new house, an Important step in the process is 1o find out
whether your proposal requires Council planning, buitding or plumbing approval prior {o the commencement of work.

The Government Valuation Office undertakes revaluatians for any change or alteration to your property. Once Council has been notified of these changes and approval given,
the Gavernment Valuation Office will be natified to revalue the property and an updated rates notice will be issued,

How are your Rates calculated?
The value that is directly relevant to your rates is the Capital Value; Council has deemed this the most effective method in distributing their rating tax to its ratepayers.
If you do not agree with the Capical Value of your property, an objection may be lodged with the Office of the Valuer-General. The lodgment of an objectlon however does not

“alter the requirement to pay rates when due.

Sorell underwent a revaluation In 2016 and Capital Values were applled fram 1 July 2017. Councll's General Rate is split into two components; the first is deemed a fixed charge.
This is derlved by the total required General rate revenue multiplied by 41 percent divided by the number of ratable properties within the Sorelt Municipality, resulting in 2 rate
of $451.13 for 2017-2018.

30/03/2018, 12:59
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Pensioners eligible for assistance under the Local Government (Rates and Charges Remission) Act 1991 may receive a rebate as follows, noting that limits apply:

® State Government - 30% (maximum limits apply, as shown below)

(The 2017-18 maximum cap for the Pensioner Rates Remission is $440 for thase pensioners who are nat a custamer of a water and sewerage corporation and $239 for those
pensloners whe are also a customer of 3 water and sewerage corporation).

o State Fire Commission ~ 20% (of the fire levy service rate).

Pensioners are eligible for a remission If they hold a current Pensioner Concession Card, Health Care Card or a Department of Veteran Affairs gold card (TPI) and are legally
responsible for the rates on the property, wnich is their principal place of residence. In the case of joint ownership, at least one of the owners must meet the eligibility criteria.
There is a limit of one remission per year per pensicner household.

Pensloners who recelved a remission last year should receive a rernission automatically. Any pensioner who has not previously received a remission must complete an
application form and possess a current Pensloner Concession Card (PCC) with a date of grant an or before 1st July of the current financial year.

It is necessary that current cancession cards be presented to our Customer Service officers when submitting an application form.

Please note; Eligibility of a pensioner remission is determined by the State Government - Department of Treasury and Finance.
Methods of Payment

1. Payment in Persan
The rates natice should be presented when making a payment at Sorell Council 47 Cole Street between 8.002m and 4.45pm, Monday to Friday.
2. Direct Debit

Payment can be made by direct debit. Direct Debit Ferms can be found here or contact the Rates Oftice on 03 6269 0000,

Penalties and interest will apply to late payments. Please allow up to 3 business days for your payment to be applied to your account if you are paying any
way other than direct to Council in person. This applies to the following methods of payment.

Refer below ta “What if my Payment, is Late?” for information on penalties and interest for late payment.:

3. Telephone

2of 3 30/03/2018. 12:59



From:

Sent: Wednesday, 4 April 2018 10:46 AM
To: Local Government Board (DPaC)
Subject: Amalgamation of Sorell + Tasman

To : The LOCAL GOVT BOARD.
Dear Sirs,

*** Please NOTE this is an ADJUNCT to my OBJECTION to the proposed Amalgamation of
Sorell + Tasman Councils which was mailed “ Express Post “ on 31 March 2018 and should reach
you by the deadline of 6 April 2018.

To me the whole thing smacks of DECEPTION ?

| had so little time to prepare my OBJECTION that it was written in great haste and in difficult
circumstances because of my injuries which mean | rely ( for now ) on Community Transport or a
kind neighbour to take me to the Post Office to collect my mail , pay bills, send mail, etc.

My MAIN OBJECTION is (as you will read when you receive my Objection) is the question of
RATES ! | am NOT convinced by the KMPG Report of “benefits” to we Ratepayers of Tasman,
because , in my opinion, the Report is INCOMPLETE , as it fails to provide calculated EXAMPLES
of future Rates on Tasman properties using the VERY DIFFERENT Methodology used by Sorell
Council !

So, | want ALL Tasman Ratepayers to be given ( IN WRITING) COMPARATIVE examples of
how their (1) Tasman rates were in 2017 (1) for :-eg properties worth, $200, 000-00; $300,
000-00; $400, 000-00, $500, 000-00, $600, 000-00, and , $700, 000-00, etc

AND,
(2) how much Sorell charged in 2017 for Rates on properties worth $200, 000-00; $300, 000-00 ;
$300, 000-00; $400, 000-00: $500, 000-00; $600, 000-00, $700, 000-00, etc !

Without this information none of us can make an INFORMED DECISION !

Unless each and everyone of us are given this extra , VITAL information IN WRITING, this
proposed Amalgamation, is in my opinion, a CON JOB, meant to DECEIVE the Public who are
being MISINFORMED, MISLED, FOOLED, ie “kept like mushrooms in the dark” of the effect an
amalgamation between Sorell + Tasman Councils will have on their Rates ---by then it will be too
late !

Yours
Countess Antonia Maria Violetta Scrivanich,

Virus-free. www.avast.com



From:

Sent: Wednesday, 4 April 2018 11:04 AM
To: Local Government Board (DPaC)
Subject: Sorell + Tasman Amalgamation
Attachments: 003.jpg

To : The Local Govt Board----

please attach this and another 2 pages (which will be coming separately ) to my Objection dated
31 March 2108 + to my earlier email of today to the proposed Amalgamation of Sorell + Tasman.
Attached is the first of 3 pages of COMPLAINT correspondence AND OBJECTION TO
AMALGAMATION sent by me in 2017 to Tasman Council since we started sharing functions with
Sorell.

Sincerely,

Countess Antonia Maria Violetta Scrivanich

Virus-free. www.avast.com



'YOIUBALOS “A "W BILIOIUY SS8IUN0Y)
‘Aj@Joouis SINOA
‘Jwi| pasds supjQf 0} uohonpal e
(Z) ‘pue ‘(souesue psejesouco B Ylim aUO0 AlUC Y) Jou We |) , SsouBLUS pejeasuod, Buie)s
ubis e () 1senbay Ajpury | (i wejgoid sy 1 ON aJe usul Bunok ) sieAup sjew ejqisucdsal
asaU] yum mucm._m&ﬁ ON s&vew Jl swads | Ing ' INYHY 1d JO UOHISIIp 9y Ul [IIUUMOP
peeooid usy} pue ‘uini g op ‘Jliy-dn jaael E:af uoIsij|02 padims-apIS B PIOAR O) Emzn% |
' pepus-leal Aljesu sem | swiy Jayjoue 'spis
S JOALIP B} Uo 1y Aesu sem | 80U peod sy 4N Buueos usw Aq 201w 1Y AlJesu sem |
‘@ouUBAUS pajesouod Aw Builixe ( uonned awelixe BuUIsh IS|IYm ) deam auo Jo aoeds sy uj
| XUd puelis) sy
u ale Asy) JI se ‘pecJ auyy uo oq o} Jybu e Unm ajdoad AINO @Yl aue Ay jI Se 219y soeiuew
2| enup usw pabie-sippiw 1By} JNuiy Lod ' noge juejdwoo Aw o} vnm 0} juem
| 1nq ‘Yyono} ui usesq jou saey | ‘'0s ( BrlUOWNBU Jaao Buieh ) yais Alaa we | ¢ Apusiing
* epuabe nok uo aq o} Buiob ssem sieyew Aw espl ou pey | ‘os mE_mE oD
Aut o} esuodssu InoA Jeay 0} 0} m:_ﬁms_ jlounog JNoA pusle o} aw Buaul ‘/ L0z judy
0Z paiep Jon8| JnoA (j Jeie| sAep g) penieoal | 2102 IUdy §Z Uo
'sJojjIouno”) pue JoAe syl o)

wwydutoy  pofgng

<HE AQd SRj UBHSBIPBLISE) > Y
9E:€1 LIOT SR 1O neq
B moag

TIOT A%




From:

Sent: Wednesday, 4 April 2018 11:12 AM
To: Local Government Board (DPaC)
Subject: Amalgamation Sorell + Tasman
Attachments: 001.jpg

To :—The Local Govt Board ,
as promised here is page 2 to be added to my OBJECTION to Amalgamation dated 31
March 2018+ to various emails sent to you today by me. (Page 3 is coming ).
Yours,
Countess Antonia Maria Violetta Scrivanich ,

Virus-free. www.avast.com
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From:

Sent: Wednesday, 4 April 2018 11:46 AM
To: Local Government Board (DPaC)
Subject: Amalgamation Sorell + Tasman
Attachments: 002.jpg

To: The Local Govt Board.
Dear Sirs,

enclosed is page 3 as promised--—-to be attached to my Objection to Amalgamation of
Sorell + Tasman---to be added to my Objection dated 31 March 2018 ( posted Express Post ) + to
today’s 3 other emails.
#+*Plagse NOTE: that SINCE WE SHARE FUNCTIONS WITH SORELL THINGS HAVE GOT
WORSE and since | wrote those letters to Tasman Council in 2017 a number of dead and dying
trees have crashed in 2018, blocking my road.

There are MANY other dead trees WITH NOT A LEAF ON THEM at the commencement of
Lookout Rd + the Carmnarvon Bay Rd. These are on PUBLIC LAND and constitute a real danger
to the Public. Driving along Lookout Rd is like “ playing Russian roulette “ ! The reason why
nothing is done about this danger to the Public appears to be a refusal by management to spend
to have them removed !

After Rebecca White , MP contacted Tasman Council, the WORKS MANAGER FROM
SORELL rang me in 2017 to meet him at my locked gate , where he proceeded to abuse me for
having contacted her. | had NO choice as he would not do anything to re-seal my road which in
2017 was in a very bad condition, the WORST it had ever been since | have lived here for 16
years |. He refused to do anything about the dead trees on Public Land, saying his “ SPENDING
HAD GONE OVER BUDGET “.

If, as | am informed by Council, this land with MANY dead trees, belongs to The Port Arthur
Historic Site, then , the cost of their removal is an expense of the PAHS which appears to be flush
with money from increased tourism. So, WHAT is the real problem ?

This year | saw that Waterfall Bay Rd, Eagle Hawk Neck is in a dreadful condition. Yet many
very lovely homes which , no doubt pay high Rates , run off it !
Yours Sincerely,
Countess Antonia Maria Violetta Scrivanich,

Virus-free. www.avast.com
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